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Tuesday, 8 December 2015
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 11.06 a.m. and read the prayer.
The PRESIDENT — Order! On behalf of the
Victorian state Parliament I acknowledge the
Aboriginal peoples, the traditional custodians of this
land, which has served as a significant meeting place
for the first people of Victoria. I acknowledge and pay
respect to the elders of the Aboriginal nations in
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.

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 1 December to:
Child Wellbeing and Safety Amendment (Child
Safe Standards) Act 2015
Fisheries Amendment Act 2015
Local Government Amendment (Fair Go Rates)
Act 2015
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (Safe
Access Zones) Act 2015
State Taxation Acts Further Amendment
Act 2015.

PORT OF MELBOURNE SELECT
COMMITTEE
Port of Melbourne lease
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan)
presented report, including appendices, extracts of
proceedings and minority reports, together with
transcripts of evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be published.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Standing orders
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — By leave, I move:
That so much of standing order 5.03 be suspended in relation
to the presentation and tabling of the Port of Melbourne
Select Committee inquiry into the proposed lease of the port
of Melbourne so as to allow the mover of the motion to take
note of the report and other members to speak as required.

Motion agreed to.
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PORT OF MELBOURNE SELECT
COMMITTEE
Port of Melbourne lease
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

I am pleased this morning to present the final report of
the select committee inquiry into the proposed lease of
the port of Melbourne. The Delivering Victorian
Infrastructure (Port of Melbourne Lease Transaction)
Bill 2015 is designed to facilitate a lease of the port of
Melbourne to a private party for a period of some 50 to
70 years. To put that into context, 70 years takes us
back to the end of the Second World War. November
1945 saw the election of a new Labor government in
Victoria; in fact, the second time that John Cain, Sr, had
received a commission as Premier in Victoria.
One of the questions we should ask in considering that
is whether that government of 1945 could envisage
what Victoria in 2015 would be like and how realistic it
is to have expected that government of 1945 to have
foreseen the changes in Victoria’s economy, the
changes in Victorian society, the changes in our region
and the changes experienced around the world over that
period, because for that government of 1945 both our
economy and society today would be largely
recognisable. The question therefore for the
government and the Parliament of Victoria of 2015 is:
can we confidently foresee what Victoria of 2065 or
indeed 2085, if we take a 70-year time frame on this
lease, will look like?
The Council in considering the report and the
legislation will need to have regard to whether the lease
proposed by the legislation is in the interest of
Victorians over that period of time. The Council needs
to be confident that the lease will allow a future
Victorian government the capacity and the flexibility to
respond to changing circumstances and circumstances
which may be as unforeseeable for the Victorian
government and Parliament of 2015 as modern-day
Victoria would have been for the government of 1945.
The committee considered whether the legislation and
the lease transaction seeking to maximise lease
proceeds, which is a legitimate aspiration, is also in
Victoria’s long-term interest. In that regard the
committee had to have regard to the competing balance
between maximising sale proceeds and ensuring that
this transaction and this legislation will continue to
serve Victoria for a period of 50 to 70 years. In this
regard it is worth noting that aspects of the transaction
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that may be considered common in the commercial
world, that may provide benefit or certainty to the
vendor and may provide benefit or certainty to the
purchaser, could have broader and longer term negative
public policy implications, and that was something that
weighed heavily on the committee’s deliberations on
the legislation.
The bill the house will consider this week facilitates
some elements of the lease. However, many key
provisions of the transaction will in fact be reflected in
contract rather than by legislation. In considering this
the committee requested of the government details of
how those contractual aspects would operate and
requested details of the key parameters. However, the
advice from government with respect to many of those
contractual aspects was that the details had either not
been decided in terms of the operation of particular
aspects of the transaction or that they would be subject
to contestability through the bid process — open to be
bid upon by the consortia which are expected to
participate in this transaction.
The inability of the government, through the
Department of Treasury and Finance, to provide
certainty as to how many of the key provisions would
work, how they would appear once the transaction had
been concluded and the resulting exposure from those
aspects for the state over the longer term were of
concern to the committee. With this in mind the
committee sought to put in place a number of
recommendations which would address that uncertainty
while providing flexibility to future governments to
make decisions as may be required in 30, 40, 50, 60 or
70 years.
It is notable that while the report I am tabling this
morning contains two minority reports the majority
report was nonetheless adopted unanimously by all
members of the committee. The majority of the
recommendations — 9 of the 15 recommendations —
were also supported unanimously by all committee
members. Leasing an asset like the port of Melbourne
to a third-party operator should, if properly structured,
drive efficiencies in the operation while releasing
capital for reinvestment in new infrastructure. The
committee has on balance recommended that the
Council support the bill subject to the government
agreeing to a range of amendments to improve certainty
and provide flexibility over the coming decades.
I would like to turn to some of the key
recommendations the committee has made. The bill, as
it is drafted, provides for a lease of up to 50 years to be
entered into by the state and allows for the Premier by
administrative order to add a further 20-year extension
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to that lease. The committee believes that any extension
beyond the 50-year period should be a matter for
Parliament. Given the scope of change that can occur
within a 50-year period in Victoria — as we can see if
we reflect back over the last 50 years — it is the
committee’s view that any further extension of the lease
should be a matter for Parliament, and accordingly the
committee recommends that the legislation be amended
to require that any extension be a legislative action
rather than an administrative action made by
government.
One of the key issues the committee considered and
took evidence on over the course of the inquiry relates
to the capacity of the port of Melbourne. It is the firm
view of the government, as it was of government
witnesses, that the capacity of the port of Melbourne is
in the order of 7 to 8 million 20-foot equivalent unit
containers, which is the standard measure of throughput
in container ports. The port of Melbourne currently
handles around 2½ million 20-foot equivalent units
(TEUs), and on the government’s best estimate as the
port increases to what the government believes is its
maximum capacity it will see a threefold increase in the
volume of throughput, with commensurate increases in
the volume of truck movements surrounding the port.
Even if the operation or removal of containers becomes
more efficient by using larger trucks — by using more
B-doubles and the like — we would still see at least a
doubling in the number of truck movements in the
vicinity of the port.
For that reason the committee has made a
recommendation with respect to the connection of the
port to rail. The previous government in its final
budget — the 2014–15 budget — allocated $28 million
of funding for a project known as the port rail shuttle.
This was supplemented by $30 million of funding by
the commonwealth government to connect the port of
Melbourne — the last mile, as it has been described —
with a rail connection to alleviate some of the pressure
on roads surrounding the port. The transaction as
currently proposed, although evidence from the
government suggested it would seek expressions of
interest or commitment from bidders for rail
connections for the port, falls short of mandating an
actual connection. The committee received no evidence
that would suggest the government expected that type
of investment from the private sector in the short term.
For this reason the committee has recommended that
the government commit itself to that port rail shuttle
project, which is funded across the previous
commonwealth and state budgets and would alleviate
those pressures on surrounding roads. It was the
committee’s view that this should proceed
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independently of the transaction — that it should be a
commitment by government to deliver that project —
and that that should be reflected in the expression of
interest process as the transaction goes ahead.

potential for similar types of price increases once the
port is privatised and no longer in the public spotlight,
as it is this year with this legislation. That is of great
concern to port users.

One of the other issues the committee took evidence on
was in relation to the environmental impacts of the
proposed lease and the continuing operation of the port
at its present site, adjacent to the CBD, and the potential
issues around expanded shipping in the bay, with larger
ships and with concerns raised around the potential for
widening the heads, deepening the channel et cetera.
What is evident from the inquiry is that there is a wide
range of views as to the changes we can expect in
shipping associated with the port of Melbourne —
whether we will see larger ships or whether we will see
trade growth continue with more ships of the same size
as those that are currently serving the port of
Melbourne. What is clear is that if the port is to grow in
capacity from the current throughput of 2½ million
TEUs to the 7 million or 8 million forecast by the
government, we will see more activity through Port
Phillip Bay and most likely ships of a larger — though
not significantly larger — size than we currently see.

The committee has responded to those concerns, which
were widely held, in a number of ways. The first
recommendation on the monopoly issue is a
recommendation that the Port Management Act 1995,
which is amended by this bill, be amended to reinstate
as one of its objectives the protection of the interests of
users of prescribed services — and I will go to
prescribed services shortly. It was the committee’s view
that that has stood in the Port Management Act
historically. It was proposed to be removed by this
legislation, but it was the committee’s view that we
should very clearly articulate through the Port
Management Act the view that protecting port users
from the exercise of monopoly power was a legitimate
objective of that legislation and should be retained.

As a consequence of that increased volume up the
channel and through the bay and given the widespread
concern which came from the community, particularly
from local government and community groups
surrounding the bay, the committee has recommended
that the Office of the Environmental Monitor, which
was put in place for the channel dredging project in the
last decade, be re-established and operate on an
ongoing basis to monitor impacts on the bay and in the
port environs as the growth in throughput at the port
occurs.
One of the other key areas the committee has addressed
in its recommendations goes to the issue of monopoly
power. Many of the submissions the committee
received through the course of taking evidence
expressed concerns about the potential for a private
operator at the port of Melbourne to exercise market
power in setting prices for services providers, in setting
rents and in its conduct in allowing or not allowing
access for various operations at the port. The history of
this very much related to a decision by the Port of
Melbourne Corporation earlier this year to seek to
increase the rent paid by one of its stevedores,
DP World, by some 760 per cent. This sent a very clear
signal — or raised concerns broadly across the shipping
industry and across port users more generally — that if
such a proposal could come forward from the Port of
Melbourne Corporation while it was in government
hands and while it was subject to wide scrutiny as this
legislation was approaching the Parliament, there is

In a similar vein, and drawing on previous work
undertaken by the Essential Services Commission, the
committee is recommending that the bill be amended to
put in place a complaints mechanism to enable parties
who are using the port of Melbourne and who have
concerns about pricing or about the way in which the
pricing mechanism proposed in the legislation is
working to submit those concerns to the Essential
Services Commission and for that to be reflected in the
review mechanism that the legislation provides for the
oversight of pricing.
One of the two key recommendations with respect to
monopoly power issues is a recommendation in relation
to prescribed services. The legislation currently sets up
a framework which expands the oversight of the pricing
regime at the port of Melbourne to cover roughly, we
are advised, 86 per cent of port revenues. The
mechanism that is proposed under the legislation is that
a range of revenue lines as listed in the legislation are
defined as ‘prescribed services’, and where a service is
prescribed under the legislation, the new port operator
is required to set its prices having regard to a building
block methodology of price setting, which is basically
drawing upon and looking at the cost of capital, the cost
of depreciation and the operating costs of the port, and
setting a price accordingly, having regard to the return
required by the port operator. This is then subject to a
review on a five-yearly basis by the Essential Services
Commission to look back at whether those prices which
were set by the port operator reflected what it is
required to do under the building block methodology in
accordance with the pricing order established by the
government.
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Because the current proposed extent of that pricing
order is 86 per cent of revenue, it leaves an element of
the revenue base at the port which is not subject to that
price oversight mechanism, and inevitably, evidence to
the committee suggests, we would expect to see
significant price rises in those elements of revenue
which are not subject to that type of pricing oversight.
One of the key areas where that concern was expressed
was in relation to port rents, and obviously again that is
on the back of the DP World negotiations earlier this
year, where a claim of a 760 per cent increase was put
forward.
The committee has recommended that the definition of
‘prescribed services’ in the legislation be extended to
include port rents. This would then allow the
government, in establishing a pricing order, to specify
in that pricing order, through an appropriate
mechanism, the way in which rents were to be set. The
building block methodology as laid down for other
prescribed services may not be the best way in which
that can be done. By extending prescribed services to
include rents, the capacity is there for the government,
by the pricing order, to ensure that monopoly power
cannot be exercised with respect to the setting of rents,
and the committee believes that is an appropriate
mechanism to address the concerns that were raised. It
gives the government flexibility in putting in place a
mechanism, putting in place a cap on rents and
determining the basis of that cap while giving some
certainty to port users that they will not experience the
type of rent increases that were attempted by the Port of
Melbourne Corporation earlier this year.
The other key recommendation the committee has
made with respect to monopoly issues is for a
prohibition in the bill with respect to vertical
integration. The intention of this recommendation is
that it apply to stevedores and terminal operators
seeking to become the port operator, which the
government has said it will not permit — though that is
not specified in the legislation; that is an intention the
government has expressed through the expression of
interest — and likewise to prevent the port operator
subsequently becoming a stevedore or a terminal
operator. The committee has recommended that this be
encompassed in the legislation so it is clear to all
parties — both the operator or potential operator and
the current terminal operators and stevedores — that
that prohibition is in place and is not something that is
left to contract.
One of the challenges of this transaction with so many
of its elements proposed to be set by contract rather
than by legislation is that this chamber, in passing or in
considering the legislation this week, is very much
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being asked by the government to take on trust the very
substantial matters which are proposed to be enshrined
in contract, and obviously that has even greater
implications given that the duration of this lease is
potentially 50 to 70 years.
The committee has recommended to the government
that the prohibition on vertical integration be something
that is enshrined in the legislation and that it not only
apply in the direction the government originally
proposed — being that stevedores cannot become the
port operator — but also provide that, with the
exception of exceptional circumstances, where a market
failure or similar has occurred, the port operator
subsequently cannot become a stevedore or a terminal
operator.
The other key issues the committee addressed and
recommendations the committee made relate to the
long-term issues of the port. This is probably going to
be one of the key issues the Council needs to deal with
over the coming week, and indeed it is one of the key
issues that has been the subject of public debate. That
relates to the compensation mechanism, to use that
term, that the government is proposing to put in place
with this transaction.
Over the course of the inquiry the committee received
evidence that concerns about sovereign risk are now at
play in capital markets, particularly in Europe. This has
been expressed to the committee as being on the back
of the government’s decision to scrap the east–west link
contract earlier this year — on the back of the
government proposing or indicating its willingness to
propose legislation to void that contract. Evidence to
the committee has suggested and indeed anecdotal
evidence outside the committee has suggested that that
course of action and indeed raising the speculation of
legislation to avoid a contract has raised concerns about
sovereign risk across capital markets.
In this legislation the government has proposed to
provide some certainty to a bidder in respect of a future
government’s intention to develop a second or
subsequent container port. The mechanism the
government has proposed in this regard to provide
certainty to a bidder is termed the port growth regime.
The basic characteristic of the port growth regime is
that it is a mechanism that will compensate the port
operator for container trade which is diverted by a
subsequent state-sponsored port away from the port of
Melbourne if the port of Melbourne has not reached its
capacity.
The committee took broad evidence on this particular
matter, and as I indicated in my opening statement, this
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is a mechanism that in a commercial transaction outside
the sphere of public policy may be regarded as
commonplace or appropriate. The committee took
evidence from a range of advisers — transactional
advisers to the government, financial advisers, legal
advisers et cetera — that they regarded such a
mechanism as appropriate in the circumstances.
The challenge for the committee, though, and for the
Legislative Council from a public policy perspective is
what such a mechanism means for the state over the 40,
50 or potentially 70-year horizon that this transaction is
proposed to be in place, because what became evident
from the port growth regime is that many of its key
parameters are not yet known because they will be
subject to contractual negotiation between the
government and the successful bidder. Therefore what
the committee was not able to establish was at what
level the port growth regime and the compensation that
it provides would cease to apply. Would it be when the
port reaches what the government believes is its natural
capacity of 7 million to 8 million 20-foot equivalent
units? Would it be at a figure lower than that? Would it
be at a figure higher than that, given that that matter is
subject to negotiation and bidding as part of the
contractual process?
What we were also unable to establish is what the
state’s exposure under the port growth regime would
be. What is the maximum compensation that the state
may be required to pay in the event that this mechanism
comes into play? That is something that Treasury was
not able to quantify. It is something that potentially
could exceed the lease proceeds from this transaction,
given of course — —
Mr Mulino — Where did you get that from?
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — You know where I got
that from. I will resist naming the Treasury officer.
Given of course the time value of money and the fact
that this mechanism is likely to come into place in
decades — obviously not immediately — the
uncertainty around it was of concern to the committee.
The basis of the government putting forward this
mechanism was very much around the fact that a
government would not seek to build a second port or
support a state-sponsored port, which is the key trigger.
Also of significant concern with such a mechanism is
that a clear definition of ‘state-sponsored port’ has not
yet been established either through the legislation or by
contract. The basic premise the government put forward
is that the state would not seek to sponsor a second port
until the port of Melbourne reached capacity; therefore
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the likelihood of compensation being payable under the
port growth regime was low.
The problem with that is that such a scenario does not
have regard to the many other circumstances which
could come into play over the next 50 years that would
require the state to move on a second port. For
example, if we were to see a significant adverse
environmental consequence, such as the loss of a ship
in the bay, it could put enormous pressure on the
government to move container shipping out of Port
Phillip Bay to another site. Growing congestion around
the port of Melbourne environs, which is already an
issue of concern to a number of members of this
chamber, could lead to pressure being put on the
government to move away from the current port of
Melbourne site before it hits the proposed capacity of
7 million to 8 million TEUs.
There could be changes in the nature of shipping
serving the Melbourne trade. The committee heard
evidence that some of the next-generation ships of 6000
to 6500 TEUs have started to service Melbourne on
occasion and there are physical constraints at the port of
Melbourne in accommodating more than one of those
ships at berth at any one time. Having two such ships at
berth at Swanson Dock at once is not possible because
of their length limitations. If ships of that size were to
become the regular ships on the Melbourne trade, that
would put pressure on the need to relocate from the port
of Melbourne.
A government in the future having regard to not only
shipping and logistics in this state but also broader
public policy considerations may determine that having
a container port on 510 hectares adjacent to the CBD is
not the best use of that land in 50 years time or 40 years
time, which again may be a trigger to move away from
that port location prior to the port hitting its believed
natural capacity of 7 million to 8 million TEUs.
There are a number of factors that could come into play
and dictate or advise a government that a second port
was required elsewhere prior to that natural level being
hit, so the committee has recommended that the port
growth regime as proposed by the government not
proceed. I note that most of the port growth regime is to
be provided for via contract rather than via legislation,
with the exception of an element of clause 69 of the
bill. The committee has further recommended that,
given the contractual nature of the port growth regime,
the legislation be amended to provide that the port
growth regime proceed via legislation so that there is no
capacity for the government to subsequently do it by
contract contrary to the wishes of the Parliament if
indeed the Parliament supports this recommendation.
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The government has on a number of occasions
expressed the view that a compensation mechanism is
critical to this transaction. I say to the government that
the constraints or unknowns around the port growth
regime have made that mechanism unacceptable to the
committee. The uncertainty around when it would be
triggered, the uncertainty around the level of
compensation that would be payable, the uncertainty
around what a state-sponsored second port would be
and indeed the constraints it would impose on
flexibility for government in decades time to make
decisions around a second port have been of concern to
the committee. If the government has alternative ways
to provide what it believes is necessary in respect of a
compensation mechanism, it remains open for the
government to propose those to the Council in
consideration of this recommendation.
With respect to longer term issues, one of the other key
recommendations made by the committee concerns
clause 83 of the bill, which provides a mechanism for
the Treasurer to require the up-front payment of the
port licence fee. The port licence fee is a mechanism
introduced by Parliament two or three years ago which
requires the port operator to pay an annual licence fee
to the state of around $80 million, indexed by CPI. The
proposed changes to the legislation contained in
clause 83 will give the Treasurer the capacity to require
that the port licence fee not be paid on an annual basis,
as is the current requirement, but be paid up-front as a
lump sum.
The committee’s concern with this provision is that it
provides the Treasurer with almost blanket discretion to
determine how that licence fee is to be paid and at what
level it is to be set. The bill provides that the Treasurer
may have regard to how the licence fee is paid on an
annual basis, but it also inserts a subsection that says
the Treasurer is not obliged to have regard to how it is
paid on an annual basis. Therefore the bill provides the
Treasurer with the discretion to require the up-front
payment of a port licence fee to be set at any level and
on any basis.
The committee had concerns about this area given the
nature of the port licence fee as revenue of the state and
the potential for revenue over 40 to 50 years, with the
possible extension to 70 years, to be brought forward to
the budget next year at the expense of flexibility for
future governments and future generations in Victoria.
The government’s desire to bring forward the port
licence fee has not been articulated widely by the
government in its discourse. The committee was not
persuaded that there is a rationale for why this should
be paid as a lump sum to the government up-front in the
current financial year rather than accruing to future
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governments on an individual yearly basis, as has been
the case for the last two or three years.
The other key recommendation made by the committee
relates to the proceeds of the lease. The committee took
evidence across Victoria in relation to this proposed
transaction. One of the strong messages the committee
received back, particularly in rural and regional
Victoria, was a belief that much of the value of the Port
of Melbourne Corporation had been developed off the
back of rural and regional Victoria, given that the
majority of exports through the port originate in rural
and regional Victoria. There is a strong belief in
country Victoria that a bigger share of the proceeds
should return to rural and regional Victoria, particularly
with a focus on improving logistics infrastructure.
The committee in its final recommendation proposed to
the government that it commit a minimum percentage
of the net lease proceeds to logistics infrastructure in
rural and regional Victoria. The committee has not set
out what that percentage should be, but it is very
mindful of the strong view held across rural and
regional Victoria that the government’s proposed use of
the proceeds does not deliver a benefit to those parts of
the state. Given the strong nexus between the value of
the port and the contribution made to the creation of
that value by rural and regional Victoria, the committee
believes the government should clearly articulate that a
proportion of those proceeds will be returned to rural
and regional Victoria by way of improvements in
infrastructure that will make the supply chain more
efficient.
Over the course of the inquiry the committee received
some 87 written submissions and conducted
58 hearings in Melbourne, Shepparton, Horsham,
Geelong and Hastings. On behalf of the committee I
thank those individuals and organisations for their input
into the committee’s work. I also thank the committee
secretariat, led by Keir Delaney, and our specialist
advisers, Dr Bill Russell, Natalia Southern and Will
Georgiou, for their outstanding support of the
committee’s work. Finally, I thank my fellow
committee members for their commitment, for their
cooperation and for their goodwill, which allowed the
committee to undertake a complex investigation in a
compressed time frame.
The committee in its report has examined a range of
issues that go to the question of whether the bill and the
lease it supports are in Victoria’s long-term interest.
The committee by its recommendations has sought to
address those issues to reduce uncertainty around the
transaction, to preserve flexibility for future
governments, to protect port users from the exercise of
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monopoly power and to improve environmental
monitoring around bay and port activities. The
committee has recommended to the Council that it
support the bill with a number of amendments and
policy changes. The onus is now on the government to
bring forward those amendments or acceptable
alternatives to address the outstanding issues and to
provide the Council with the confidence it needs to
support this bill.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — As a
member of this committee and also as a Green, I went
to the inquiry unconvinced that the privatisation of the
port of Melbourne was a good idea for a number of
reasons, and the longer the committee went on I
collected more and more reasons to oppose the
privatisation. It is for that reason that I opposed the
main recommendation of the majority report — that the
port be sold. However, if the port is to be sold, we think
that a large number of the other amendments to the bill
that are proposed — to the regulations and even to the
associated deal — should certainly be made.
It is clear that from the beginning both Labor and the
coalition went to the election with a policy of selling
the port. It is equally clear to me that the sell-off of the
port has got nothing to do with the efficiency of port
operations or of the broader supply chain itself. All the
recommendations that the chairman, Mr Rich-Phillips,
just took us through are about creating belts and braces,
safety fences, seatbelts and airbags around the negative
consequences of a privatised monopoly. Let us make it
very clear: there is no-one out there with a bunch of
money in their back pocket who is interested in buying
this port except as a private monopoly. Private
monopolies are what big superannuation funds like
putting their money into. Whether it is airports,
electricity utilities or any of the other analogies you
look at, the story remains the same. We attempt to
regulate them using a range of mechanisms; however,
at best we can only ameliorate the effects of a private
monopoly.
When I say it was never about efficiency, that is
completely obvious from the testimony that we took. I
asked Treasury and various other proponents of the sale
what efficiencies they believed would occur as a result
of the port shifting from public to private hands.
President, you would not be at all surprised to know
that the Port of Melbourne Corporation did not suggest
that it was a bloated and unresponsive bureaucracy. In
fact it was very hard to get anybody to pin down the
exact area of efficiency which would occur under
private ownership which could not occur under public
ownership. It was never about that. For both the
parties — coalition and Labor — it was about realising
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some cash from a sale to use on another thing, and they
have various ideas amongst themselves about what that
other thing should be.
When you read the report you will see it is only
incidentally that we talk about the efficiency of the port.
This was an inquiry into if we are going to lease the
port, how do we do it. Most of the evidence that has
been brought to bear from various submitters has
addressed that question, so someone with a stake in
how the port is regulated has something to contribute
on that question. But in fact the majority of people who
submitted to the inquiry do not get a guernsey
anywhere in the report. There is a select group of
submitters whose evidence went directly to that
question — the question of if we sell it, how do we
regulate it — whereas there is all this other evidence
that came in from people who are the ultimate port
users and thereby the ultimate source of wealth that
creates the port itself, mostly farmers and other sorts of
exporters. When I put the question to them of how they
feel about the port sale, it would not surprise you to
know that many of them were agnostic and some of
them were outright opposed to the port privatisation.
That is where we find ourselves. Shortly before coming
in here we were reading in newspapers that there has
been a secret, now not so secret, meeting between a
whole series of figures from the coalition with the
Treasurer and others to try to nut out this port sale. This
morning’s newspapers tell us that the proportion of
freight that is coming in and out of the port that is
carried by truck is rising, while every one of those
submitters to the inquiry had the aspiration that rail
would take the greatest share. So we are a long, long
way from where we need to be.
We have read in the newspaper about a secret meeting,
leaked obviously by either Labor or the coalition, or
both, which seemed to have a pretty heavyweight
attendance. From the coalition side I think there was the
Leader of the Opposition, Mr Guy; the Leader of The
Nationals, Mr Walsh; the shadow Treasurer,
Mr O’Brien; and the shadow Minister for Ports,
Mr Hodgett. To this rumble they sent all their
heavyweights; there is no doubt about it. But did they
rumble, or did they just do a bit of a breakdance
dance-off and then all decide to go home? It seems like
it was the latter. It seems like this is something they
would really like to deal with after Christmas, and that
is exactly the point that I think needs to be made in my
contribution on this report — that is, even as this is
tabled and even as this is put before the Parliament for
the interest of all other members, a negotiation is going
on.
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Mr Rich-Phillips understands that if all the
recommendations put forward in the committee’s
majority report were to be implemented, it would be a
deal breaker. It would be all over for the sale,
particularly the bit he just mentioned about the port
compensation regime that is the bit that makes it into a
private monopoly, because organisations are not
interested in buying. The big super funds and other
financiers are not interested in buying things where they
have to go out and strive to do better every day. They
are interested in buying monopolies that are safe assets.
Even as this report hits the table with these many, many
recommendations, the fact is that those
recommendations are going to have to be chipped away
if the coalition and the Labor Party are going to strike a
deal. What I hope is that once those amendments are
prepared, they will not be simply rushed in here and
quickly debated during the committee stage, because
even those submitters who were interested specifically
in the question of port regulation ought to get to see
those amendments and those regulatory measures
before they are quickly voted on and passed by this
chamber. That is the difficulty we face. We have
actually had a very wideranging, extensive process
where many people have been engaged. I have sat on
many committees and I have to say that this was a very
good committee. It was well chaired, it was well
supported by the secretariat, all members went forward
in a very cooperative manner and it was an example of
parliamentary committees at their best seeking to get
the information, the facts and the evidence out on the
table.
But it seems now that the negotiations will go into
some kind of back room over Christmas and then, on
past experience in this place, once the deal is done we
will suddenly find that we are debating the bill and a
series of amendments will be thrown on the table —
probably circulated to the micro-parties as well, if we
are quick about it.
Dr Carling-Jenkins — If we’re lucky.
Mr BARBER — ‘If we’re lucky’, says
Dr Carling-Jenkins. I am including her and the Greens
in micro-parties today. The Greens will get copies of
the amendments as well, if we are quick on our feet.
And very quickly it will be locked into law, as
Mr Rich-Phillips said, for 50 years or possibly even
70 years.
I think it is very important that we now close the loop
with those people who took the time and made the
effort to give genuine input into what was a genuine
inquiry process. Any changes that are being
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contemplated beyond what are recommended in this
report must also be given some public airing. This is
probably our most important publicly held strategic
economic asset, and we absolutely cannot afford to get
this wrong in some unholy rush by a group of
politicians who simply want to build up their war chest
for their own political purposes.
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — Let me start my
contribution by echoing some comments made by the
chair of the committee and the speaker immediately
before me. I put on the record that I think a number of
elements of this inquiry were very constructive and
very well run. The committee received more than
80 submissions, many of which were very detailed and
involved a lot of effort by individuals and organisations
and I want to put on the record thanks to all those who
submitted. I thank also my fellow committee members.
We held public hearings on a number of days and went
through an important process in a limited time to get to
where we are today. Notwithstanding the fact that I am
about to address a number of areas of significant
disagreement, when people look at the minority report
and our treatment of the recommendations as a whole,
they can see that a number of recommendations have
been accepted or accepted in principle. That is a very
constructive way to move forward across the whole
Council of micro-parties, macro-parties and those
potentially in between.
I want to go back not 70 years but to last year, in
particular to the election, and to discuss the lease of the
port in the context of the last election. To start, I flag
the broad policy context of asset recycling, which is a
concept that is being discussed at great length at all
levels of government in Australia. Asset recycling is a
concept that I would say has bipartisan support. I say
‘bipartisan’ because I think it is fair to say that, while
they might agree with it in some contexts, the Greens
and members of some of the other parties are probably
sceptical about it in the main.
In broad terms, asset recycling is the notion that it can
be in the public interest to lease or sell brownfield
assets which are low risk and have income streams that
have certain characteristics and to use the proceeds for
greenfield assets in which the private sector may not be
willing to invest. In certain circumstances, where those
proceeds can represent good value for money for the
state and those greenfield assets are things it would be
very difficult to get the private sector to invest in and
where the state’s budget is constrained, it can make
sense to undertake transactions of that sort.
Where is asset recycling more likely to be attractive?
One instance is where the income stream from the
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brownfield asset is well understood, and that is certainly
the case with the port of Melbourne. One instance is
where the risk profile of the income stream is well
suited to the investment portfolio of large long-term
investors — so, for example, that would include the
likely dividends of the port of Melbourne and it would
include potentially the port licence fee (PLF), which is
a certain income flow, with inflation added on.
Inflation-hedged low-risk income streams are
extremely attractive to large international infrastructure
and pension funds. Asset recycling is also going to be
attractive potentially where the brownfield
infrastructure might require future capital expenditure,
and finally, where there is scope for improved
operational efficiency.
We would argue that all of those are present in the case
of this particular piece of infrastructure, so asset
recycling is something that is potentially in the interests
of the Victorian community, and we believe that the
transaction structure that is being proposed will see
those benefits. An additional benefit is the
commonwealth government’s fund to pay bonus
payments to state governments that undertake asset
recycling under certain circumstances. I would note that
this is not necessarily an offer from the Australian
government that is open ended, so we cannot just
debate this bill forever, thinking that that particular
aspect of the transaction will necessarily lie on the
table. That is a significant potential advantage to the
Victorian community — a 15 per cent bonus on sales
proceeds.
This is one aspect of the transaction from a policy
perspective that I think is important to lay out on the
table at the start. We have a significant brownfield
asset, a core brownfield asset, but one whereby with a
sensible transaction we can get very significant
proceeds for the Victorian community. And we know
that we have, with a growing population, a number of
infrastructure needs. We went to the last election saying
that one of the most critical infrastructure needs was
removing level crossings. It is something that has been
underinvested in in this state for decades. We know it is
an important productivity enhancer. We know it is
going to be critical, if we are going to invest more in
public transport, to separate the road and the rail
network at those critical junctures, and we know the
people of Victoria want this — they voted for it more
strongly than just about any other policy. We have seen
this in poll after poll and in all sorts of community
engagement.
Others might have other ideas as to what kind of
greenfield infrastructure might be appropriate. We can
have that debate, but clearly there are greenfield
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infrastructure needs and clearly some of those are going
to find it difficult in some circumstances to attract
private sector funding, so this is a sensible public policy
transaction.
I want to deal with the other issue, which is whether
port operations can be improved as a result of a
transaction of this sort. I would respectfully disagree
with Mr Barber in his characterisation of the evidence,
because I am going to cite a couple of sources of
evidence that I believe support the notion that
privatisations, when correctly undertaken, can in fact
improve the operation of infrastructure. I want to say
from the outset that, in saying that, I certainly do not
mean to imply that the Port of Melbourne Corporation
is bloated. I certainly agree with Mr Barber that the
corporation is well run; it is an efficient port. The
question is not whether it is bloated or not; it is whether
you can improve productivity and improve innovation.
In terms of the evidence, I certainly would not want
people to believe just me on this. The Australian
Competition and Consumer Commission in its
submission said:
The Australian Competition and Consumer Commission
(ACCC) is of the view that the privatisation of
government-owned assets, if implemented appropriately, is an
effective way in which to promote efficient use of
infrastructure in the interests of users and the wider
community.

When its representative gave evidence on 30 September
he said:
We have often said that we are very comfortable with
privatisation. We understand that the private sector will often
operate assets more efficiently and if key assets are operated
more efficiently, then that benefits the economy of
Victoria …

One of the key elements of that regulatory structure is
the pricing regime, and I will deal with that in a
moment. I am not saying it is a guarantee or that it is
something we assume, but I would simply say that there
were a number of organisations that did give evidence
that there was the potential for improved operation.
Another one was the Victorian Employers Chamber of
Commerce and Industry, when asked whether there:
… should be the capacity for the private sector to bring in
know-how, expertise and innovation and potentially increase
the efficiency of the port’s operations.

Its representative responded, ‘Absolutely’. Then Qube
also gave evidence to the same effect, as did others.
I am simply saying here that this is a transaction
whereby in terms of public policy justification the
government is definitely trying to achieve long-term
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improvements in the operations of the port and
long-term improvements in innovation to the benefit of
the economy and to the benefit of users. That is
definitely an objective, and I believe when you look at
the balance of evidence that was presented to the
committee, from both private sector organisations and
indeed the ACCC, there is a credible case for that.
Secondly, I want to refer to the election last year: both
the ALP and the then government went to the election
with a policy of leasing the port of Melbourne. That
policy was backed up by the electorate. I think it is
critical to understand that. It is also critical to
understand, in terms of context, that when this
government inherited the reins in November 2014 a
number of consultants had already been engaged. The
previous government had already started the process,
and as I will touch on later, the previous government
already had a number of policy settings in place at the
heart of its budget, such as the potential for an up-front
port licence fee, but I will get to that in a moment.
Those consultants were retained, so there is a much
greater degree of continuity than one might imagine
when reading this report. It is really not acknowledged
in the majority report at all.
Not only did both parties go to the last election with the
same policy but following that election — at which
there was a massive mandate for this policy, a massive
mandate for the level crossings removal — this
government continued with the same expert
commercial advisers. Just as the opposition, when it
was in government, was taking the advice of those
commercial advisers, we have taken the advice on
commercial matters of those advisers and we have put
that into the mix now that we are in government. As I
will argue when I touch on a number of issues, I think it
is clear from this report that the opposition has put
forward a couple of recommendations that fly in the
face of sound commercial advice.
I could understand — although I do not agree with it —
if somebody wanted to say, ‘Do not undertake the
lease; do not ever do asset recycling’. If you take that
position, fine, but if you go down that path, as the
opposition did at the last election when it had a policy
of undertaking the lease — it had a policy of
undertaking a transaction in the interests of the
Victorian community — then you cannot do it in the
interests of the Victorian community if you fly in the
face of sound commercial advice.
Before getting onto the two issues I really want to focus
on as being particular areas of disagreement, I want to
touch on the recommendations as a whole. As was
noted by the chair of the committee, Mr Rich-Phillips, a
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number of the committee’s recommendations were
agreed to by both a majority of members of the
committee and the government members of the
committee. We agreed on a number of logistical
matters and a number of reporting matters. We believed
that those recommendations would strengthen the
eventual outcome, and that will be a positive outcome
from the select committee process.
The committee chair has done a good job of
summarising the rationale for the recommendations as a
whole. On the issue of rail logistics, the government
members of the committee support in principle the
notion of stronger incentives or even requirements for
investment in rail capacity. That is probably something
that even the Greens would agree with. Everyone is in
agreement on the need for rail given the likelihood of
significantly increased throughput over the coming
decades.
Where we disagree with the majority report
recommendation is in putting forward a very specific
project. We believe it is appropriate to have a process
that sets key outcomes and requires a competitive
tendering process rather than presuming that any
particular project is the right one. We say that because a
number of organisations and individuals gave evidence
about their own ideas as to what the best rail outcome
might look like at the port. We believe there needs to be
a competitive process at this stage. We also believe,
given that we are about to embark on a lease
transaction, that it would be important to have a process
for tendering that is not overly long but that also allows
the lessee, whoever that is, to get their feet under the
desk, to undertake a bit of due diligence in a timely
manner and then to undertake a competitive tendering
process. That is one recommendation where we agree
in principle. We believe there was a significant amount
of valuable evidence of a logistical nature given to the
committee. However, we disagree in terms of process
and believe that any process for a rail project for
increased rail capacity should be competitively
undertaken.
Another issue I would like to draw out is the pricing
regulation regime. Of the three recommendations
relating to pricing, government members have accepted
two recommendations. We agree in principle to the one
relating to rents, because we agree that the issue of rents
needs to be looked at by the Essential Services
Commission (ESC), but we disagree with the particular
mechanism. I stress that we received valuable insights
into this issue from a number of different sources. We
thought that the government’s movement on this issue
of the pricing regime, in discussion with stakeholders
but also with the ACCC, was a very positive step
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forward. To put this into context, it is important to note
that what is being proposed on economic regulation is
considerably stronger than what we currently have in
place. It is clear that just about every stakeholder agreed
with that concept, certainly the ACCC did, so that is an
important point to put on the public record. In addition,
it is clear that the pricing regime that is being proposed
is stronger and more rigorous than at other ports.
As Mr Rich-Phillips noted, that regime — the
regulation of prescribed services through the
building-block approach — will cover something of the
order of 86 per cent of revenues under the current port
business model. Mr Rich-Phillips notes that the other
14 per cent is an area where there is potential for the
misuse of market power. What we would argue is that
the other 14 per cent, which is market rents, relates to a
set of transactions that are fundamentally different to
the way in which infrastructure charges are levied. The
building-block approach is appropriate for significant
capital-intensive long-lived assets and the way in which
charges are imposed on users for those assets. What we
have with the 14 per cent of revenue applied to rents is
a series of commercial transactions which we believe
are better dealt with through the mechanisms that are
currently in place, such as third-party expert arbitration
when there is a disagreement.
Mr Rich-Phillips noted a recent instance of a
disagreement where there was a rent claim that was
significantly higher than what was ultimately put in
place by the arbitrator. This says a couple of things to
us. Firstly, this is the nature of rental disputes, and
benchmarks are often difficult to come up with. One
finds that quite often one or other party will come up
with a benchmark based on related transactions.
Secondly, it is really then up to the independent
arbitrator to decide which of those claims make sense.
We believe that the recent example that
Mr Rich-Phillips referred to is actually an example of
the system working, and so what we see in the
agreement between the government and the ACCC is a
strengthening of the processes around rent, such that
those kinds of arrangements will be mandated for all
rental agreements.
It is also worth noting that the agreement with the
government will require the ESC to examine rental
agreements to determine whether or not there is
potential for the misuse of market power. This is a very
standard approach when it comes to regulating
monopolistic or other situations where there is potential
for the misuse of market power. It is standard operating
procedure for economic regulators, whether they be at
the state level or the federal level, to examine the
market to see whether there is potential for the misuse
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of power before going down the path of imposing a
heavy-handed regulatory approach, and we believe that
is the right approach here. We believe that we should
empower and require the ESC to examine the extent of
market power before we impose a one-size-fits-all
approach.
We agree with two of the recommendations. On the
rental regulation approach of imposing a cap, we
believe that it is premature to go down that path and
that a better approach is to require an effective
arbitration regime, that a better approach is to examine
rigorously whether or not market power exists and that
a better approach is to use a more standard economic
regulatory approach rather than a heavy-handed
approach that may result in, for example, all sorts of red
tape and unintended consequences, with the ESC
having to get into the books of stevedores and other
sublessees when it is not necessarily justified.
The final comment I would like to make before I get
onto the two commercial matters that I want to focus on
is just in relation to some of the analysis in relation to
the potential capacity of the port and quantitative issues
more generally. Government members felt that some of
this analysis did not give an appropriate representation
of the quantitative analysis that was given to the
committee. I will not put all of that detail onto the
public record; it is in the minority report. But in
particular the concern related to the fact that too often
weight was not given to sources in a way that reflected
the degree to which they had undertaken rigorous
analysis. For example, on the potential for the port to
increase capacity or on the likelihood of capacity being
met based upon projected trade flows, often every
source was cited equally in a string of citations without
that additional layer of analysis around which citations
were more credible. That is a concern that we had in
relation to some of the quantitative analysis, and that is
explained in a bit more detail in the minority report.
The two issues I want to talk about in relation to the
commercial manner in which this transaction was
undertaken are the three recommendations that we have
outright rejected. The first one relates to the
compensation clause. We believe that if
recommendations 11 and 12 relating to the
compensation clause are reflected in the bill, that would
represent an unprecedented restriction on the state’s
capacity to negotiate a lease that is commercially
beneficial to the state and in the public policy interest of
the state and the Victorian community.
What does a compensation clause relate to? Clearly we
do not have time to go into all the ins and outs; this was
one of the more technical aspects of evidence received.
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Indeed it is fair to say that in many of the rounds of
subsequent evidence from the Department of Treasury
and Finance and the joint financial advisers, the
compensation clause was the largest single component
of their subsequent submissions; it is an extremely
complicated issue. Fundamentally a compensation
clause aims to provide certainty in relation to certain
unhedgeable and sovereign risks particularly to foreign
investors. It seeks to do so in a way that imposes a
minimal restriction on future state activity.
What is the kind of certainty that we are talking about
here? It is that an investor in a long-term asset may be
concerned that a future state government might invest
in a second international container port well before it is
necessary. Clearly that may have — and indeed would
likely have — the effect of taking container traffic
away from the port of Melbourne. One might say,
‘That’s a very low likelihood. No state government in
the upcoming decade or two is likely to have a spare
$15 billion lying around to build a port that isn’t
needed’ — —
Ms Crozier — What about your Melbourne Metro?
Are you funding that?
Mr MULINO — The difference with the
Melbourne Metro is that it is needed, and that is why
the cash is going to be found for it. It is true that there is
a very low likelihood. The problem is that even though
there is a very low likelihood, we know from
discussions with international investors that for them it
is material. We know that even that very small risk of
that outcome occurring is for them a critical matter in
their deliberations as to whether or not they invest and
at how much they value the asset. For them it may be a
deal breaker; it may be that one or more bidders drops
out of this race entirely if a compensation clause is
outright banned.
What is the restriction that is being proposed on future
state activity? Significant evidence has been presented
to the select committee and is on the public record in
relation to the restriction; it is very tightly defined. It
applies only if there is state-sponsored support, so there
is no restriction on a private competitor setting up a port
of any sort that it wishes to. It is only in relation to
international container trade. It is only if it occurs
before certain thresholds have been met. It is only going
to involve compensation around certain buffers.
Finally, it will not restrict the state in any way from
planning or building the port, but it will restrict the state
in operating the port and in directly taking away
international container traffic.
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In addition to that there are other restrictions which one
can find on the public record. The point is that in order
to limit and alleviate a material and very significant
concern on the part of international investors the state is
having to give up almost nothing in terms of its future
flexibility; it is a very good deal for the Victorian
community. The key point to note here is that this is not
about inflating the value of the asset; this is about not
unnecessarily destroying asset value. That is a key
framing of the issue. What we do not want is a
transaction where we undersell the people of Victoria;
that would be a disastrous outcome. What we are trying
to do here is to get fair value, and that is why a
compensation clause is needed.
When one looks at context, one sees that compensation
clauses are not some unusual hyperconstructed
financial construct that we have suddenly thought up;
compensation clauses are the norm. Look at CityLink,
the previous government with the casino, toll roads,
airports — the list goes on. Compensation clauses are
the norm because, when well crafted, what they
represent is dealing with risks that are priced very
heavily on the part of the private sector in a manner that
gets a good outcome for the state.
This is possibly the most material failing of the
majority report. What the majority report is clearly
stating is that there be a legislative ban on negotiating a
clause type that is standard operating practice.
Somehow it makes sense, for reasons that are very
unclear, to tie the state’s hands behind its back, in a way
that has not occurred on any other transaction.
I go now to evidence provided by Infrastructure
Partnerships Australia, a body with representatives
from government, investors, the private sector and
constructors. It has a very broad representation. It said:
… resolving the best option for this transaction —

in relation to a compensation clause —
is beyond the expertise of this submission — and likely
beyond the individual expertise of the committee’s members.
For this reason we respectfully submit that the committee
agree an independent adviser to review the options and
provide the committee with clear advice on the best approach.

It went on to recommend:
Noting both the complexity and importance of this aspect of
the transaction, we recommend that the committee engage an
agreed, appropriately qualified transaction consultant to
advise on the best approach.
This would allow the committee to recommend the best value
solution for taxpayers and for consumers, and recognises that

PORT OF MELBOURNE SELECT COMMITTEE
Tuesday, 8 December 2015

COUNCIL

this transactional issue is beyond the direct expertise of this
submission and the committee.

I think it is telling that the committee did not engage
any independent advice in this area. Indeed this
committee has come up with a very strident and
extreme recommendation without having gone down
that path. This incongruity is disturbing, to be frank,
and it is one of the two failings of this report.
The other issue concerns the potential for there to be an
up-front payment of the PLF. The majority report
recommends that there be a legislative ban on any
up-front payment of the port licence fee. I want to put
on the public record that this was a policy of the
previous government. The previous government went
to the last election with the up-front payment of the port
licence fee embedded in its budget assumptions.
Nowhere is that reflected in the report. Suddenly those
opposite are claiming this is something that this
government has come up with out of the blue and that
needs to be rejected without any commercial analysis.
I find it interesting that a member opposite who has
spoken on this report was in the cabinet when the last
budget of the previous government was agreed but now
makes no comment on it. I will be interested to see if
any other speakers from the opposition comment on
why the up-front payment of the PLF is such a
disastrous policy now, when it was such a great idea in
the last budget of their regime. There is no explanation
as to why it suddenly has to be rejected, there is no
information as to why it does not make sense for
taxpayers and there is no commercial analysis. Those
opposite cite a couple of witnesses who frankly were
called based on their expertise in other areas. There is
no explanation of the context.
I will touch on some issues around what is really a
question of securitisation. There is no
acknowledgement in the majority report that the PLF
up-front payment will be a biddable amount. There is
no acknowledgement that each consortium’s bid will
potentially include an up-front component that reflects
its own financing structure and costs and will therefore
be competitively determined. There is speculation
around the issue of prices, but there is no explanation of
how the up-front payment could put any upward
pressure on prices, when the Department of Treasury
and Finance’s submission and subsequent submissions
have made it very clear that the pricing regime is based
on the building-block method and efficient costs and
would not allow for any upward pressure on prices if
the Treasurer were to nominate an up-front payment.
This is another material issue. The report fails to
acknowledge that what the government has proposed
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here is a continuation of the policy of the previous
government. It is a continuation of policy based upon
the continuation of expert commercial advice. The
previous government accepted advice from the same
consultants that the current government is accepting
commercial advice from on this very issue. We have
people who were around the decision-making table now
refusing to acknowledge that there was a previous
policy and saying we cannot have the possibility of an
up-front payment, and the rationale is pretty thin.
Those are the two issues based on which we have
rejected outright three recommendations. On many
recommendations we have accepted outright or
accepted in principle the reasoning of the committee,
which has done a lot of good work. Should a bill
eventually be brought to the Parliament, and should it
be amended in light of some of these recommendations,
that would be a very good outcome.
Mr Rich-Phillips — You voted against that.
Mr MULINO — We voted against it because of the
three recommendations that we have to reject outright. I
take up that interjection because we believe these
recommendations are absolutely not in the interests of
Victorian taxpayers, the Victorian community or port
users — and of course there is overlap between those
groups. Those three recommendations fly in the face of
expert advice. We believe they cannot be accepted if
we are to undertake this transaction on the policy basis
that was jointly accepted before the last election.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I agree with
much that has been said by the previous speakers in
relation to the way in which this inquiry was carried
out. I want to congratulate all of the members from this
house who were part of this inquiry. I congratulate the
government for agreeing to the inquiry. The staff were
able to work with the parliamentarians and the chair
was able to work with the deputy chair to bring forward
a worthwhile and important report based on evidence
gathered over a period of some three or four months. I
agree with Mr Barber; it was one of the better
committee processes I have been involved in.
This report is critical. In terms of what the port means
to the daily lives of Victorians, many people think that
it only affects the dairy industry, the grain industry, the
vehicle industry and some of the bulk commodities that
come in and go out. But if people spend a few seconds
thinking about it, they realise that the vast majority of
commodities Victorians use on a daily basis come in
through this port and then find their way into our retail
outlets and our homes. Modern Victoria — indeed
modern Australia — makes so few of its own
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commodities. For those commodities we do make, the
vast majority of their components or ingredients are
imported.
If we get this wrong, Victorians will pay for it every
day for the rest of their lives. Australia is an island
nation and Victoria is one of the fastest growing and
most dynamic states within that island nation, so it is
critical that our overseas and interstate trade operates in
the most efficient manner possible. That is why the
lease of the port into private hands and all of the
inherent issues that surround it need to be sorted out
prior to the transaction taking place. Where it has not
been clearly stipulated as to how it is going to work, the
committee has done its work in highlighting those
issues.
It will not surprise members of the committee that the
first area I will touch on is the port growth regime
because, as Mr Rich-Phillips said, we currently have a
throughput at the port of around 2.5 million 20-foot
equivalent units (TEUs) per annum and we have been
told by the government and the Port of Melbourne
Corporation that the existing port capacity is around
8.5 million TEUs. If you consider that that means the
number of ships coming through the heads into the bay
and passing under the West Gate Bridge is likely to
triple, that is an interesting projection. We can look at
other evidence. Victoria University, for instance,
suggested that based on the available quayside
metreage and with world’s best practice operations
behind that quayside metreage, the port would max out
at between 5.3 million and 5.5 million TEUs. It is a
significant difference. Irrespective of who is right and
who is wrong, it is staggering that we are just going to
leave this potentially critical part of the lease
arrangement to a bidding process. Effectively we are
going to let the bidders tell us what their projections are
for the future capacity of this port.
We saw a headline in one of the newspapers last week
about a secret plan to build a reclaimed island off Webb
Dock, which is effectively somebody’s plan to create
additional capacity. Despite the repeated questioning of
the Port of Melbourne Corporation and the Department
of Treasury and Finance, which kept espousing the
capacity as being around 8 million to 8.5 million TEUs,
nobody within the committee was able to garner any
clear information from the people from the corporation
as to how they were going to reach a capacity of
anywhere near 8 million TEUs. Yet the conflicting
evidence was crystal clear. It was based on the available
quayside metreage with world’s best practice behind it.
I might add that the world’s best practice in throughput
is effectively double what we are currently doing. We
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currently move around 1200 containers per unit of
space, whereas world’s best practice is around double
that. We will have to go an awfully long way from our
current practices to reach world’s best practice. We
have to go an awfully long way ahead of the available
quayside metreage to get anywhere near where the
government says capacity is likely to max out. This is
important because while the previous government had a
plan which incorporated the full projections and
consideration of where a future port or future ports
were likely to be located in the future, this government
has no plan for a future port. It is simply planning to
max out the current location, and the legislation before
the Parliament sees the port staying in that location for
70 years.
That gives us a few scenarios. We have to put three
times as many ships through the heads into the bay and
under the West Gate Bridge. We cannot go bigger
because the bigger ships only just get under the West
Gate Bridge now. We can go from around 3000 to
4000 TEUs to around 5000 to 7000 TEUs per ship; that
would be about the biggest ship that would fit under the
bridge and would leave ships coming through the heads
with about a metre to spare in terms of draught. We
currently have constant small-scale dredging, and
members can imagine the future scale of dredging
needed to cater for the bigger ships and a greater
frequency of ships. That is another critical issue that has
just been left to the bidding process. None of us really
know what level of capacity will be bid and how that
methodology is going to be worked through within the
bidding process. It is a significant difference.
The other aspect which drew incredibly strong and
powerful evidence was around what currently takes
place around the City of Maribyrnong. The City of
Maribyrnong has to deal with around 22 000 truck
movements per day and a large portion of those are
related to goods going mainly out of the port to
distribution centres or from distribution centres to the
port.
It is significantly important, when you look at the
recommendation about the port rail project, that the
government does not want it to be part of the
amendments it brings forward and that finishing this
project is not mandated, even though it has already
been funded. The government is effectively saying it
will recommend that the winning bidder do something
in relation to rail, but that to me is simply another issue
where the government is saying, ‘We’ll put that off into
the future. If it gets done, fine, but if it doesn’t get done,
we’ll put three times as many delivery trucks into the
City of Maribyrnong to further congest the streets in
that city’. As I said, the evidence is in the report. It is
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very compelling and certainly makes for strong reading
when you see the inconvenience that the people in that
city go through on a daily basis.
As Mr Rich-Phillips said, this is not something that will
be in place for 10, 15 or 20 years. We are talking about
trying to put in place a regime that will see this state
through for somewhere between 50 and 70 years. There
was great banter during the committee hearings
between Mr Ondarchie and government members in
relation to the term of the lease, and it has become
clearly apparent that it is a 50-year lease with a 20-year
extension available at a flick of the minister’s wrist if he
wishes to extend it at any time in the future.
If we are looking to have this work done in accordance
with the recommendations in the report, that is fine, but
if we are going to put aside recommendations such as
the mandated finishing off of this project, which has
already been the subject of significant work, put aside,
then that will be a serious concern for the people of the
inner west of Melbourne.
The recommendations around stevedoring rents also
need to be mentioned, following Mr Mulino’s
contribution. The government is saying that the fact that
the 760 per cent increase was effectively dealt with
shows that the current system works without further
regulation. There is only one reason why this dispute
was settled, and it is that this legislation was to be dealt
with the following day. The port of Melbourne on
behalf of the government was fattening the pig. There is
no purpose in trying to skirt around this issue. It was
trying to ramp up profits to show that it could get a
significantly greater price for a 50 to 70-year lease.
The fact was highlighted that the port of Melbourne
was leant on by the government so that it did not have a
stench hanging over it as this legislation came to the
Parliament. That nearly became matter-of-fact, as it was
simply acknowledged that the government intervened.
A whole range of conversations took place in the days
before the Parliament was to deal with this bill, and all
of a sudden the 760 per cent mysteriously dissipated
and we ended up with something that everybody could
live with. The government should not try it on by
saying the system works. There is no doubt that unless
rents are included in the pricing order we are going to
face exactly the same pressure under a monopoly
operator in the future. There is not much doubt about
that at all.
As I said earlier, this is not just about exports; it has to
do with every commodity that Victorians use on a daily
basis. That is something we need to be very clear about.
The evidence given to the inquiry by the Victorian
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Farmers Federation was very good. It suggested that
what we should have been doing from the start was
putting in place the very best and most efficient port
operation regime possible. With a blank sheet of paper
the government should have worked out exactly how
best to take advantage of this once-in-a-generation
opportunity — perhaps once in three generations —
that came across its desk and get the very best port
operation available.
If that regime is set in place and you can make some
money at the end of it, that is fantastic, but let us not
compromise this most efficient and world’s best
practice operation just so that we can get more money
today. That is how the Victorian Farmers Federation
explained the situation in its evidence to the committee.
It felt that the government had got it back to front.
Rather than putting in place the best regime and making
sure that every potential conundrum was addressed, the
government has put in place this monstrosity that has a
whole range of problems. The government has already
flagged that it is going to come back and make some
house amendments to this bill. It is now suggesting that
it is going to make more amendments. I would hate to
think what the government would have been thinking
privately of doing if it had had the numbers in this
house and could just ram this legislation straight
through. I wonder what it would have tried to fix up
and what it would have just let go.
In concluding my contribution I will talk about some
significant differences between the proposal that was
put to the people at the last election, which was never
actually turned into legislation by the coalition, and
what the government is proposing now. Potentially one
of the biggest issues that is yet to be resolved is what is
going to happen to the proceeds generated by this lease
arrangement. For the government to initially say the
money was going not to the regions but rather to fund
the level crossing removal program was incredibly
arrogant and dumb.
Then when a few people started to kick up and make a
bit of a noise about where the proceeds were going, to
throw less than 3 per cent of the proceeds to regional
Victoria was absolutely disgraceful. The evidence of
people from the regions was just as damning. I hope the
government is thinking about what it can put forward
when it considers that over 50 per cent of the produce
that goes out through the port originates from the
regions and about 43 per cent of the products that come
in find their way to the regions. There is a nearly 50-50
share of imports and exports between metropolitan
Melbourne and regional Victoria, and yet we have a
government that thinks it is fair that 97 per cent of the
proceeds go to Melbourne and 3 per cent to the regions.

PORT OF MELBOURNE SELECT COMMITTEE
5352

COUNCIL

I beg to differ, and I think most Victorians would think
there is a slight inequality in the thinking of the
Andrews government on this issue.
There is a huge contrast in the way the two parties have
gone about this process. There is possibly nothing more
stark than the vision laid out by the previous
government — rightly or wrongly, by the way; I am not
here to talk about right or wrong. But at least one side
of politics had a vision for the future and clearly
stipulated how it would work. This government is
simply trying to get whatever it can for the sale of the
port lease today and make no provision whatsoever for
the future.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — I rise to speak to
the report which has been tabled today. In doing so I
note the very significant contribution made by those
who provided submissions and evidence to the inquiry
in the course of a number of metropolitan and regional
hearings. The 87 submissions that were received were a
very significant part of the committee’s processes and
deliberations and were fundamentally important to the
way in which the report and minority reports were
prepared. I thank those who participated in the process
and ask them to know that their contributions were
considered fulsomely in the course of the inquiry.
I would like to note that the secretariat and
administrative support staff provided excellent
assistance to the committee, often in quite challenging
circumstances. Any parliamentary inquiry of this
magnitude requires a great degree of dexterity in the
way resources and support are provided so that
everything from Hansard through to the order of
witnesses is managed and conducted in the most
streamlined way possible. Again, the gratitude of the
committee cannot be underscored enough in that
regard.
I thank my fellow committee members for the way they
participated in the process. It was a fulsome process. It
was one that involved often vigorous interchange
between witnesses and committee members but also
between committee members. If you are inclined to
read the transcript, you will note that the question of the
duration of the lease came up on multiple occasions and
that another member of the committee, who I hope will
speak to this report today, was very quick to engage on
the duration of the lease being 50 years versus 70 years.
I look forward to his contribution in that regard. I also
note that it is not so far away from where both major
parties took their commitments to the election last year.
In that regard 50 years will be the duration of the lease,
as is expressed in the report.
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I note from a number of comments made by Mr Drum
that issue has been taken with DP World and the rent
dispute that arose, which I think was also referred to by
Mr Rich-Phillips, the committee chair, in his
contribution and which foreshadowed the threat of a
740 per cent rent increase as a possibility, which then
led to a dispute. Concerns arose about the role which
the Department of Treasury and Finance played in the
course of the dispute, which was resolved in a way
which has now established a benchmark around the
setting of rents at the port of Melbourne. It is not
correct, as Mr Drum asserted, that the Department of
Treasury and Finance intervened. Witness evidence in
the course of the inquiry bore this out, and it is borne
out in the transcript. It is in fact common practice for
shareholders to be in the room in the event of any sort
of dispute that takes place along the lines of a
commercial negotiation such as one that was conducted
in this instance, and for that to be read into in the way in
which it has been suggested by Mr Drum in his
contribution is, I think, not the full or accurate picture
of what actually occurred.
I note also that in relation to the issue of compensation,
which is ventilated extensively in the minority report,
that the KPMG scoping study which was
commissioned by the former government
recommended there should be a compensation clause.
This is quite a difficult pill in many respects for those
opposite to swallow, and yet there is much common
ground here. In terms of having common ground, the
minority report should be read as something which sets
out the issues — those opposite have named them deal
breakers or problematic or intractable. But significant
ground has been made in terms of consensus between
those present on the opposite side of the house who are
members of the committee and those government
members who have signed the minority report and the
terms attached to the main report.
Mr Drum referred to 3 per cent of the sale price being
allocated to regional funding as a consequence of the
transaction. It is not a sale. We are not talking about
selling the port; we are talking about leasing it, and
3 per cent is a very cute figure to bandy about, because
what we have seen is the $200 million agriculture and
infrastructure fund, which was announced with great
support from the Victorian Farmers Federation, on top
of the already significant and in many cases
record-breaking investment in regional initiatives in this
year’s budget.
Witnesses who appeared before the parliamentary
inquiry were clear about the fact that there are
significant investments being made in the normal
budgetary process toward enhancing everything from
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freight and logistics to education, jobs and employment
opportunities for people who do not live in the
metropolitan centre or peri-urban areas.
I am going to keep my contribution mercifully brief for
those who might otherwise be concerned about me
taking up too much of the oxygen in the chamber. I
note, however, that the witnesses who appeared before
the inquiry were very clear about the levels of expertise
and specialisation they brought and that it would
therefore be inappropriate for the committee to read
each contribution as having an equal level of
specialisation. For us to ignore the evidence of the Port
of Melbourne Corporation in its report, to ignore the
2006 and 2009 reports and to ignore commercial
practice in relation to the operation of compensation
clauses in commercial environments such as the casino,
toll roads, other ports and airports would be to ignore
the reality within which this transaction is proposed to
proceed.
In addition I note that the Department of Treasury and
Finance provided an extensive submission to the
inquiry. That submission contains a very useful
comparative analysis of the regulatory framework
within which the proposed transaction would take
place. It was acknowledged by those who had read the
submission prior to giving evidence to the inquiry that
the proposed regulatory framework would be a high
water mark for regulation of a transaction of this nature
around Australia. The coverage of the field in
regulation of these terms is something which should not
be underestimated. This has not been undertaken
lightly. It has been something which has come with
some very specific approvals and positive statements
from the Australian Competition and Consumer
Commission, the Essential Services Commission and
other witnesses before the inquiry.
Let us not, therefore, make more of the differences than
there is when we assess the evidence before the
committee. The starting point, which is where I will
finish my contribution today, is the common ground
which was established in the course of the inquiry. To
that end I look forward to further contributions on this
matter that might crystallise the common ground that
everyone shares — at least in terms of the main report
and one of the minority reports — on the proposed
transaction.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
also rise to speak on the inquiry into the proposed lease
of the port of Melbourne. What an interesting inquiry it
was! What was the job of the committee, of which I
was a member? Its job was fairly simple. It was to look
at the structure and duration of the proposed lease, the
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potential impacts of the proposed lease on the
development of a second container port in Victoria, the
impacts on the environment, the impacts of the
proposed arrangements on the competitiveness at the
port of Melbourne, the effectiveness of the proposed
regulatory framework and the analysis of that
interesting balance between the short-term objective of
trying to ensure a maximum price on the lease and the
longer term objective of maximising the economic
benefits for, and the wellbeing of, the people of
Victoria.
I should start by saying that the committee received
87 written submissions and took evidence from over
58 witnesses at hearings in Melbourne, Geelong,
Shepparton, Horsham and Hastings. We were well
travelled. I would say that the committee operated with
distinct professionalism and collaboration as we went
about our business.
Ms Shing interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I acknowledge the affection
of Ms Shing from across the chamber, and I thank her
for that, but let me say that apart from that added
benefit we operated in a framework where we were
able to acknowledge everybody’s skills and abilities
and contribute to the compiling of this report. I pay
tribute to my colleagues on the committee: the chair,
the Honourable Gordon Rich-Phillips; the deputy chair,
Daniel Mulino; Greg Barber from the Australian
Greens; the Honourable Damian Drum from The
Nationals; Mr James Purcell from Vote 1 Local Jobs;
and Ms Harriet Shing and Ms Gayle Tierney from the
Australian Labor Party. Pulling this all together for us
was the committee secretariat, led by Keir Delaney,
together with a number of advisers who helped us
through this process, including Dr Bill Russell, Natalia
Southern and Will Georgiou, all of whom provided
exceptional and outstanding support to the committee
as we journeyed across Victoria. The secretariat
managed the logistics of the witnesses and the written
submissions as well.
I turn to the report. There are some issues that I will
touch on a bit later today. As Ms Shing, Mr Mulino,
Mr Rich-Phillips and Mr Drum referred to in their
contributions, we discussed the appropriateness of a
50-year lease. As acknowledged by other speakers,
through the course of the hearings I kept saying that we
were talking in fact about a 70-year lease. It does not
matter how you put the mix together; it was 50 plus 20,
so it was a 70-year project. Disappointingly Ms Shing
is not here to correct me! We had a chat about that, and
as a committee we were not convinced about the
reasons for allowing the government to extend the lease
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beyond the 50 years for another 20 years, particularly
given the view that a second container port, based on
the evidence, would be required within that 50-year
period. As a committee we recommend that the bill be
amended to provide that a lease or licence be issued for
no more than 50 years, and if the lease is going to be
extended by another 20 years, the best place for that
decision to be made is in the Parliament. It should not
be made, therefore, by the government of the day.
As I mentioned in my opening comments, the other
matter was about the port’s competitiveness and
efficiency. We know that making sure that the port of
Melbourne is competitive and efficient is one of the top
priorities, because this port plays a very important role
in the economic viability of the state of Victoria. It is
one of the busiest ports in Australia, if not the busiest.
Unfortunately, however, some of the evidence we
received suggested that Victoria’s competitive position
and our standing as having the largest container port are
under some challenge. The recent privatisations in New
South Wales and Queensland and other improvements
to road and rail networks are increasing the
competitiveness of those other ports as well. There
were some suggestions through evidence that the
growth of the port of Botany may be occurring at the
expense of the port of Melbourne. Once again Mike
Baird is taking jobs and opportunities out of Victoria
and into New South Wales, and this government is
sitting idle.
There are a couple of issues associated with the
competitiveness of the port of Melbourne that the
committee inquired into and received significant
evidence on. One was an immediate commitment to
completing the port rail shuttle project — the last mile,
as it has been called. There have been a lot of
discussions, and I know Ms Hartland has been very
active in talking about the trucks around the inner west
and the impact they are having on both residents and
commerce. There has been a lot of discussion about
completing that port rail shuttle project, $58 million for
which currently sits in the state budget and has been
sitting there since the coalition was in government, and
nothing has been done.
There has been some suggestion that we need to do
something about that straightaway. There was an
expression of interest process that started to move, but
it all sort of stalled under this government while it
worked out what it wanted to do about the proposed
lease of the port of Melbourne. So it ground to a halt,
unfortunately, and what is happening in Francis Street
and Hyde Street is that the trucks are grinding to a halt
as well. The port rail shuttle needs to be done
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immediately, and that is the recommendation of the
committee.
Similarly there needs to be a transport plan around the
capacity of the port of Melbourne, particularly as the
size of the containers — the 20-foot equivalent units,
called TEUs — is growing and the number of
containers moving around the port of Melbourne is
growing, and there needs to be a plan for that. That is
one of the recommendations of this committee.
There has been acknowledgement by the experts, the
people who know more about this than this committee,
that within the 50-year time frame there will need to be
a second container port. But the government did not
want to hear about this and has not mentioned it in the
proposed bill. It wants to pretty well lock down
Melbourne to one port and one port only for 70 years.
There has been discussion around Hastings and Bay
West, but this bill as proposed to us completely ignores
any discussion around that. We think there has to be
some planning around the additional port as Melbourne
grows.
The compensation element of this bill is something that
we will be debating long and hard. We have seen no
movement from the government on that. We know
many stakeholders expressed significant concerns,
particularly around the impact that the port growth
regime might have on investment for Victoria and
competition. In fact the Australian Competition and
Consumer Commission said this:
Such a compensation regime would be likely to hinder the
prospects of future competition, entrenching substantial
market power at the port of Melbourne.

One of the issues, of course, is that there is a complete
lack of detail around this compensation matter. There is
a complete lack of detail about where the trigger points
are.
Tragically one of the important things that the
committee had to do — because it was opaque; because
there was not any clarity — was to say, ‘This does not
work’, because Victorians are not prepared to say,
‘Okay, government, just forge ahead and we’ll trust you
to work it out on the journey’. This is significant for
Victoria. This is not something that we should
flippantly just deal with very quickly in order to pass
the government’s legislative agenda.
I make no apologies for standing up for the long-term
economic benefit of Victoria. I make no apologies for
making sure that we enact legislation in this place that
provides opportunities, jobs and growth for Victorians.
I make no apology for standing up against legislation
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that will not cater for kids who are not even born yet in
Victoria. That is our job. Our job is not to talk about
short-term benefit for a government but to talk about
long-term benefit for Victoria — to stop thinking in
terms of 3 and 4 years time and start thinking about 10,
20, 50 and 70 years and whole-of-life benefits for
Victoria.
What this proposal needs is an appropriate economic
regulatory framework. The privatisation of assets such
as the port of Melbourne is an important strategic
decision. To turn that into a monopoly that locks
Victoria into an economic regime for 70 years is
something that I will not support.
The proposed changes to the objectives of the Essential
Services Commission under section 48 of the Port
Management Act 1995 reduces the focus on protecting
the interests of users of prescribed services by ensuring
that prescribed prices are fair and reasonable. One of
the things that came to us as part of this inquiry was
how we manage the costs. The government has come to
us with an initial price cap of CPI for 15 years, but it
does not talk about what happens after that. It is talking
about a 70-year lease. It is saying, ‘We’ll worry about
the first 15 years, and then we’ll just throw it to the
wind after that and just see what happens’. That is bad
management. It reeks of desal mark 2: ‘We’ll just forge
ahead with the project and just see how it turns out’.
That is not appropriate decision-making for this state.
The government also proposes through the bill to limit
the role of the Essential Services Commission. It goes
to the matter of the regulation of land rents. One of the
biggest messages we got from many, many
stakeholders — many people who gave evidence as
witnesses to our inquiry — was that they are worried
about what happens after the lease transaction occurs.
The government said continuously, on high rotation,
‘We’ve got 86 per cent of the costs covered’. But that is
not what the witnesses were talking about. They were
talking about the other 14 per cent. They were talking
about the pressures that would be brought to bear by a
purchaser of that lease on the rents.
The government dodged and weaved, and we saw some
movement; we saw a bit here and a bit there; we saw a
bit of concession here and a bit of concession there.
Quite frankly it was like following a golf game: every
time the government got into a little bit of a bad
position it pulled out a different iron and hit the ball in a
different direction. That is why this is a worry right
now. I will talk a bit more about this later in the day. I
do not have any significant opposition to
off-balance-sheet transactions, but as it stands, based on
the report of the committee, this is not a good deal.
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There were some concerns about the controls on
vertical integration, about not allowing stevedores to be
the successful bidders for the lease. But what was not
happening was it flowing the other way: allowing a
successful lease bidder to be a stevedore, to operate in
that environment, to vertically integrate.
The government might say, ‘We’ll make some
concessions on that and we’ll do something’, but if that
is the case there can be a continual flow, and we are
happy to talk to it about improving the quality of this
bill and making required amendments. We are more
than happy to do that; but it does smack a little bit of
policy on the run. It does smack a little bit of thinking,
‘Okay, there are some objections. Maybe we’ll go this
way and go that way’. One of the best things the
government could have done before running down this
thought-bubble legislation was to have a chat to the
people involved. That is good policy.
Many witnesses who appeared before the committee,
and committee members themselves, held concerns
about environmental protection issues. There was
discussion about the size and depth of vessels and their
capacity to move through the Port Phillip Heads. I am
not going to use all the appropriate nautical terms
because I am not qualified to do so, but there was a
concern that if these bigger ships needed to get through
the heads, some environmental work might need to be
done to make the heads more accessible. There were
concerns about blasting and dredging and what impact
that would have on the flora and fauna around our
shoreline. We received lots of evidence around that,
and it is still not clear.
The other issue is the port licence fee. The bill requires
the port operator to pay a port licence fee each financial
year, and currently it is around $80 million. The
government is suggesting that it would like that amount
in a lump sum as part of the bid. Here is the issue: if the
government includes that lump sum as part of the bid
together with what the government thinks the value of
the lease is, we cannot unlock the two components. We
cannot determine the true asset value of the lease. There
is a bit of a smoke-and-mirrors game being played by
the government. The opposition looks to the
government to give Victorian taxpayers more clarity on
what it is trying to do.
The most important thing is to ensure that future
Victorians benefit from the proposed lease proceeds.
Evidence received by the committee through the
journey was that there was shock, anger and lots of
frustration about a proposal where only 3 per cent of the
total proceeds of the lease of the port of Melbourne
would go to regional Victoria. We know the
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government cut the country roads and bridges program,
and it is making a significant investment in the rural
hamlet of Mulgrave around bridges.
As the committee travelled across the state, many
regional participants said, ‘We’re in agribusiness; we
make a significant contribution to the use of the port of
Melbourne, and in return, out of this, 97 per cent is
going to metropolitan Melbourne’. They said, ‘Hang on
a flash, we think we should get a better deal than just
3 per cent for rural and regional Victoria’. I agree with
that. The coalition is looking to the government to
make a statement that it is not a Melbourne-centric
government; that it has a focus on the economic needs
and the future job prospects of Victorians in regional
and rural Victoria.
Recommendation 1 of the report says:
Subject to the government proposing amendments to the
Delivering Victorian Infrastructure (Port of Melbourne Lease
Transaction) Bill 2015 (the bill) and adopting the policy
changes outlined in this report, the committee recommends
that the Council support the bill.

The committee recommended that the Council support
the bill, and what did government members say?
Government members opposed the recommendation
that the Council support the bill. I do not know where
they are at on this. On recommendation 1 the minority
report says, ‘Reject’. Yet at some point in the
committee’s deliberations government members voted
to accept the report. I am a bit confused with a
government that says that it opposes the
recommendation to support the bill but it supports the
report itself. This response is consistent with how the
bill was put together. The government is just moving
around, if you will pardon the pun, depending on the
tide and the current near the port of Melbourne. Therein
lies the problem for Victorians. Victorians do not know
what they are getting out of the proposed lease of the
port of Melbourne, and the government is not doing
very much about making it clear.
As legislators in the Legislative Council, our
responsibility is to provide for the future of Victorians.
This report does not make that clear. The opposition
stands today saying, ‘If you want to work this out,
come and talk to us with some sense, because rule 101
is that we will apply common sense, but we need to
hear something from the government’. I commend the
report to the house.
Motion agreed to.
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STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE
ECONOMY AND INFRASTRUCTURE
Infrastructure projects
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) presented first
report, including appendices, together with
transcripts of evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be published.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

In doing so I note that throughout this term of
Parliament the Standing Committee on the Economy
and Infrastructure will produce a report every six
months on the progress of selected key infrastructure
projects. This is the first of those reports. The projects
examined in this report are still in the early stages, with
many details not yet finalised. The committee’s work in
2015 has focused on identifying the government’s
expectations of what its infrastructure projects will be,
what benefits they will deliver and how the projects
will be managed. The committee has identified crucial
next steps for the projects and noted some areas of
potential concern. Future reports will use this work as a
baseline to understand changes in the projects and to
track the development of the projects in the years to
come.
This report sets out the information gathered to date. It
should prove useful to any members of Parliament or
the community wanting to better understand the current
status of the projects under review.
In the lead-up to this report the committee invited a
number of people to appear before it at public hearings.
I would like to thank Mr Scott Charlton, Mr Kevin
Devlin, Mr Gary Liddle, Mr John Merritt, Mr Evan
Tattersall and Mr Robert Vaughan for their time and
effort in meeting with the committee and for providing
further information on notice at various times.
Throughout the committee’s hearings issues relating to
the state’s infrastructure projects were raised and
discussed with the officials listed above. The
committee’s hearing in regard to the level crossing
removal project raised issues about how level crossings
were prioritised for removal and found that the
prioritisation of removals was a matter determined by
the government and not set by the Level Crossing
Removal Authority itself. In regard to the Melbourne
Metro rail tunnel, the committee heard that the project
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would require land acquisitions at the sites of the new
stations, and concerns regarding the dumping of
contaminated waste in the west of the city were also
canvassed at our hearings.
The western distributor was another project of great
interest to the committee. The committee found through
its hearings that it was in March 2015 that the western
distributor project reached stage 3 of the five-step
market-led proposals guideline process, and there has
been little to no progress from the third stage to date.
In addition to the public hearings, the committee sought
information on a number of issues from the Minister for
Public Transport, the Honourable Jacinta Allan, MP.
While the minister did provide a response to the
committee, I consider it most unfortunate that the
response was not more forthcoming on the details
requested by the committee. Transparency around
major infrastructure projects is important to ensure
proper scrutiny by the Parliament. I sincerely hope that
the minister will be more forthcoming with assistance
to the committee into the future.
I take this opportunity to thank my fellow committee
members for the collegiate manner in which they have
worked on this inquiry. I also note the hard work that
all committee members put into this particular inquiry. I
conclude by thanking members of the secretariat, on
behalf of the committee, for the hard work they
performed for our committee.
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I am also
delighted to speak on the First Report into
Infrastructure Projects, which was prepared by the
Standing Committee on the Economy and
Infrastructure. In doing so, I thank the chair, Mr Josh
Morris, for tabling this report in the Parliament. I
further acknowledge my parliamentary colleagues who
have worked very hard in the preparation of this report:
Dr Rachel Carling-Jenkins; the Honourable Philip
Dalidakis, Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade; Mr Nazih Elasmar; Mr Bernie Finn; Ms Colleen
Hartland; Mr Craig Ondarchie; and Ms Gayle Tierney,
Deputy President of the Legislative Council. In addition
to these members, I also thank members of the
secretariat for their ongoing tireless work: Mr Michael
Baker, secretary; Dr Christopher Gribbin, acting
secretary; Ms Annemarie Burt, research assistant;
Ms Kim Martinow de Navarrete, research assistant; and
from the Council committees office, Ms Esma
Poskovic, research assistant.
This report is the first of upwards of six reports that will
be tabled by this committee and will look into
Victoria’s new infrastructure projects, including the
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level crossing removal program, the western distributor,
the Melbourne Metro rail project, the sale or lease of
the port of Melbourne and the Melbourne Airport rail
link. The committee will release a report on each of
these five key infrastructure projects every six months. I
commend this report to the house.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise also to speak on the First Report into Infrastructure
Projects. I start by acknowledging my fellow
committee members, as outlined by other speakers. In
particular I acknowledge the work of our chair, Joshua
Morris, for his positive attitude in the way he went
about chairing our meetings, and the secretariat —
Michael Baker, Chris Gribbin, Annemarie Burt and
Kim Martinow de Navarrete — for their work and
support.
There are five key projects that we are looking into: the
level crossing removal program; the western
distributor; the Melbourne Metro rail project; the lease
of the port of Melbourne, which I know another
committee is looking at; and the Melbourne Airport rail
link. This report is a good first start into setting the
parameters for how we are going to analyse those
projects. The western distributor is up in the air; we do
not know whether that is a western link or the western
distributor. We do not know quite what it is. We did ask
the Minister for Public Transport, Jacinta Allan, for
some information. While she responded, it was not a
very fulsome response, but you can be assured,
President, that we will be analysing this even further as
we go along with this activity.
We found out some things through the process that are
associated with, for example, the Melbourne Metro rail
project. There is concern about where the spoil from
that will end up. There was some indication that the
spoil from that tunnel will end up somewhere out near
Melbourne Airport and spread at other places around
Melbourne. Naturally enough communities are
concerned that they may end up with dumped toxic
waste in their communities. That is the benefit of these
committees. We get to drill down, if you will pardon
the pun, and find out exactly what is going on.
There are still some questions around the level crossing
removal program, such as who decides in which order
they are removed and what happens around disruption.
Whether the contractor will supply the buses and do the
timetabling, we are not quite sure, and this is all a bit up
in the air. However, this house can be assured that this
committee will do its job well in analysing the
infrastructure projects.
Motion agreed to.
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exception of a vote on the matters before the
committee.

Standing committee minority reports
The PRESIDENT — Before I call Mr Davis to
present the report of the Standing Committee on the
Environment and Planning, I wish to make a statement
to the house to establish the position as I see it going
forward in terms of the conduct of some of these
committees.
A question arose during the work of the environment
and planning committee’s deliberations on its report
into unconventional gas as to the capacity of
participating members to present a minority report.
Under our standing orders participating members are
recognised, and in standing order 23.05 the following
provisions are made for participating members:

I have also taken the opportunity to refer to the Senate,
which we often look to in terms of procedural practice,
particularly in respect of our committees because they
are modelled to a large extent on Senate practice.
Where we have a silent position in our standing orders I
think it is instructive to reflect on what other
parliaments do and, as I said, particularly the Senate.
The Senate’s standing orders expressly allow for
participating senators to lodge dissenting or minority
reports — that is, participating members, not just the
members who are formally nominated to a committee.

(3) Participating members may participate in hearings of
evidence and deliberations of the committees, and have
all the rights of members of committees, but may not
vote on any questions before the committees.

In that respect the Senate has a number of provisions,
and as with our standing orders there is an allowance
for leaders of parties or Independents within the Senate
to nominate as participating members or to present a
nomination for a participating member. Those
participating members may of course participate in
hearings of evidence and deliberations of the
committees and have all the rights of members of
committees, but may not vote on any questions before
the committee, so it is a mirror of the position in our
standing orders. The Senate also indicates in its
standing orders:

(4) A participating member shall be taken to be a member
of a committee for the purpose of forming a quorum of
the committee if a majority of members of the
committee is not present.

A participating member shall be taken to be a member of a
committee for the purpose of forming a quorum of the
committee if a majority of members of the committee is not
present.

(2) On the nominations of the Leader of the Government in
the Council, the Leader of the Opposition in the Council
and minority groups and Independent members,
participating members may be appointed to the
committees.

The standing orders provide for participating members
to participate in hearings of evidence and deliberative
meetings and indicate that they should have all the
rights of members of committees, but may not vote.
In respect of minority reports, the standing orders allow
for a minority report to be prepared by any member of
the committee, but they are silent on whether or not that
power extends to participating members. Indeed
standing order 23.28, which has the subheading
‘Minority report’, says:
When requested to do so by one or more members of a
committee, the committee will include with its report to the
Council a minority report.

I was asked to consider whether or not participating
members in this particular committee, and indeed as a
precedent in other committees formed by this house,
should have an opportunity to provide minority reports
where they have participated in the proceedings and
considerations of the committee. I have reflected on the
standing orders that we have and on the fact that there is
not an exclusion to the participation of participating
members. To all intents and purposes they are entitled
to participate in those committees fully, with the

When it comes to dissenting reports — this is the
additional test that the Senate applies that is not
currently in our standing orders — under Senate
standing order 38:
(1) The chair of a committee shall prepare a draft report and
submit it to the committee.
(2) After a draft report has been considered and agreed to by
a committee, with or without amendment, a minority or
dissenting report may be added to the report by any
member or group of members, and any member or
participating member may attach to the report relevant
conclusions and recommendations of that member.

Based on what I believe is a fair practice in this place
that is not contradictory to our standing orders, and
particularly on the guidance of the Senate standing
orders, it is my determination that in respect of the
committee report that I am about to invite Mr Davis to
present to the Parliament it would be in order for
participating members to have the opportunity to lodge
minority reports where they have been involved in the
proceedings and deliberations of the committee. To that
extent there are a number of minority reports associated
with the report that I now invite Mr Davis to present in
respect of the environment and planning committee.
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STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE
ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING
Onshore unconventional gas in Victoria
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) presented
report, including appendices, extracts of
proceedings and minority reports, together with
transcripts of evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be published.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

In doing so I want to first put on record my thanks to
committee members, participating members and also
particularly the committee staff — Keir Delaney and
his staff. This was a very significant inquiry. It received
more than 1900 pieces of evidence, either submissions
or transcripts. It was a significant inquiry in terms of its
complexity and in terms of the impact in the longer
term of these matters on Victoria, particularly on
Victorian industry and consumers. There are complex
issues that were dealt with through this inquiry, and I
want to pay tribute to the work of the committee staff,
our scientist, our researchers and those who provided
evidence to the committee.
I want to record directly my disappointment that the
government did not provide the full support to the
committee that we sought. We sought additional
scientific support, but that was not provided. We sought
additional administrative support, but that was not
provided either. We sought to look at other
jurisdictions, and I particularly single out Queensland
and New South Wales, where there is significant
unconventional gas activity and there have also been
significant learnings potentially available to Victoria. It
is possible also that learnings could have been derived
from other jurisdictions as well, but particularly those
two states I single out as examples of where we could
have made significant progress in understanding the
best way forward.
In the end the committee was not able to agree on any
central recommendation. There are recommendations
that the committee agrees on that relate to a series of
steps around the better regulation of these areas, better
ways of proceeding with examination of scientific
matters and better steps in terms of health matters
related to the unconventional gas process, but the actual
central recommendation was not something the
committee could agree on. I know the coalition
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members of the committee sought to support a
continuation of the current moratorium for a further five
years, and government members, who will no doubt
speak in a moment, sought to put in place a permanent
ban on unconventional gas activity.
My own view, and the reason for the inability to reach a
conclusion, was that the government did not provide the
level of support to the committee to enable us to make
definitive conclusions. To make very clear conclusions
we would have needed additional resources and
additional capacity to look at other jurisdictions. It is
important to make the point that the committee was
sold short in that regard and did not reach a conclusion
that many would have hoped it could have reached. The
legitimate points that were raised by many across the
community about safe practice in terms of gas
extraction, whether it be conventional or
unconventional, are important ones. The impact on our
tourism, the potential impact on water resources and the
potential impact on our important agricultural industries
are things that cannot be dismissed lightly.
Notwithstanding that, there are genuine matters that are
going to need to be dealt with in the longer haul. The
likely increase in gas prices and the likely shortage of
gas for industry and domestic consumers will need to
be dealt with in the forthcoming period. The
government will need to deal with these matters
directly. Victoria has a significant economic advantage
historically by having a very significant gas supply and
a distributed network of gas pipes that provide support
to domestic consumers and industry. Victoria’s
competitive advantage in that respect is at risk in the
long haul, and that will need to be dealt with. We will
need to make sure that the government does not block
progress to achieve a better gas supply.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — It is a great
privilege to rise to speak in relation to the final report
from the parliamentary inquiry into onshore
unconventional gas in Victoria, which was conducted
as a consequence of an election promise made by the
now government to examine fulsomely, forensically
and by reference to an evidence-based approach the
issues relating to unconventional gas and industry,
which has been the subject of a moratorium in this state
for a number of years. This issue has a long and
complex history. It was the subject of earlier task force
work which examined the potential for an onshore
unconventional gas industry in the state. It has been the
subject of extensive social commentary, and that was
reflected in the number of submissions the
parliamentary inquiry received. Written submissions
were received both prior to and in the course of
hearings, but in addition to that, oral evidence and
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submissions were received from the floor in the course
of hearings which were conducted in Melbourne and
key regional areas.
It is important to note that this inquiry was conducted
with an excellent level of support, and this is one point
on which perhaps the committee chair Mr Davis and I
can agree. We extend our gratitude to the secretariat:
Mr Keir Delaney, Dr Catriona Ross and Ms Annemarie
Burt, and to the Hansard reporters who were tireless in
their assistance and their thoroughness in making sure
that each and every single word was captured in the
transcripts, such that we could have the most fulsome
understanding of the issues from a community
perspective, whether that be from industry proponents
or people with a community-based interest or
individuals who simply wanted to put a personal view
on the issues which were the subject of the terms of
reference.
A great deal has been said in the report about a
perceived lack of support — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — I rise today to also
give my thanks to those who have made possible the
final report of the inquiry into onshore unconventional
gas in Victoria. Tomorrow I will make some
commentary around the substance, findings and
recommendations of the report. However, today I
would like to acknowledge that we have heard the
viewpoints of many groups of people in the hearings
and over 1800 submissions received from across the
state. We have heard from environmental groups,
community groups, farmers and landholders, the
agricultural industry, gas exploration companies, gas
markets, scientists, doctors, tourism operators and
concerned citizens in a thorough and extensive
contribution.
I acknowledge my fellow committee members for their
competence and the constructive manner in which we
all conducted ourselves during the hearings: chair
Mr Davis, deputy chair Ms Shing, Mr Dalla-Riva,
Ms Dunn, Mr Leane, Mr Somyurek and Mr Young;
participating members Mr Ramsay, Mr Bourman,
Ms Hartland and Mr Purcell; and former member
Ms Tierney.
Specifically I would like to thank the committee staff.
Special thanks to secretary Keir Delaney for handling
the enormous volume of submissions and coordinating
both our Melbourne and our regional hearings, which
were held in Sale, Torquay and Hamilton, where we
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also had site visits. Keir showed a great deal of patience
and professionalism in coping with us all.
I would also like to thank Dr Catriona Ross and
Ms Annemarie Burt for helping us collate our thoughts
and the many submissions into a workable document.
Finally, thanks to the hydrologists and the other
committee research assistants, including Anthony
Walsh, and all of Hansard for their awesome job.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise to speak
on the report into the inquiry into unconventional gas in
Victoria. There is no doubt that the Greens have a
long-held view in relation to unconventional gas
activities. From my perspective I approached this
committee with an open mind. However, all of the
evidence provided to me has in no way changed my
view in relation to the risks associated with
unconventional gas in Victoria.
It was disappointing to me that the committee could not
come to either a consensus or a majority decision in
relation to a key recommendation in terms of the future
of this industry in Victoria. To my mind — and this is
described in my minority report — a permanent ban is
in fact the best way forward if we are going to mitigate
risk in relation to the state and take into account a
whole lot of matters in relation to that. I will speak
more to that in statements on reports on another day.
What I did want to mention now is the depth of
community feeling present at the regional hearings held
around the state. The amount of stress that people are
feeling is profound; the effect that is having on their
households is extraordinary. They are not sleeping; it is
impacting on their family time and it is impacting on
their roles as farmers, mothers, fathers, brothers, sisters,
sons and daughters. I cannot say how profound that was
to witness. When you have submitters in tears in front
of you, it is very compelling.
Before my time is up I just want to say thank you to my
fellow committee members and the secretariat. It was
an extraordinary inquiry; it was extensive and a lot of
work was done. I thank all the members of the
secretariat for their support. I thank committee
members as well, and I will speak more on it at another
time.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — In the short
time I have available to me I want to thank the staff for
their work on this inquiry and also the chair, David
Davis, for taking us through what was a considerable
amount of detail in hearing submissions. I was pleased
to be able to participate on the committee as a
participating member, even though, as the President
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indicated, I did not have a vote. However, I did have the
opportunity to participate, which was important to me,
given western Victoria is a significant site for potential
onshore unconventional gas exploration.
I note that the feeling not only of those who contributed
to the inquiry, as Ms Dunn said, but more generally of
people across the Western Victoria Region is that they
are not yet satisfied that the risks have been mitigated to
allow for unconventional gas exploration, particularly
fracking, which requires the injection of high-pressure
water, sand and chemicals into subterranean layers to
force up gas. That process is particularly concerning to
farmers and those who live in regional areas of the
state.
I note that in their minority report the coalition
members have seen fit to recommend putting in place a
five-year moratorium to make sure we have the
capacity to fully investigate the potential risks or
otherwise of the impact of unconventional gas
exploration, particularly to population settlement and
also to agriculture and food production. As we know,
water is a critical factor in the productivity and
profitability of agriculture and food production, and that
must not in any way be contaminated in the process of
gas exploration — in any form, whether it be
conventional or unconventional.
I will have more to say about that in statements on
reports, but I thank the committee for the opportunity to
participate.
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Firstly, I would like to commend and thank the staff
and my fellow members of the committee for their hard
work and dedication during the inquiry process. In the
2 minutes available to me today I am not going to even
try to prosecute the arguments I put forward in my
minority report; I might try to do that tomorrow.
I will say this: I have to declare up-front that, like my
colleague, I went into this inquiry with preconceived
views on this particular issue — views that were
formed during the four years that I spent as the shadow
minister for manufacturing. Those four years were
tumultuous times for the Victorian manufacturing
sector due to the historically high Australian dollar,
which reached US$1.11 in July 2011. The two-speed
economy contributed to the record high Australian
dollar, and Victorians lost their jobs en masse due to it.
Each day we would see on the television news and read
in the newspaper reports of Victorians losing their jobs
and manufacturing businesses either shutting up shop
or scaling down their operations. Thus from my
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vantage point I do not want a second wave of
manufacturers closing en masse in our state. I believe
that where governments have policy levers at their
disposal they should use them if it means saving or
creating jobs.
Even though the committee was not able to reach an
agreement on the principal recommendations of the
inquiry, there was unanimous agreement reached
among members of the committee that appropriate
legislative and regulatory safeguards be put in place
should an unconventional gas industry commence in
Victoria.
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am
also pleased to contribute to debate in respect of the
inquiry undertaken. Unlike others, in particular
Mr Somyurek, I came in with no preconceived ideas. In
fact, like most Victorians, I did not have any
understanding of the difference between conventional
and unconventional gas or onshore or offshore
exploration. I think in the early stages it was good for
the committee to get a thorough understanding and to
take evidence from a variety of individuals who
provided that detail.
We have heard acknowledgements of the various
committee staff and members of Parliament. I also want
to put on record my thanks to the submitters, both those
who provided written evidence as well as those who
gave oral evidence at the various locations around the
state.
Like Mr Davis, the chair, this notion that somehow
Victoria is the only place in the world you should go to
to hear evidence is, I think, remiss. I have been in
Parliament for many years. I share the view that seeing
what happens around the world, indeed interstate, is
something we should also be looking at. Earlier the
President ruled on participating members of this
committee based on the fact that a previous select
committee went to various places around Australia to
get the best practice model for the way select
committees should operate. If we had not done that, we
would have created something unknown. I just use that
as an example.
We know that significant work has been undertaken
overseas. To be blunt, the evidence is not quite there in
terms of all the risks that could be associated with
unconventional gas. One of the bits of evidence that
came out of this inquiry which I think indicates that risk
is always going to be there no matter what the industry
is came during a presentation about offshore gas oil
rigs. Their assessment of risk takes into account how
likely it is that a meteorite would hit them. The reality is
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that that probably would not happen. However, in order
for that industry to operate it must calculate risk, so the
notion that there will be no risk is not reasonable.
I acknowledge the work that has been undertaken
which has contributed to the report and the detail of the
work that is still to come.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Ms Shing
and I have submitted a minority report with a
recommendation that unconventional gas be
permanently banned in this state. We believe the
evidence before the committee was clear. We question
whether this industry is necessary at all.
The final report of the inquiry makes recommendations
for things that would need to be put in place to allow an
unconventional gas industry to go ahead. The list of
recommendations is far from comprehensive. It was
agreed by the committee that the recommendations
would have to be implemented by the government. I
have spoken to Ms Shing about this many times, and I
am unable to accept asking taxpayers to fund and
resource the government to put provisions in place to
enable the creation of an industry that taxpayers,
particularly regional taxpayers, do not want in any
shape or form. They see risks not just to their amenity
but to major industries they have relied on for many
decades, including a very successful dairy industry that
exports.
To us it makes no economic sense to introduce such an
industry. The government would have to fund a number
of resources before it would be viable, and the majority
of Victorians do not want it. Our argument would be
that the funding and resources that would go towards
enabling this industry to go ahead would be much better
spent on renewable energy initiatives.
Motion agreed to.

Rate capping policy
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) presented first
report, including appendices, extracts of
proceedings and minority reports, together with
transcripts of evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be published.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

In doing so, I thank the committee staff for their support
through this important inquiry. I thank the councils and
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community groups, including ratepayers groups, that
submitted evidence. I also thank a number of the peak
bodies, noting in particular the support of the Municipal
Association of Victoria, which provided historical data
and other information. This is an important step in the
ongoing inquiry into the outcome of the government’s
rate capping policy.
There are significant recommendations in the report. I
point to the recommendation in relation to the country
roads and bridges program. This was a very important
program for country Victoria that was discontinued by
the current government. It provided $1 million a year to
each of 40 councils in country Victoria. It was a very
significant fillip for councils. I pay tribute to that
program, and reiterate my concern and the concern of
the committee, as expressed in the report, that it has
been discontinued.
It is clear from the report and minority reports that the
government has not yet introduced rate capping in
Victoria. The Premier, then Leader of the Opposition,
went to the election with a policy of introducing rate
capping at the CPI. That is not what was introduced for
this financial year. Rates across the state have gone up
much more than the CPI. This is a significant breach of
the promise made by the Premier.
The community very much understands what the CPI
is. It is a figure that is released by the Australian Bureau
of Statistics. The CPI to 30 June was 1.1 per cent.
Council rates have gone up — —
Ms Shing — And the Department of Treasury and
Finance and the reserve bank.
Mr DAVIS — Let us be clear. The Department of
Treasury and Finance does not produce the definitive
CPI figure. I put on the record that the government’s
policy has failed, with a rate rise of more than 3.8 per
cent. If members doubt that, they can go and check
their rate notices. They can do the calculations against
last year and see if the figure has gone up more than
1.1 per cent. If it has, Daniel Andrews has broken his
promise.
A bill passed this chamber in the last sitting week and
is to be implemented — that is, the Local
Government Amendment (Fair Go Rates) Bill 2015.
It is clear that that bill will not cap rates at the CPI.
The point here — —
Mr Dalidakis — Then why did you vote for it?
Mr DAVIS — I voted for it because the government
claims an election mandate and said that that bill would
fulfil its election commitment. But my job as a member
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of the opposition and as committee chair is to probe the
government, to push the government and to make sure
that the government is held to account. The figures
clearly show that the government is not keeping its
promise.
The issue here is that councils are being borne down on
by the government while the government is
simultaneously stripping money out of them. Of course
councils are going to have to react to this in some way.
There are clearly areas that the committee will have to
watch in the future. Will there be an increase in debt?
Will there be an increase in fees, charges and fines by
councils as they seek to fill the gap left by money
stripped out by Daniel Andrews and his government?
As they strip money out, councils naturally seek
alternative sources of revenue, and there are only a few
of those available to most councils. They may well end
up reducing and cutting services, and we have already
heard examples of that. Most councils do an extremely
good job, and they have a very legitimate point to make
about how this rate capping policy is applied. The fact
is that prior to the election the government made
promises that are very difficult to keep. They have not
been kept this year, and all the signs are that they will
not be kept in the future. We need to protect council
services, which are the community’s services. We also
need to make sure that infrastructure is not cut. Things
like the country roads and bridges program should be
protected — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — I rise to speak on
the first report of the Standing Committee on the
Environment and Planning into rate capping policy,
following the ongoing reference it was given to report
on the impact of the rate capping policy every six
months. We are in for an interesting ride. As this first
report foreshadows, the policy has not yet commenced,
and the report indicates that it was only in the last
sitting week that the rate capping bill was passed with
the aid of this particular place. In passing this bill I
believe Mr Davis, the chair of this committee, stood up
and voted in favour of it after outlining a number of
positions he had in relation to the rate capping policy.
There are a number of minority reports appended to the
report. The main report has arrived as a consequence of
a great deal of hard work by the committee secretariat
and the staff of the Department of Parliamentary
Services, including Hansard, and I extend my thanks
and gratitude to them. I note that the minority reports
appended to the back of the report include a media
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release issued in July by Michael O’Brien, MP,
member for Malvern in the Legislative Assembly,
which made a number of assertions about the way in
which the fire services levy was increased. I want to be
clear that this is an issue which is very easy to politicise
and which led to the opposition’s perspectives on a
particular line of inquiry that is desired to be achieved.
I note that the fire services levy was increased after the
former government failed to set it in any appropriate
way. I note also that the rate capping policy itself will
not be fixed by the bandaid proposals set out in the
coalition’s minority report in relation to the country
roads and bridges program and that this is nothing more
than a cheap political ploy to continue the work of the
shadow Minister for Local Government.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — When
Mr Davis, as chair of this committee, made a
self-reference that the committee report on rate capping
policy every six months, I indicated to him that we did
not particularly want to do Mr Davis’s shadow portfolio
work and that he might have to do that himself.
In the end I was wrong, because Mr Davis brought a
motion to this chamber that the committee report on the
rate capping policy every six months and he garnered
enough numbers to get that up. Forgive me if I am a bit
cynical about this whole process, but I believe the
committee is being engaged to do Mr Davis’s shadow
portfolio work. When he did actually speak on the bill, I
had heard it all before; I heard it during the committee
hearings every time we sat in a public hearing.
There are a couple of issues here. The chamber
seriously needs to consider whether people should be
chairing committees on references that they have the
shadow portfolio responsibility for. If we cannot see
that as a conflict of interest, then what would we see as
a conflict of interest? It is a sad waste of a committee’s
time when it is asked to give a report on a policy that
has not even been implemented. Anyway the
Parliament deemed that the seven members of the
committee will continue to do Mr Davis’s shadow
portfolio work.
Business interrupted pursuant to order of Council.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Drug harm reduction
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Training and Skills,
representing the Minister for Police. A number of states
held Stereosonic festivals over the weekend and the

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
5364

COUNCIL

past few weeks, and with them came substance use. As
we saw in the Age, there were reports of six suspected
overdoses in Melbourne last weekend, including by one
man who is still in a serious condition. There have been
some deaths at these festivals around the country. Pill
testing is a harm reduction intervention available in
countries including the Netherlands, Switzerland,
Austria, Belgium, Germany, Spain and France. It has
been lobbied for by most harm reduction specialists in
Australia. My question is: will the government
introduce a pilot trial of pill testing to help protect
festivalgoers and reduce drug-related harm this
summer?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I thank the honourable member for her
question and her interest in what was an absolutely
tragic weekend of events for young people, who
basically want to go to a festival, have a good time,
enjoy themselves and listen to music. They are the sorts
of things that so many people, particularly young
people but also older people, enjoy as part of their
recreational activity.
On the general issue of substance use this government
has taken the problem of ice very seriously. We have a
task force, and we have invested a lot of extra resources
into it. It is our absolute commitment to do all we can to
eliminate the scourge that ice is in so many
communities and amongst so many young people —
often people who are disadvantaged or who need help
in forms other than the use of this horrendous drug. Can
I say, though, that on the specific issue of whether or
not we will do pill testing, it is way beyond my scope of
expertise, and I shall refer that matter on.
Supplementary question
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister for his answer, and I look forward to
hearing more. Obviously pill testing has been shown to
greatly reduce drug-related harm. Some people might
say that it sends the wrong message, but I think it
actually sends a message that we care about our youth. I
would be interested to know what other harm-reduction
measures the government is planning for festivals in the
future.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — As I indicated, particularly with ice and other
very dangerous illicit drugs, the government has a very
proactive agenda in terms of both education,
particularly in schools and other vulnerable cohorts, and
enforcement, as well as strategically looking at what we
can do. I think it would be a pretty foolish person who
would have a simple answer to what is a very complex
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problem. There is no doubt that ice addiction right
across Victoria and Australia is a complex problem, and
it requires a range of complex solutions to address it. In
regard to future activity which may be contemplated in
relation to abuse at music festivals, I will also take that
on notice.

Firearms
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — My question
is for the Minister for Training and Skills, Mr Herbert,
who is the representative in this house of the Minister
for Police. Comments attributed to a Victoria Police
superintendent in the media on 29 November propose
an array of different ‘fixes’ for the theft of firearms in
rural communities and a bizarre statement that speaks
to the skill of the superintendent’s dentist. Assertions by
the superintendent that ‘thousands’ of guns are stolen
seems to be at odds with the numbers obtained and
published by the Weekly Times, which states that
630 firearms were stolen in the entire state, with 366
being stolen from rural or regional locations. This
includes major regional centres such as Sale,
Bairnsdale, Ballarat and Bendigo, which cannot be
compared to farms or remote rural properties.
Mr Dalidakis — Take your time. You’ve got a
minute to go.
Mr BOURMAN — Apparently it is the minute that
never ends!
It is commonly held that around 10 per cent of stolen
firearms turn up after being used in a crime, which
leaves us with about 3.66 firearms being stolen from
rural properties or 6.4 firearms for the state that would
turn up later. Ignoring the issue of unelected
bureaucrats making public statements in an effort to
make policy instead of just implementing it, I find yet
again that the law-abiding citizens are in the position of
having to defend themselves. I ask the minister: for the
last five years how many legally held firearms have
been stolen from rural properties from storage that
meets legal requirements?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I thank the honourable member for his
question. Perhaps it is me who is the minister who
never answers questions, but I hope not. I hope I am
just the person up here answering. I also commend the
member on his uncanny numerical ability in picking
these different statistics out. I know it is an issue of
strong concern to the member. It is a serious issue in
terms of the removal of illicit firearms from our
community. It is an issue we take seriously, and there
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are of course a whole range of mechanisms for
reporting.
On the issue of the difference between the figures
mentioned in the comments of the superintendent and
those in the Weekly Times, I guess it is fair to say that
there could be a range of reasons. It could be timing. It
could be the way statistics are analysed or presented.
There are always a range of reasons. I will refer the
question about how many firearms have been stolen to
the minister for a detailed and accurate answer.
Supplementary question
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his response, and I suspect the
supplementary question will be taken on notice. Exactly
how many of these firearms that were stolen can it be
proven were subsequently used in crimes?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — The member is not only numerically good
but also a mind reader. I will take that question on
notice and get back to the member.

Lost Dogs Home
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Agriculture, and it is in
regard to the Lost Dogs Home in North Melbourne.
Just over eight months ago the minister’s department
completed an investigation into euthanasia rates and
animal welfare at the Lost Dogs Home. The report
found that the euthanasia rate had been declining over
the previous six years but accommodation needed
improvement. The department ordered the Lost Dogs
Home to improve its reporting and report to the
minister every six months. The minister would be
aware of recent reports in the media about conditions at
the Lost Dogs Home, raised by former and current staff
and board members, including dogs not being walked,
programs being cut, the use of sedatives and ongoing
accommodation issues. My question is: what action has
the minister or her department taken in regard to these
issues?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Pennicuik for her interest in this matter. As
Ms Pennicuik indicated and as members would perhaps
recall from comments made earlier this year, there was
widespread community concern about what was
described by most correspondents to me at the time as
an unacceptably high euthanasia rate. The Lost Dogs
Home is a domestic animal organisation whose
operations are overseen by the Melbourne City Council.
Some complaints came to the council, and there were a

5365

great many people who signed petitions. In particular
there was a very active online campaign to bring this
matter to my attention.
My department has the capacity to conduct inspections
to ensure compliance with the code of conduct, and that
was undertaken. There were a number of areas where
the Lost Dogs Home was required to make
improvements to conditions and a number of other
areas that the investigation found were acceptable and
fully compliant with the code. There have been in the
last couple of weeks further media reports along similar
lines. There have been similar concerns around welfare
standards at the Lost Dogs Home. I have sought advice
from the department about this, and my office has been
in contact with the person who is now leading this
organisation.
There has been considerable change in the leadership
and management of the Lost Dogs Home since these
matters were first raised earlier this year. There have
been some challenges in properly understanding the
sequence of these events and the times that different
complaints have been made, but it is absolutely my
expectation that any organisation will be compliant
with the code. I know the Lost Dogs Home has
experienced some pretty significant reputational
damage, which I understand it is working very hard to
overcome.
Supplementary question
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Has
the minister received the first six-monthly report, what
was in it and is that the extent of the monitoring that is
being undertaken by the minister and her department of
the Lost Dogs Home? We all support the Lost Dogs
Home to be a successful organisation, but I am just
wondering what was in the first six-monthly report and
what other ongoing monitoring the minister is
undertaking to make sure the Lost Dogs Home is
successful.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Pennicuik for her supplementary question.
The ongoing monitoring and requirement to ensure
confidence that the code is being complied with
actually sits with the Melbourne City Council, and it
was as a consequence of discussions with the Lost
Dogs Home earlier in the year and indeed that
investigation when it was agreed that it would provide a
six-monthly report to me. The matters that have been
raised in the last couple of weeks in some respects are
different to the matters that were raised initially. The
initial public interest in this was particularly around the
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euthanasia rates. This is much more about conditions
and overmedicating in particular.
In response to the first part of Ms Pennicuik’s
supplementary question, I have not received that report,
but when I do certainly I will share its contents with an
interested public and an interested Parliament.

VicForests
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question
is for the Minister for Agriculture and is in regard to the
VicForests annual report for 2015. This report indicates
that VicForests has poor profitability and that its
financial results are volatile and have been for a long
time. The financial accounts do not include calculations
for the loss of biological assets, their value as carbon
storage or their value to water supply, and as they are
not properly taken into account they are therefore
massively undervalued and under-represented. In 2015
the profitability — the return for every dollar
expended — was 2.8 cents for every dollar. The
minister said in this house on 12 November that the
2015 annual report shows a very strong financial result.
Does 2.8 cents in the dollar fall within the minister’s
profitability goals for VicForests?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Dunn for her question and for her ongoing
interest in VicForests and indeed in the annual report. I
wonder if Ms Dunn has read a different VicForests
annual report to the one that I received and in fact that
was tabled in the Parliament, because VicForests has
had another profitable year, with net profits after tax of
$4.7 million, its highest in over a decade. The Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office independent audit of
VicForests annual report is positive, with no financial
irregularities reported and with ongoing scrutiny, as we
would expect of any public entity. Since being
established VicForests has achieved over $20 million
net profit, generated over $1 billion in timber sales and
returned dividends to the state in excess of $6 million,
so I think we are working off different premises here.
Supplementary question
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for her answer. For the benefit of the house, if
you get the profit figure and divide it by the expenses
figure, you come up with 2.8 cents profitability, which
is a standard accounting practice. However, my
supplementary question is: in relation to calculating the
losses on the VicForests balance sheet and to the state
of Victoria, when will those calculations include losses
for carbon storage and water supply?
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Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — This is
a pretty wideranging supplementary question and
invites all sorts of commentary on different accounting
treatments, including federal government schemes as
well, including some that do not exist — those in
various states of review by the federal government, and
on and on we go. If you do not mind, President, I might
have a go at taking that question on notice, because I
think Ms Dunn’s question is based on a very unusual
interpretation of the information that is provided in the
annual report.

Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy
Union
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question is to the Leader of the
Government. I refer to the allegations highlighted at the
trade unions royal commission of corruption by the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union
(CFMEU) in the Victorian building industry and the
subsequent blackmail charges laid against two CFMEU
officials, John Setka and Shaun Reardon, and I ask:
what action will the government take to ensure that
corrupt conduct of the kind alleged against the CFMEU
and its officials cannot occur on major Victorian
infrastructure projects?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Rich-Phillips for his question. On any number
of occasions during the course of the considerations
leading up to the royal commission, the evidence that
has been brought before the royal commission and the
current circumstances before the royal commission, at
every turn this government has said two things. One, it
has said that it does not run a running commentary on
matters before the royal commission. We have said
that. That is the first issue.
The second issue is that the government has
consistently said that the Victorian government will not
tolerate or accept any illegal activity occurring in the
name of the organised labour movement or of any other
part of the Victorian community. If in fact corrupt,
collusive, fraudulent, inappropriate or illegal activity
takes place in any walk of life or in any organisational
structure — whether it be business, whether it be the
labour movement or whether it be in any walk of life —
the Victorian government finds it unacceptable. We
will insist that the full force of the law is brought to
bear on any circumstances that would warrant the
consideration of law enforcement agencies.
As to the provisions that Mr Rich-Phillips is talking
about, ultimately the sanctions that may apply in the
matters he has referred to are within the domain of the
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police to investigate and enforce and for the courts to
consider.
Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for his response. I
note his comment that the government will not accept
conduct of the sort that has been highlighted at the royal
commission. We have a situation where the Premier has
refused to distance himself from the CFMEU and its
leadership, and one of the first actions of this
government was to revoke the Victorian code of
practice for the building and construction industry, so I
ask: how can Victorians have confidence that this
government, with a Premier so closely and publicly
aligned with the CFMEU, will act against corruption
where it occurs in Victorian government infrastructure
projects?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
There is no allegation that currently applies in the
circumstances to underpin this question. There is no
circumstance where there is evidence of this practice
actually affecting Victorian government projects, and
indeed the allegations that are being pursued through
the royal commission need to be pursued through the
royal commission or through any other law
enforcement agency. In terms of any — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — I am not getting into the area of
speculation. I am certainly not getting into the area of
anticipating actions that may or may never occur. But
this government is very clear: the full force of the law
will apply. The government’s expectations are clear,
and the government does not have a sense of a conflict
of interest or a concern about these matters, because the
government is very clear that the highest standards it
would expect in Victorian construction take place
within the public sector and, more broadly than that,
beyond its responsibilities throughout the industry.

Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy
Union
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
question is also to the Leader of the Government. I ask:
since coming to government, has the minister or any
member of staff met with Mr Setka, Mr Reardon or any
member of the executive of the Victorian Construction,
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I can
tell Mr O’Donohue that, in a simple version, there has
not been any formal meeting between those individuals
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and my office or me. However, I do not want to be
overly defensive about this. I am a member of the
Labor Party, and I relate to trade unions through Trades
Hall Council. Through various meetings and through
various conventions that take place across the labour
movement it is very possible that I have encountered
Mr Setka or Mr Reardon in the course of my normal
responsibilities relating to the labour movement. I do
not shy away from my encounters with anybody in the
labour movement. I am happy, as a member of the
Labor Party, to participate in the process of the Labor
Party and the labour movement coming together to
consider matters.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his answer, which I think was confirming
that he has indeed met with Mr Setka and Mr Reardon.
I ask by way of supplementary question: given the
recent revelations, will the government now instruct all
Labor ministers and members to immediately cease all
interactions with the Construction, Forestry, Mining
and Energy Union executive?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will allow the
question.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Given that Mr O’Donohue immediately went to
misrepresent my substantive answer, I am not going to
give him any further material on that matter today.

Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy
Union
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
note the minister’s stonewalling, which is in stark
contrast to his previous comment that he and his
government would not accept any corrupt activity,
made in response to the earlier question. My question
without notice is directed also to the Leader of the
Government, representing the Premier, and I ask: given
the Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union
chief, John Setka, and another senior member have
been charged with blackmail and have a string of
existing convictions for offences including assault of
police, will the minister and the Premier now call on the
Australian Labor Party to return the $876 541 it
received from the Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union as detailed on the last four returns listed
on the Australian Electoral Commission website?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I cannot allow the
question. It goes to a party matter, not a matter of
government. I will give the member one chance to
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rephrase it, if it is possible. It would need to be radically
different from the question the member has posed.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President, I
anticipated your call. I note that in the recent Victorian
Ombudsman report of March 2014, which contained a
letter addressed to the Presiding Officers, Conflict of
Interest in the Victorian Public Sector — Ongoing
Concerns, a series of recommendations are made, but I
think it is best summed up by the opening one:
Conflict of interest is a critical issue for the public sector
which requires constant vigilance and attention by public
sector agencies and their employees.

I also note that there has been quite a bit of controversy
about the method of the Premier winning the last
election, which is currently under investigation, and
also that the state government has made a submission to
the Royal Commission into Trade Union Governance
and Corruption. Indeed Mr Shorten has today unveiled
a range of measures. What I am trying to say is that
under standing order 8.01:
Questions may be put to …
… 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 …

As Special Minister of State the minister has
far-ranging, wide responsibilities to do in particular
with the integrity regimes — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! This is a point of
order, not a debate. Let us get that clear. Mrs Peulich
will go to the nub of the point of order, because she is
not currently on firm ground.
Mrs Peulich — The minister is also responsible for
the integrity regimes, which are directly under his
jurisdiction and which go to matters like conflicts of
interest. Noting also that the government obviously has
a direct relationship with unions in terms of enterprise
bargaining agreement negotiations and the admission
on the ALP website that trade unions have a direct
effect on government policy, I believe this goes to the
heart of this government’s administration. I believe,
President, that you should reconsider and allow the
question as asked, but failing that, I am happy to
attempt to rephrase it.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mrs Peulich has
executed considerable debate. I withdraw the
opportunity I had offered to rephrase the question. I
indicate that the question is out of order because it does
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not go to a matter of government business. It goes to a
matter that involves the Australian Labor Party. The
minister does not hold office in the Australian Labor
Party. The minister is a minister of the Crown. The
question is ruled out.

Fonterra
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My question is
to the Minister for Regional Development. The
government has used the excuse of commercial in
confidence when asked how much taxpayers
contributed to Fonterra’s Stanhope extension plan,
announced last week. Is it at Fonterra’s request or the
government’s insistence that the amount of the
taxpayers grant is being kept secret?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Regional
Development) — I thank Mr Drum for his question and
his interest in this significant investment by Fonterra at
Stanhope, which will secure more than 100 jobs and
create 30 new jobs at a very significant — and
regionally significant — workplace that has been
experiencing some uncertainty about its future since a
fire around 12 months ago. Fonterra is to be
commended for its commitment to continuing the
employment of people whose work was particularly
affected by that fire and indeed congratulated on its
efforts in bringing this investment.
This investment is going to result in 45 000 tonnes of
extra cheese. I have been wondering exactly what that
looks like, but it is a lot of cheese, and it means a lot of
jobs for this part of regional Victoria. This is a very
important investment, and the government has provided
support to Fonterra. As is typically the case, the kind of
support the government provides to companies, to
organisations, seeking to invest in Victoria can take
many forms. As is long-established custom and
practice, these are most commonly details that remain
confidential for sensitive commercial reasons.
Supplementary question
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I have learnt
over time, President, that when a minister stands up and
tells a lie, I am not allowed to say that. But I am
allowed to think it. My supplementary question to the
minister is, and I refer her to the Premier’s promise that
he would lead a transparent and accountable
government: how can taxpayers be assured this grant is
value for money if there is no transparency for the
Victorian public and, as yet, we have seen no business
case around this grant?
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Ms PULFORD (Minister for Regional
Development) — The member is unbelievable.
Governments of all persuasions, for all time — and this
might have been something that the member could have
picked up one day from my predecessor, Peter Ryan,
when he was the then minister’s parliamentary
secretary for regional development — support
companies to invest in Victoria in a number of different
ways. It is a really important function of government,
and sometimes — in fact more often than not — the
very commercially sensitive details of these
arrangements remain confidential. What Mr Drum
ought to understand is that unlike the former
government, we are working hard to create jobs in
regional Victoria, and we should all be celebrating a
significant investment by an organisation like Fonterra
into regional Victoria.
Mr Drum — Your pants are on fire.
Ms PULFORD — President, did the member want
to move a substantive motion about calling me a liar?
The PRESIDENT — I should hope not.

Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Leader of the Government. At the
beginning of the year the Andrews Labor government
scrapped plans for Peter Mac Private at the Victorian
Comprehensive Cancer Centre and cost Victorians
42 cancer beds and 4 operating theatres. Victorians are
now aware that there is also a significant financial cost,
which includes floor rental cost, lost tenancy and fit-out
costs. Is it not a fact that the government’s decision to
cut these cancer beds and operating theatres has been a
lose-lose outcome for Victorians with cancer?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will call the minister
and allow him to answer the question, but I point out
that he has wide open spaces on this because it is
calling for an opinion rather than being directed to a
matter.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Thank you, President, for your caution that I will do my
best not to fall on the wrong side of. There are a
number of policy considerations and there are a number
of facts underpinning the decisions of the Andrews
government not to proceed with the proposal that it
inherited from the previous administration.
It is interesting that the member refers to a story and
some facts, as she asserts, within an article that
appeared over the weekend. But in that very same
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article that she relies on there are a number of facts
about the disconnection in terms of the level of
investment and the connectivity within the hospital
itself that indicated that the previous administration had
not appropriately funded the diagnostic connections or
the clinical connections between the private ward and
the rest of the comprehensive cancer centre.
There are omissions from her storytelling, omissions
from the circumstances of the project that the
government inherited. While the previous
administration would have been happy to have one
level of the public Victorian Comprehensive Cancer
Centre assigned to private practice, none of the work on
the way in which that service on that floor would have
articulated into not only the research capability of the
hospital on that site but also the interconnectedness
with the Royal Melbourne Hospital on the other side of
Grattan Street had been done to warrant the outcome
she described.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — I am responding to the
inconvenient truth based on fact, not opinion, of the
legacy of the previous administration. The current
government made the decision that in fact the public
outcome of a public institution would be better
provided for by fitting out that floor within the
comprehensive cancer centre to actually make sure
there is additional research capability, additional
diagnostic capability, better opportunities for clinical
practice to be revised and better opportunities for
educational offerings in terms of international education
or education that may come across the road from
Melbourne University into that site. All of that
capability was the preferred choice of the Victorian
government compared to the legacy program that we
inherited.
Supplementary question
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the Leader of the Government for his answer. He
talked about the public outcome, and what will actually
be on the 13th floor will be returned to the 13th floor,
because much of it was already there, and about the
impact of that. Following that, I ask: what is the
financial impact, though, of the government’s decision?
What are the costs incurred and the loss of revenue to
Peter Mac, the comprehensive cancer centre and the
Victorian government as a result of the Andrews
government’s ideological decision to scrap Peter Mac
Private?
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
think it is very premature to make the assumption of
what the net financial implications of the variation may
be, because in fact many of the issues that I have
referred to in terms of the additional capacity of the
comprehensive cancer centre, in terms of what the
aspirations of this government are, in terms of its value,
in terms of its performance, in terms of the improved
clinical practice and public outcome — —
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — You may choose to keep on
interrupting, but in fact you cannot escape from the fact
that it is impossible to assess the net implication of
those policy considerations of a project that did not
proceed. In fact the in-built assumption that it would
have delivered certain guaranteed financial outcomes is
something that you cannot assert in terms of how it
harmonised with the rest of the public offering at the
comprehensive cancer centre. I am saying that the net
financial variation is almost impossible to determine.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
have answers to the following questions on notice: 690,
1125, 1237, 1337–45, 1899, 1990, 1993–96, 2002–04,
2057–58, 2097, 2247–48, 2410–12, 2419, 2429, 2454,
2457, 2461, 2472–73, 2536–38, 2560, 2565, 2573–74,
2576, 2586, 2598, 2612–14, 2869–3077, 3078–3127,
3131–54, 3195–3206, 3227–38, 3327–42, 3359–74,
3719–30, 3784, 3786–3881, 3889–92, 3896–97, 3911,
4047, 4259, 4263, 4300, 4309–10, 4312–15, 4345–46,
4351–52, 4360, 4500–87.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Written responses
The PRESIDENT — Order! I come to today’s
questions. In terms of Mr Drum’s substantive question
to Ms Pulford, Mr Rich-Phillips has given me a copy. I
do not know how he came by Mr Drum’s question, but
at any rate he did me the courtesy of providing me with
the question. I have looked at it, and I believe the
question is in order to ask about a grant. I ask the
minister for a written response and suggest that it might
well be reconsidered in the sense that many grants are
given to many companies, and they are usually the
subject of photo opportunities and much publicity. It is
a little irregular that in this case the minister is resorting
to commercial in confidence in looking at this grant to
Fonterra. Therefore the explanation sought by
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Mr Drum in terms of why this particular grant might be
different and have commercial-in-confidence
ramifications compared with other grants is a relevant
issue to pursue. Some of the commentary at the time,
particularly around the supplementary question, was
most unhelpful and led me to consider some other
action. That is one day — only on the substantive
question.
In the supplementary question posed by Ms Dunn to
Ms Pulford in respect of the incorporation of
non-financial estimates of VicForests costs, the two that
were mentioned were the water catchment issue and
carbon storage. In her substantive question she
mentioned some other elements, but the supplementary
question only referred to those two elements. The
minister indicated that she would be prepared to give a
response to the supplementary question. That is due in
one day.
In regard to Mr Bourman’s question to Mr Herbert
about how many guns had been stolen in rural areas and
his supplementary question about how many might
have been used in crimes, the minister has undertaken
to see about getting further information on that. That is
due in two days.
In regard to Ms Patten’s question to Mr Herbert on field
testing the quality of drugs at events to prevent deaths
and overdoses and her supplementary question about
other initiatives that might be taken in respect of
reducing these incidents, Mr Herbert has also indicated
that he is prepared to obtain further information for both
the substantive and supplementary questions. Again
that is due in two days.
Ms Wooldridge — On a point of order, President, I
put to you, with regard to the supplementary question I
asked in relation to the financial implications of the
decision to scrap Peter Mac Private, that in the
documents provided just two weeks ago in this house
many of those figures were referred to but were blocked
out. The minister attempted to say that it was
impossible to quantify the figures, whereas his own
documents show a lot of that work has clearly already
been undertaken. I ask that you consider that the
question was not answered. The minister said it was
impossible to answer, when clearly a valiant effort in
answering that question would be more appropriate.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will have a think
about that.
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, President, I
put to you that the Special Minister of State did not
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provide a response to my supplementary question, and I
ask that he provide one in writing.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I decided not to
pursue that one because I thought Mr O’Donohue
verballed the minister. The member took the minister’s
answer totally out of context, suggesting he said
something that he had not said. From that point of view
I was not prepared to pursue it.
Ms Wooldridge — On a point of order, President,
further to answers to questions, on 24 November the
Leader of the Government was asked by you to respond
to a question within two days in relation to the costs of
the investigation into the complaint against the former
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade.
Two days later the Leader of the Government came
back and said he hoped to have a response to that
matter by the end of the day, and you reported that to
the house. That answer was not forthcoming on
Thursday of the last sitting week. We are now two
weeks on, and I ask that you ask the minister to respond
to the question as requested by you on behalf of this
house.
The PRESIDENT — Order! We have visited this
matter previously in the house, and the minister and I
have had discussions about it. I invite the minister to
provide a response on this occasion.

Former Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Ms Wooldridge for her question. It has been
alleged that I was embarrassed earlier today; I have not
been, and I totally stand by any answer I gave earlier
today. But I am embarrassed by the circumstances
where I had the full expectation I would be able to
provide that material to the house. I believe the matter
is close to being finalised, but it was subject to an
administrative overlay that prevents me from providing
the answer to the house. I continue to be embarrassed
by that matter. I continue to give an undertaking to the
chamber that I will work to provide that answer, but I
am unable to furnish it today. I will work on its
availability to the house.
Ms Wooldridge — I hope it might be able to be this
week. Mr Jennings has not provided a time frame, but it
is now nearly four months since the question was
originally asked.
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Written responses
The PRESIDENT — Order! Before I hear from
Ms Wooldridge on a new matter, I will respond to the
one she put to me about the Peter Mac situation in her
supplementary question today. Again in some
extraordinary fashion Mr Rich-Phillips has come by
Ms Wooldridge’s question, and he has shown me the
great courtesy of providing it to help with my
consideration of this matter. Whilst the minister is quite
possibly right in advising the house that it is not
possible to quantify the full extent of costs and benefits
associated with the change in the government’s position
in respect of allocation of space at the new
comprehensive cancer centre, I am of the view that the
minister might well be able to advise the house of at
least the costs that are available to date. Indeed he may
also indicate the benefits of what was to be accrued in
terms of that changed position on the facilities at that
hospital. I ask that the supplementary question be
reinstated for a written answer, and that is within two
days.
Ms Wooldridge — On a point of order, President,
on 25 November Ms Lovell asked a supplementary
question of the Special Minister of State in relation to
the number of ministerial staff who have left the
employ of the Andrews Labor government and also the
total value of lump sum and redundancy payments. We
received a response to these questions today in
accordance with the standing orders. I thank the Special
Minister of State for that, but the answers do not answer
the question that was asked, which was very
straightforward about a number and a total value of
payments. I ask that you consider the response provided
by the Special Minister of State, that the question be
reinstated and that the Special Minister of State provide
an answer to this house.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In respect of this
question, I have the response provided by the minister
and I have perused it. The minister outlines in his
answer that there are many reasons why people leave
the employ of the government, including ministerial
staff — some are very short term appointments, some
are secondments, some are people who go off to get
jobs in other places of their own volition and so forth.
I am conscious, and I was conscious when I originally
put this question to the minister for a written answer on
the first occasion, of the usefulness of the figure. It is all
very well to say, for the sake of argument — and this is
a figure I simply use in a fantasy way, if you like —
that 160 people have left the ministry and then to
suggest that there is a crisis in government. As the
minister points out in his explanation, that is not
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necessarily the case — whether it is 160, whether it is
50 or whether it is 10 people — because of the different
roles they might well have had and the different
arrangements under which they were employed.
Nonetheless, and being concerned that this information
is treated with the respect that it deserves in the context
of what I think is a valid explanation by the minister, I
take the view — and I have taken some advice on this
one — that it is possible to provide a number which
would presumably be a total of the people who may
have left the government or the ministers’ offices for
any reason and would not necessarily in any way reflect
on the government’s administration. It would be
possible to provide the number. To that extent I ask the
minister to reconsider that matter in respect of the
substantive question.
As for the value of payments, I am less certain that the
government would have kept a record of the sum total
of the payments to all the people who have left, because
they are from different departments — some would be
from the Department of Premier and Cabinet. I invite
the minister to consider that as well, but I must say I am
more focused on the substantive than the
supplementary question. Again it is going to have to be
within two days.
Ms Wooldridge — On a point of order,
President — my final one for today — on 25 November
once again the Special Minister of State was asked as a
supplementary question to provide the total amount of a
lump sum payment paid by the government to Ms Paul
since the minister last updated the house in September.
I thank the Special Minister of State for providing the
response today, but again the answer does not respond
to the question. The question qualifies it in relation to
lump sum payments beyond the scope of normal
outstanding entitlements. This is a matter that has been
extensively in the public realm. This is a matter that has
been canvassed in both chambers and outside by the
Premier, the Special Minister of State and others. This
was a very specific question relating to a very specific
circumstance, and I ask that you reinstate this question
because the answer did not qualify it beyond the
entitlements. The question was very specific about any
lump sum payment made.
The PRESIDENT — Order! This is a day where
everybody will be unhappy and everybody will be
happy on varied questions. I may need to seek refuge
with the minor parties.
Ms Wooldridge paid me the courtesy of telling me that
she may well raise this matter. I have given it
consideration, and I have also sought some advice on
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this one. I note that the minister’s answer to the
supplementary question for which I sought a further
response indicates in the second paragraph that the
government does not intend to disclose or comment on
the individual entitlements of public sector or
ministerial staff. Given that the government has clearly
indicated that it does not intend to comment further on
this matter, I do not see value in me directing the
minister to provide a further written response, which is
likely to be exactly the same response. Therefore I will
not ask for a further response. I suggest to the Leader of
the Opposition that this should be proceeded with by
another process of the Parliament, whether it is a
take-note motion of this response or some other
substantive motion at another time.
Ordered that written response of Special Minister of
State be taken into consideration next day on
motion of Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern
Metropolitan).
Ms Pennicuik — On a point of order, President, for
clarification — back to today’s questions and my
supplementary question — I know the minister
undertook to provide a copy of the report to her from
the Lost Dogs Home when she receives it. The other
part of my supplementary question was the extent to
which the department is or has been monitoring the
Lost Dogs Home and for her to provide those details.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I thought that the
minister dispatched that question in the sense that she
indicated she was quite happy to provide the report at
such time as she received it for further consideration. I
thought her response to that part of Ms Pennicuik’s
supplementary question was satisfied by the fact that
she said the monitoring of the Lost Dogs Home was
primarily a responsibility of the Melbourne City
Council.
Ms Pennicuik — Thank you, President. It may be a
responsibility of the Melbourne City Council, but the
department has intervened in this issue and has required
improvements to reporting and to reports. No report has
been received, and we have issues being raised publicly
with regard to it. That is why I wanted to know the
extent to which the department has or has not been
monitoring the Lost Dogs Home.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In the circumstances I
will ask the minister to consider providing a written
response to that matter. I think the word ‘monitoring’
might also cause some difficulty if we were to be literal
in the sense that again it is Melbourne City Council’s
responsibility rather than the department’s or that of the
minister’s staff. Maybe in terms of that written
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response, the minister will cover some of the areas that
have been discussed and the department’s concerns,
reflecting perhaps the community concerns that
Ms Pennicuik has also raised, and comment in that vein
rather than literally in a monitoring sense, given that I
am not sure the department has that jurisdiction and that
the report is still to come. We will have a written
answer, and that will be tomorrow.

LONE PINE SAPLING
The PRESIDENT — Before we return to the
business of the house, I indicate that in procedural
terms we go back to reports before we deal with
constituency questions. The only part of our
proceedings that has a prescribed time frame is in fact
questions without notice under the standing orders, so
we need to go back and complete the business we have
not yet completed before we move to constituency
questions.
Very quickly, I inform the house that yesterday the
Speaker and I, in conjunction with a number of other
members, including Mr Drum, a former Minister for
Veterans’ Affairs, planted a sapling from the Lone Pine
in Turkey. The event was attended by the Consul
General of Turkey, and the sapling itself was arranged
and donated for inclusion in our garden by Mr Frank
McGuire, the member for Broadmeadows in another
place, in recognition of the large number of Turkish
people in his constituency, as well as of course
recognising yet again as a significant matter the
Gallipoli landing 100 years ago. Of course there is
another connection between Mr McGuire’s electorate
and the Gallipoli landing, because much of the training
of the troops who went to Gallipoli from Victoria
occurred at the army training camp situated at that time
at Broadmeadows.
The Lone Pine sapling has been planted over near the
Windsor garden, and it joins the Separation Tree, which
is in another corner of that garden. I think it is
significant that we have these notable tree specimens
that have a link with the history of Victoria and
Australia, and obviously this is an appropriate place for
us to accommodate those important commemorative
trees. I extend my appreciation to Mr McGuire for his
contribution and efforts in ensuring that the tree was
made available to the Parliament, and I thank those
people who were there.
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STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE
ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING
Rate capping policy
Debate resumed.
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to have been part of the standing committee
that produced the First Report into Rate Capping
Policy. There was a bit of a conundrum for the
committee in terms of working through the aspects of
this topic in respect of the fact that this is the first of a
series of reports, and the reports themselves will be
created every six months. We saw conflicting evidence
about what the government was proposing and
intending to do and what the evidence was showing,
and that is the conundrum I was talking about earlier in
respect of balancing the views of government and
where the opposition believes it ought to be on this
matter.
What came out quite strongly through the inquiry was
what is expressed in the first recommendation, and that
is about the bridges. I am sure Mr Ramsay will go into
a bit more detail, being a country member, but it was
pretty clear that the evidence was quite concerning to
councils in respect of how that is dealt with. I am sure
members opposite found it a bit hard to confront the
realities of what their policy position has caused,
particularly in country shires and councils.
One thing I find quite enlightening is the coalition’s
minority report, and it places fairly clearly on the record
the position of the government before the election —
the position it said it would take — and then the fact
that once it was in government it completely
flip-flopped and went back the other way. This has
caused councils to be in somewhat of a conundrum as
to what they need to do.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I would also
like to contribute to the take-note motion on this report.
I am somewhat surprised that Ms Shing would see fit to
laugh her way through the contributions, because it is a
serious matter. The government made an election
commitment in relation to rate capping, but in doing so
it pulled a significant amount of funds away from local
councils.
It was important that we held regional hearings so those
regional councils could not only make written
submissions through the normal process but also attend
inquiry hearings and put their case. In both Sale and
Hamilton, where we concurrently ran hearings for the
onshore unconventional gas exploration inquiry and the
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rate capping inquiry, councils said very loudly and
clearly that to be able to conform to the rate capping
proposed to be introduced by the state government they
would be severely compromised in terms of being able
to continue to provide the sorts of services they have
provided in the past. They would also have significant
problems in being able to fund many regional projects,
because the government has seen fit to cut the country
roads and bridges program — a $160 million program
that was a significant funding mechanism for local
councils, particularly with the indexation of the federal
assistance grants, which created more problems
associated with funding streams for local councils.
I also take note of the fact that regional councils depend
for over 50 per cent of their total budgets on the
contributions of ratepayers, so capping rates and cutting
funding, particularly out of the country roads and
bridges program, the Regional Growth Fund and the
Putting Locals First program, which all contributed
funds to local council projects, will be devastating for
regional councils and will mean they will have to look
to increasing debt to be able to continue to provide the
most basic services.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise to speak
on the report on the inquiry into rate capping. Firstly, I
thank the secretariat and committee members,
particularly the staff of the secretariat. Although this
inquiry is fairly straightforward, the fact that it was
running concurrently with the unconventional gas
inquiry put an enormous workload on those supporting
staff members, and they did an admirable job in terms
of supporting us in this inquiry as well.
I also thank the peak bodies that presented to the
committee, the local government authorities and
community members. They paint a very bleak picture
in terms of what is coming to communities in the future
when we will see the closure of services and crumbling
infrastructure as councils wrestle with what to do with
their budgets under a rate capping scenario. It should be
noted that those impacts will take time, as they filter
through local government to local communities. So the
benefit of this inquiry is that it is a rolling inquiry for
the term of this Parliament, and we will be able to see,
as rate capping digs further into communities, what
those implications will be.
It will be interesting to see the measures taken,
particularly in relation to the impacts on managing
infrastructure gaps and maintenance and renewal of
infrastructure, because I know from my experience in

Tuesday, 8 December 2015

local government that councillors are remiss in getting
rid of services ahead of maintaining infrastructure. It
will be good to see that play out. I lament the losses
coming the way of those communities. The Greens
think it should be the community that has a
conversation with its councillors to determine how
much it is prepared to pay for its services.
Motion agreed to.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 16
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan)
presented Alert Digest No. 16 of 2015, including
appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
move:
That the Council take note of the report.

In doing so I welcome the newest member of the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee (SARC),
my colleague Melina Bath. Yesterday was probably a
good introduction for Ms Bath in terms of the number
of issues in respect of a range of bills. The bills covered
quite complex matters in relation to the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006. Professor
Jeremy Gans was in attendance and provided an
extensive report on the charter in relation to the
Assisted Reproductive Treatment Amendment Bill
2015.
Having said that, the report on the Assisted
Reproductive Treatment Amendment Bill with respect
to the charter raised a range of issues about the privacy
and freedom of conscience in relation to the effect of
the new sections, which I encourage members to
review. We have also suggested that the committee
write to the minister on a range of issues, which are
outlined on pages 4 and 5. There were also issues
around freedom of expression with respect to some of
the information that may be disclosed.
What came out of the SARC report, which was quite
extensive regarding that particular piece of legislation,
were the somewhat confusing issues — some would
say the conundrum — that had to be dealt with by the
committee. I commend the bill in that regard, but I also
note that one of the other things, which Ms Bath would
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have seen, is in respect of the report on subordinate
legislation. It was very unusual because, in the meeting
of the subcommittee beforehand, there were some
issues relating to the Australian Rules of Harness
Racing and the Australian Trotting Stud Book
Regulations.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — Thank you, brother. A report
was made that referred to the Australian Rules of
Harness Racing. Harness racing replied, and the
Minister for Racing provided an outcome to the
subordinate legislation report. The view is — and this
was an understanding of SARC — that we would not
find the minister’s response until — —
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — It has been a long year,
Mr Finn — for some it is three to go. But I must just
say that the minister’s letter would not be received until
the annual report some 15 months later, so SARC held
the view that we should perhaps reduce this report and
have it included in this Alert Digest.
In conclusion I must say that this is year one in terms of
SARC. We have worked collectively as a group. That is
important for SARC because it has a role to undertake.
Of course there are issues that can be a conundrum
every now, but the fact of the matter is we worked
effectively and responsibly and we delivered what I
think was a significant number of reports, which have
been applied in government via amendments to bills
through the house of review.
With that, I thank committee members. I also thank the
various committee staff, in particular its new senior
legal adviser and executive officer, Nathan Bunt, who
has taken on that role. I wish him all the best.
Motion agreed to.

ACCOUNTABILITY AND OVERSIGHT
COMMITTEE
Victorian oversight agencies 2014–15
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) presented report,
including appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.
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Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

This is the third report of the Parliament’s
Accountability and Oversight Committee, with the last
report being tabled two months ago on 8 October. The
report examines the 2014–15 annual reports of the three
agencies the committee has oversight over: the
Victorian Ombudsman, the Freedom of Information
Commissioner and the Victorian Inspectorate. The
committee’s report makes 13 recommendations to the
Victorian government, with the objective of improving
service provision and responsiveness to the public and
providing greater accountability through transparent
data and information reporting.
The report’s recommendations aim to enhance the
state’s accountability framework. They cover the
following areas: strengthening powers of the FOI
commissioner to obtain documents and boost public
and agency engagement, including early action on FOI
requests by agencies; improving reporting by the FOI
commissioner on outcomes achieved; providing people
with clearer guidance when appealing FOI decisions of
agencies directly to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal; supporting the release of
information that is the subject of frequent FOI requests,
which are likely to be routinely granted; implementing
reforms on how protected disclosures are handled by
the Ombudsman; allowing greater collaboration
between the Ombudsman and agencies by reforming
confidentiality provisions; enhanced reporting, with
subsequent annual reports from the Ombudsman,
identifying all approaches received, finalised and
outstanding; and providing more information about the
Victorian Inspectorate’s methodology and processes
involved when assessing complaints about the
Ombudsman.
I would like to thank my fellow committee members:
the chair, Mr Neil Angus, the member for Forest Hill in
the Assembly; Ms Melina Bath; Mr Michael Gidley,
the member for Mount Waverley in the Assembly;
Mr James Purcell; Mr Nick Staikos, the member for
Bentleigh in the Assembly; and Ms Marsha Thomson,
the member for Footscray in the Assembly. Special
thanks to the very competent committee secretariat
staff, Mr Sean Coley, Ms Vicky Finn and Mr Matt
Newington, for their expertise and support throughout
our committee meetings and in the development of the
report.
Motion agreed to.
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BUDGET UPDATE
Report 2015–16
The Clerk, pursuant to sections 26 and 27D of the
Financial Management Act 1994, presented report.
Laid on table.
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Mental Health Act 2014 — No. 141.
Supreme Court Act 1986 — Nos. 142 and 144.
Supreme Court Act 1986 and Sentencing Act 1991 —
No. 143.

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory
Rules Nos. 125, 128, 132 and 135 to 144.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General’s Report on Responses to Performance
Audit Recommendations: 2012–13 and 2013–14, December
2015 (Ordered to be published).
Coroners Court of Victoria — Report, 2014–15.
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — Minister’s Order of
15 November 2015 giving approval to the granting of a lease
at Anglesea Riverbank Reserve.
Duties Act 2000 —
Treasurer’s report of exemptions and refunds arising out
of corporate consolidations for 2014–15.
Treasurer’s report of exemptions and refunds arising out
of corporate reconstructions for 2014–15.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes —
Ararat Planning Scheme — Amendment C34.
Casey Planning Scheme — Amendment C217.
East Gippsland Planning Scheme — Amendment C124.
Hobsons Bay Planning Scheme — Amendment C102
(Part 1).
Knox Planning Schemes — Amendments C133 and
C138.
Melbourne Planning Scheme — Amendment C283.
Moonee Valley Planning Scheme — Amendment C156.
Victoria Planning Provisions — Amendment VC107.
Whitehorse Planning Scheme — Amendment C158.
Wodonga Planning Scheme — Amendment C106.
Yarra Planning Schemes — Amendments C199 and
C208.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament —
Corrections Act 1986 — Nos. 140 and 145.
Crimes Act 1958 — Nos. 137 and 138.
Domestic Animals Act 1994 — No. 136.
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 — No. 139.

Legislative Instruments and related documents under
section 16B in respect of —
Greyhound Racing Victoria — Rule Amendments,
effective 1 December 2015, under the Racing Act
1958.
Determination of Standard Venue Conditions for
Pre-Commitment Services, 19 November 2015,
under section 3.8A19A of the Gambling
Regulation Act 2003.
Ministerial Direction No. 146 — Standards for
Registered Training Organisations, 19 November
2015, under the Education and Training Reform
Act 2003.
Wodonga Institute of TAFE — Report, 2014 (in lieu of that
tabled 16 April 2015).

Proclamations of the Governor in Council fixing
operative dates in respect of the following acts:
Education and Training Reform Amendment
(Miscellaneous) Act 2015 — Remaining Provisions —
1 December 2015 (Gazette No. S363, 24 November
2015).
Mental Health Amendment Act 2015 — Remaining
Provisions — 25 November 2015 (Gazette No. S363,
24 November 2015).
Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision) and
Other Acts Amendment Act 2015 — Division 1 of
Part 2 and sections 42, 44 and 45 — 1 December 2015
(Gazette No. S363, 24 November 2015).

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Clerk — I have received documents in relation
to the proposed railway station at South Yarra. I have
also received the following letter from the
Attorney-General dated 7 December:
Production of documents — documents relating to a proposed
underground railway station at South Yarra
I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 2 September
2015 (see enclosed) seeking the production of:
a copy of all documents relating to an underground
railway station located in South Yarra, in relation to
either the Melbourne rail link or the Melbourne Metro
rail project, prepared for, considered by, referred to or
relied upon by, the Victorian government, including any
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modelling and assessment of current and future demand
for rail services at South Yarra.
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MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Child protection

I also refer to:
my letter to you of 5 October 2015, advising that the
government required additional time to respond to the
resolution; and
my letter to you of 14 April 2015, noting the limits on
the Council’s power to call for documents.
Those limits centre on the protection of the public interest. In
that letter, I set out factors which the government would
consider in assessing whether the release of documents would
be prejudicial to the public interest.
The government has conducted a thorough and diligent search
to identify the documents that may be relevant to the
Council’s resolution and has now assessed the documents
against the factors listed in my letter of 14 April 2015. The
government has determined that the release of two documents
would be prejudicial to the public interest. Accordingly, the
government, on behalf of the Crown, makes a claim of
executive privilege in relation to the documents described,
and on the grounds set out, in the attached schedule.
The remaining documents sought by the Council’s resolution
have been produced by the government. Seven of the
documents that are relevant to the Council’s resolution are
copies of Council adjournment and constituency questions
and replies, which are already publicly available on Hansard.
For completeness, these seven documents are included in the
response. One of the other documents also contains the names
of individuals, which have been excluded in the interests of
personal privacy.

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, 9 December 2015:
(1) notice of motion 187 standing in the name of Mr Davis
in relation to the production of documents for the Punt
Road traffic flows;
(2) notice of motion given this day by Mr Purcell referring a
matter to the Law Reform, Road and Community Safety
Committee;
(3) order of the day 24 standing in the name of Mr Drum in
relation to drought conditions in regional Victoria;
(4) notice of motion given this day by Ms Wooldridge
referring a matter to the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee; and
(5) order of the day 28 standing in the name of Mr Finn in
relation to the Andrews government’s first year in office.

Motion agreed to.

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I rise to give the house a progress report
on the targeted care packages to which I allocated
$43 million in March. I am extremely proud to inform
the house that our government has now utilised the
flexible resources provided via our targeted care
packages to enable the transition of 59 children and
young people out of residential care into home-based
care. This is very good news.
I want to share with the house the story of a
nine-year-old boy who has faced a lot of challenges.
This little boy has grown up with several disabilities,
the most noticeable being that for much of his life he
had no language — he was mute. His family
circumstances were not happy. In fact they placed him
at serious risk of harm. He had been exposed to family
violence, and there were concerns about him being
neglected and not attending school.
More than two years ago child protection placed this
little boy in residential care. Due to his complex needs
and his violent and aggressive behaviour to other
children, he was unable to live with other kids. He was
living on his own in a contingency placement. This
little boy was attending a special developmental school,
but apart from that he had little contact with the outside
world. His future was not looking promising.
In August this little boy was identified as being eligible
for a targeted care package. Foster carers were found
and a special package was developed to support this
nine-year-old boy to live as part of a family for the first
time in more than two years. The package provides
funding for play therapy for the boy, trauma-informed
counselling and support for the carers, including
in-home respite so the carers can take regular breaks.
There is also funding support for family therapy and
supervised access with his mother. In the three months
this boy has lived in his new home he has started to
speak. His carers adore him, and they are now
renovating their home to better accommodate his needs.
I am sharing this story with the house because this little
boy and children like him are at the heart of what we
have worked so hard to achieve this year. I am proud
that in our first 12 months we have already made a
difference in the lives of vulnerable children and
families.
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Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
What an absolute disgrace was the performance of
Premier Daniel Andrews; the Minister for Health, Jill
Hennessy; and the Labor government in scrapping the
Peter Mac Private hospital at the site of the Victorian
Comprehensive Cancer Centre. Thousands of people
will miss out on world-class cancer treatment every
year because of Daniel Andrews’s blind ideological
decision to cancel the Peter Mac Private hospital. There
is absolutely no rhyme or reason for his actions, which
have not only resulted in the scrapping of 42 beds and
four operating theatres but also undermined future
research and clinical trials, the hospital’s workforce,
fundraising efforts and the reputation of the Peter
MacCallum Cancer Centre.
Do not just take it from me; these issues were
highlighted in documents relating to the hospital’s
briefing to the department and to the minister which
were provided to the chamber in the last sitting week.
The documents show that each and every year over
8000 patients, including day surgery admissions,
overnight admissions and chemotherapy admissions,
will not receive treatment at the world-class Victorian
Comprehensive Cancer Centre as part of Peter Mac
Private. They show that $20 million of philanthropic
support which was contingent on the private hospital
being established will not go ahead and that the hospital
will incur further expenses, including the cost to lease
the 13th floor, loss of revenue and loss of extra rent.
The hospital will also lose the use of the Victorian
Comprehensive Cancer Centre clinical services — a
$24 million fit-out. Daniel Andrews is clearly a man
who is prepared to put his own political beliefs ahead of
Victorian families who are fighting cancer. It is
despicable behaviour that affects all Victorians.

VicHealth Awards
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — Last
Tuesday I attended the 2015 VicHealth Awards
ceremony. Also in attendance were the Minister for
Health, the Honourable Jill Hennessy; the shadow
Minister for Health, Mary Wooldridge; the Leader of
the Opposition, the Honourable Matthew Guy; and
many other parliamentary colleagues from both houses.
Victoria is a world leader in health promotion, and
thanks to the various health promotion projects across
the state, our state is on its way to becoming the
healthiest in Australia. These awards recognise
excellence in health promotion amongst advocacy
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groups, arts organisations, councils, healthcare
providers, sporting bodies and universities in important
categories including promoting healthy eating,
encouraging physical activity, preventing tobacco use,
preventing harm from alcohol, improving mental
wellbeing, communications in health promotion,
building health through sport, building health through
arts and research into action.
For nearly 30 years VicHealth has applied its
knowledge and experience in advocating and providing
policy advice to government. The organisation has
worked hard to promote happy and healthy
communities across Victoria. It was truly inspiring to
be able to share this experience with the finalists and
winners and to be able to acknowledge and celebrate
the important role that each and every finalist plays in
health promotion. I commend the winners of each of
the 10 categories, as well as all the finalists and
nominees, for their continued efforts. It is encouraging
to see so many active projects working to create
healthier and happier communities throughout Victoria.

Firefighter cancer compensation
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — The
Greens have campaigned for the past five years for
firefighters who contract cancer to get proper access to
WorkCover insurance. Because volunteer and career
firefighters work together side by side in Victoria, we
have always fought for equal treatment under the law.
In 2011 federal Greens MP Adam Bandt led the change
to laws to ensure that federal firefighters were
protected. This reform triggered the consideration of
this issue in states across Australia, and the Greens have
always taken an active role in this. Here in Victoria we
have been campaigning for law reform on this issue
since 2011. We stood side by side with Brian Potter and
so many other firefighters to say that such laws must
change and that firefighters deserve fair treatment if
they contract cancer that is related to their work as
firefighters.
Due to the lack of action by the coalition government at
the time, in February 2013 the Greens introduced
legislation. This legislation was designed to give
firefighters access to WorkCover insurance if they
contracted certain cancers known to be associated with
firefighting and met the qualifying time period, but at
every turn the then coalition government blocked it.
Coalition members claimed there was no science that
connected the cancers to firefighting duties and made
every excuse they could not to support it. There has
been a recent campaign on Facebook with many
coalition MPs signing a pledge. It is unfortunate that
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they did not do this in their time in office and bring
forward legislation. The Greens will continue to work
on this issue and make sure that there is good and fair
legislation for both volunteer and career firefighters.

Ballarat rail services
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — Ballarat train
travellers are no longer looking for a seat on the
Ballarat train; they are now bringing their own fold-out
stools to enable them to sit for at least part of the
journey when there is enough space to set up their stool.
Such is the disastrous effect the Minister for Public
Transport has had on the Ballarat train service.

Night Network
Mr MORRIS — I note that the timetable for the
previously named Homesafe program, now Night
Network program, has just been released. It will take
passengers over 2 hours to get from Melbourne to
Ballarat, leaving them at Ballarat train station at
4.15 a.m. without any protective services officers there
to look after them. I applaud the Ballarat Miner’s
headline of 3 December that states, ‘Labor won’t get
you home safe’.

VicRoads relocation
Mr MORRIS — The people of Ballarat are still
waiting for this government to make a decision about
whether or not VicRoads will be moved to Ballarat.
This indecision is bordering on the ridiculous, and I
note in today’s Ballarat Courier that the Committee for
Ballarat is keeping up the pressure on the government.
This is just another example of how city centric this
government is, having abandoned regional Victoria.

Felicitations
Mr MORRIS — I want to wish all members of this
house a merry Christmas and a safe and restful new
year. I would also like to thank all parliamentary staff
for the hard work they do and also wish them and their
families a very happy and safe Christmas and new year,
as well as all my constituents in western Victoria.

Colac East Kindergarten
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — Last week I
had the pleasure of visiting children, parents and
teachers at Colac East Kindergarten to announce a
significant grant from the Andrews Labor government
to build on this already fantastic sector. Under the
Labor government’s $50 million investment in the early
childhood sector, Colac East Kindergarten will receive
just under a quarter of a million dollars to upgrade the
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infrastructure at the facility. The project will increase
the capacity of the facility, offering an additional
15 four-year-old kindergarten places, and it will
improve the kindergarten’s accessibility through the
provision of wheelchair ramps. It was fantastic to meet
those who make this kinder the excellent place it is,
including the teachers, teaching assistants and parents,
and to see all the smiling faces of the children enjoying
the day at kinder. Congratulations to all those involved
in this great project.

Winchelsea Primary School
Ms TIERNEY — On another note, last night I also
joined the Minister for Education at Winchelsea
Primary School. During the recent by-election in the
Legislative Assembly electorate of Polwarth, members
opposite had a keen interest in Winchelsea Primary
School. Unfortunately I think that was more to do with
the Liberal Party trying to save face.
After four years of the former Liberal government
ignoring Winchelsea Primary School’s applications to
fix its rusted roof guttering, the Andrews Labor
government has provided the maintenance funding to
fix this issue. Not only has the money been delivered;
the project is now complete, and we have done it in our
first year of government. It is and always will be Labor
governments that truly invest in education of all
Victorians, whether they are young or old.

Metro Trains Melbourne services
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My office was
recently contacted by a commuter on the Pakenham
line who is a regular public transport user. He got in
contact after his 8.33 a.m. train to the CBD became a
limited express and bypassed his city loop station.
Apparently there was no warning, and many people on
the train were very angry and frustrated. Unfortunately
this is not an isolated occurrence. In fact Ms Pennicuik
this morning experienced the very same issue when
changing trains at Richmond.
Commuters on the Altona loop, between Newport and
Laverton, frequently experience unannounced express
services which bypass their stations. They have even
started a Facebook group, the Altona loop group, so
that commuters can report being ‘kidnapped’ on the
train and taken to Laverton where they have to wait for
another train to return them to the city.
Station skipping is used by Metro Trains Melbourne to
intentionally skip stations so that it can make up lost
time. There are perverse incentives of bonuses and
penalties in the Metro contract relating to cancellations
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and on-time running. Cancellation penalties only apply
if a train actually starts, finishes short of or bypasses the
city loop, so Metro can skip stations and still keep its
on-time statistics healthy.
What we would like to know is: what is the government
doing to prevent station skipping; will we see a change
in the contracts; and will we continue to see commuters
kidnapped and taken to places they do not want to go,
or will they actually get on a train that delivers them to
the station that the timetable shows?

Western distributor
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — In my
90-second statement the point I want to make is that the
government made announcements about a western
distributor today. That western distributor replaces a
so-called West Gate distributor. It is certainly a thought
bubble of some sort but not a very good thought
bubble. What is clear is that this is no east–west link —
not even an east–west link western section. What is also
concerning is that this project appears to be based on
extending the tolls on CityLink for 10 to 12 years. This
would be a massive extension in tolls that would hit
everyone in the eastern suburbs and everyone in the
south-eastern suburbs. They would pay through the
nose for decades to come. People would be hit. They
would not get much benefit from this, and there would
also be particular impacts at the Toorak Road
interchange. Just after that interchange people will seek
to avoid the tolls and come off the freeway at Toorak
Road, and traffic will be funnelled down Toorak Road,
causing gridlock. It will have an impact — it is bad
enough now. Imagine what it will be like in 2045 when
Daniel Andrews’s extension of the tolls for his mates at
Transurban continues.

Foodbank Victoria
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — Last
week I had the opportunity to volunteer for Foodbank,
Australia’s largest hunger relief organisation. Together
with hardworking employees and amazing volunteers, I
was able to chip in — be it in a small or a big way —
and help to achieve an Australia without hunger. The
public may not be aware, but demand for food relief is
actually rising throughout Australia. The Australian
Council of Social Service reported in 2014 that
2.5 million Australians, 17.7 per cent of whom are
children, live in poverty. Specifically, each month
516 000 Australians rely on food relief services; of
these, 60 000 are unable to be assisted.
The work that the not-for-profit charitable organisation
Foodbank is doing to curb this issue cannot be
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understated. Acting as a conduit between the food
industry’s surplus food and the welfare sector’s need, it
donates food to 2500 charities and 640 schools. Just last
year the organisation distributed an equivalent of
40 million meals, feeding an average 88 000 people a
day.
I take this opportunity to inform the house that in this
Christmas period the Andrews Labor government,
together with organisations such as Foodbank, will
ensure that all children, regardless of their
circumstances, will get a brighter and healthier start to
the school day. I commend the admirable work of
Foodbank, its CEO Jason Hincks, its dedicated staff
and army of volunteers, all of whom I have no doubt
make a huge impact on curbing poverty in Australia.
Finally, I also commend the Andrews Labor
government on its multimillion-dollar breakfast
program.

Very Merry Christmas Market
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
Last week I had the pleasure of attending the Very
Merry Christmas Market, which was staged for the
third time by the Robert Connor Dawes Foundation at
the family’s home in Sandringham. It was a remarkable
event with a huge array of handmade items, all
beautifully presented, as well as a number of live
performances and Christmas exhibits.
The foundation and the Christmas market are the
creation of Liz Dawes, who set up the foundation in
memory of her son, Connor, who died three years ago
from brain cancer at the tragically early age of 18. Brain
cancer is the most fatal of all childhood cancers. Few
new effective treatments mean that 80 per cent of
children diagnosed with high-grade tumours will lose
their battle for life within five years. In only two and a
half years, the foundation has had a big impact,
donating hundreds of thousands of dollars to research
and patient care.
Lots of teenagers and young people, many of whom
were Connor’s friends, were helping at the Christmas
market wearing red T-shirts identifying them as the ‘Elf
Help’. It struck me that one of the other big impacts of
the foundation, aside from the hundreds of thousands of
dollars it has donated to research and patient care, is
showing a large group of young people how to give and
in a way that is smart, fun and effective.
I acknowledge the great work of the Robert Connor
Dawes Foundation and in particular the creativity,
energy and grace of its founder, Liz Dawes.
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United Arab Emirates National Day
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — On the
evening of 25 November I, along with several
parliamentary colleagues, attended the reception hosted
by His Excellency the Consul General of the United
Arab Emirates, Mr Saeed Matar Al Qemzi, to celebrate
its 44th National Day. The occasion was highly
successful. This inaugural event will foster and promote
a harmonious relationship within the Australian and
United Arab Emirates community here in Melbourne.

China legal delegation
Mr ELASMAR — On another matter, on
Thursday, 26 November, I was extremely pleased to
participate in a meeting with a senior law court
delegation from China. The meeting was held here in
Parliament House, which was good because it allowed
other members the opportunity to also attend,
commitments permitting. The primary reason for the
delegation’s visit to Australia is to study how our
system of law operates and to look at how
multiculturalism works in Australia. It was a very
interesting exchange of thoughts and ideas. I wish the
delegation the opportunity to put into practice what they
have seen and heard in Australia.

Caladenia Dementia Care
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Last week
I was very pleased to meet with the hardworking people
of Caladenia Dementia Care. As its website says, it is
‘providing superior services to enhance the quality of
life for people living with dementia’. I pay tribute to the
chair, Harry Moyle, and the manager, Sarah Yeates, for
the excellent work they do. I acknowledge all the
wonderful volunteers that help people with dementia at
various stages. They are a great asset to the community
and a great asset to my constituents of Eastern Victoria
Region. I thank them for all their efforts, and I look
forward to continuing to work with them.

Retired Prison Officers Association
Mr O’DONOHUE — Last Sunday I was pleased to
join the Retired Prison Officers Association
Remembrance Day service at Barwon Prison. I would
particularly like to acknowledge the speech by Carole
Price, who is the daughter of George Hodson, who
50 years ago this month was killed while on the job in
prison. Being a prison officer can be a dangerous and
risky profession, and they do a great job. I pay tribute to
all those men and women who work in our corrections
service, particularly those who have been injured or,
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tragically, who have lost their lives whilst working to
protect the community.

Victoria Police awards
Mr O’DONOHUE — Finally, it was a privilege to
attend the police and protective services officers awards
ceremony, including the presentation of the new ensign,
an event that happens very rarely. I congratulate
Victoria Police on a fantastic afternoon at the academy.

Save the Children Kindergarten
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — My statement
today is to reflect on my visit to the Save the Children
Kindergarten in Mooroopna last week. It is a wonderful
facility catering for three and four-year-olds. It was
obvious that this is not your average kinder; it goes over
and above for the kids and families of Mooroopna and
surrounds. It is focused on providing a good start to
schooling life, particularly for Indigenous and
vulnerable children. I was extremely impressed by its
bus program. Children can be picked up and dropped
off daily, providing an opportunity for children who
may be socially or geographically isolated to attend
kinder and develop to their fullest potential.
But less impressive is the state of the ageing building
and amenities. It was therefore so pleasing that because
of the Minister for Families and Children’s $50 million
investment in the early childhood sector I was able to
deliver the news that the Labor government will
provide $300 000 to the kindergarten to extend and
renovate its classrooms, allowing for 13 more children
from next year. The news was very well received by
regional manager Andrew Holloway and centre director
Andrea Woodward as well as teachers and children. It
has been a long time since this centre received
substantial funding, and there was much excitement. Its
plans also include a revamp of the outside play area, a
children’s kitchen, a new cubby house and a new
sandpit.
I had a great time meeting the dedicated staff, and I
commend them on their ongoing commitment to
families in their community. The kids were great fun,
and I very much look forward to returning next year to
see the updated facility that these staff and kids so
richly deserve.

Tabro Meat
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — Recently I had an
informative tour of Tabro Meat by director Jacky Yan
Jiang. Tabro Meat was sold in 2014 to HY Australia
Holdings Pty Ltd, a company owned by three Chinese
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directors. The company consists of two meat export
processing facilities — in Lance Creek, set on
250 acres near Wonthaggi, and in Moe — with 95 per
cent of the company’s sales going for export. Of all the
exports 47 per cent go to China and the rest to other
countries including Japan, Indonesia, America, Canada
and the Middle East. Exports amount to $170 million of
meat products a year. Demand for high-quality protein
which is safe is high in Asia, and Australia’s strict
agricultural quality standards are welcomed by the
company, which prides itself on compliance at the
highest level.
The Lance Creek facility currently employs around
400 staff and provides an additional source of income
to local farmers when transitioning their herds. Tabro
has plans for a $26 million upgrade and to double its
workforce. This upgrade shows confidence in the
region, and it is a great economic driver for the local
community. Under the upgrade Tabro Meat is expected
to triple its production. It will include a new rendering
plant and waste water treatment plant, and the company
is looking to put solar panels on its roof. I congratulate
Tabro Meat as a significant export company and on
being a safe and efficient operation.

Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy
Union
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Given the close association of the Premier, Daniel
Andrews, and the Leader of the Government, Gavin
Jennings, with the Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union (CFMEU) and John Setka and Shaun
Reardon, and in view of the two being charged with
blackmail and having a string of convictions already
known, including assault of police, I call on the Premier
to do three things: to return the $876 541 the
government received from the CFMEU in political
donations, as detailed on the last four returns; to refuse
all future CFMEU donations; and to expel the CFMEU
from the Australian Labor Party in order to end this
malignant influence on the Labor Party.

Hanukkah
Mrs PEULICH — In a different direction, I wish
all members of the Jewish community a happy
Hanukkah. I had the pleasure of helping to celebrate the
lighting of the menorah on Sunday at Caulfield
Racecourse as well as last night at Parliament House. It
was a most moving ceremony, which included the
important symbolism of light prevailing over darkness
or goodness prevailing over evil.
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Felicitations
Mrs PEULICH — Lastly, I would like to take this
opportunity to wish a very happy Christmas, for those
who celebrate Christmas to all members of Parliament,
their families and staff, as well as Parliament House
staff, the clerks, library staff, catering, security and
maintenance, committee staff, all the people of South
Eastern Metropolitan Region and all Victorians. Those
who celebrate Christmas and those who do not should
take care as they enjoy themselves over the summer
holidays.

Automotive industry
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — On
Monday, 30 November, I had the absolute pleasure of
launching the Australian Automotive Products
Manufacturers and Exporters Council. This is an
initiative of the Australian Automotive Aftermarket
Association, and I congratulate Bob Pattison, the
president, his board and Stuart Charity and his
executive team for this wonderful initiative in bringing
together original equipment manufacturers and
aftermarket suppliers to focus on getting automotive
component deals across the globe. I acknowledge
Arnold Mouw, the chairman of the Australian
Automotive Products Manufacturers and Exporters
Council, who is also the managing director of Dayco
Australia, for his initiative, his leadership and his vision
in bringing the sectors together.
I had an opportunity to look at the aftermarket sector
across the US just recently when I toured both the
SEMA Show and AAPEX. SEMA is a US$36 billion
export opportunity for Australia, and AAPEX is a
US$477 billion global opportunity. Australian
companies are doing wonderful things over there,
including Hallam’s IM Group, which just announced an
export deal that will save Victorian jobs. There is an
overriding message here — that is, that we have to try
to help automotive component suppliers because Ford,
Holden and Toyota will close their doors in the
not-too-distant future. The opposition is getting on with
helping the automotive sector in Victoria; I wonder
where the government is.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Health. My
constituents are concerned about the operations of the
Australian Health Practitioner Regulatory Authority
(AHPRA), so I ask: when will the government release
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the submissions made to the review of the national
registration and accreditation scheme for health
professionals? Victoria is the state leading the review
on a national basis, and my constituents were told by a
Department of Health and Human Services official in
writing that submissions to the review were to be
published on the Council of Australian Governments
health council website following the release of the final
report. The report was released in August, but the
submissions are still not published.

western suburbs have been selected to participate in the
program. Can the minister update me on how the
breakfast club program will benefit my constituents,
including specifically an estimate of the number of
school students in my electorate, out of the estimated
25 000 children who will benefit statewide from the
program, who will be provided breakfast, as well as
estimates from the Department of Education and
Training of the amount of funding available to schools
specifically in the western suburbs under this program?

The government has also not provided a response to the
Standing Committee on Legal and Social Issues 2014
inquiry into the performance of AHPRA. When will the
government’s response be provided to the Parliament?
This is important information at a time when the
community’s confidence in AHPRA has been shaken,
so I encourage the minister to answer my constituents’
question and also to release the information outlined.

Southern Metropolitan Region

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Planning.
My question concerns planning application 201535560
for 42–58 Nelson Street, Ringwood, in relation to
which the minister is the responsible authority. The
application for this site is for three 10-storey apartment
complexes, while the provisions of the Maroondah
planning scheme in the residential growth zone are to
provide housing at increased densities in buildings up to
and including 4-storey buildings. There has been little
consultation with the community about the
development despite concerns being raised. Will the
minister ensure proper and thorough community
consultation outside of the holiday season, and will the
minister ensure that the provisions in the Maroondah
planning scheme are applied to this development
application?

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is addressed to my colleague in
the other place the Honourable James Merlino, who is
the Deputy Premier and Minister for Education. My
electorate of Western Metropolitan Region contains
pockets of significant socio-economic disadvantage.
We on this side of the house understand that
disadvantage is often intergenerational and not
necessarily a failure of individual effort or merit, as
those opposite seem to assert. That is why programs
such as the school breakfast club, axed by the Liberal
government, are so important to helping kids from
disadvantaged backgrounds break the cycle of
disadvantage. I know that a number of schools in the

Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Education, and it relates to the Prahran secondary
college. It is important for the chamber and the
community to understand the background of this
matter. The previous government committed
$20 million, and the Victorian College for the Deaf was
commencing the process of putting in a new secondary
college at its site, which has not been available in the
Prahran area for many years. This is an important
initiative. Local people should have the option of a
government secondary school in the area — and the
number of school-age children within the population is
growing. The decision to locate the new school at the
school of the deaf was made because doing so would
have provided a sufficient space and capacity for the
future. The new government, under Mr Merlino as
Minister for Education, has decided to go to the
Melbourne Polytechnic site, a site which is simply too
small. It is very unclear where children will play.
Mr Foley, the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing and member for Albert Park in the Assembly,
and Mr Wynne, the Minister for Planning and member
for Richmond in the Assembly, have both waxed lyrical
and made many comments publicly about the need for
space at secondary colleges. What I have to say very
clearly is that the — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Time!

Eastern Victoria Region
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water. The question
relates to the Western Port Ramsar site management
plan, which is currently being renewed by the
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
and the catchments group within that department. My
understanding is that there has already been a process
of consultation with community stakeholder groups, but
I ask the minister to clarify the ways, in the remaining
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stages of the process, community stakeholder groups
will have to provide input into the development of the
new plan before its expected release date.
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board members brought invaluable experience to the
hospital, particularly in the human relations and legal
areas.

South Eastern Metropolitan Region

Eastern Victoria Region

Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My constituency question is to the Minister for
Planning. In 2002 the developer Mirvac got planning
approval to build the Waverley Park housing estate in
Mulgrave. A condition of that approval was that the
powerlines go underground, but that has not happened
yet. The Premier made a very specific promise to
Waverley Park residents during last year’s election
campaign — to make sure that those powerlines go
underground. Many residents I spoke with while
doorknocking in that area last year mentioned the
powerlines issue. Now we learn that the Minister for
Planning has been sitting on the advisory panel report
since February while doing nothing about the
powerlines. I ask the minister: what is the government
doing to ensure that the 2002 planning rules are
complied with, and when will the independent report be
released to Waverley Park residents?

Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Sport. It
relates to the need for a new aquatic centre for
Traralgon. I acknowledge the commitment made by the
member for Morwell in the Assembly prior to the last
election — a $9 million commitment to build the new
Gippsland regional aquatic centre. After visiting the site
with some concerned local residents, the hardworking
councillor Dale Harriman from Latrobe City Council
and some officers from the council, I note that it is clear
that the pool is currently not up to standard. It needs
replacing. The Andrews government has said nothing
about this since coming to government. It is time it
matched the commitment made by Mr Northe and the
coalition government to enable this project to get off the
ground. The council has made a significant contribution
to the project. There is the $9 million that was on offer
from the state, and I call on the Labor government to
match that.

Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Health, and it relates to vacancies
on the board of Goulburn Valley Health. During 2015
four board members appointments expired. Only three
of those members — two male and one female —
applied for reappointment, providing the opportunity
for a 50-50 gender balance amongst these four
appointments through the reappointment of the three
and the adding of an additional female. Unfortunately
this did not happen. The minister chose to sack the two
males and reappoint the female together with one
additional female. This left two vacancies, and
unfortunately, due to the new female resigning at her
first meeting, the board then had three vacancies, one of
which the minister has since filled with a male.
Currently, the board still has two vacancies, and it does
our community a disservice not to have a fully
operational board, particularly as the hospital struggles
to meet service demands due to the much-needed
redevelopment and expansion of the hospital being
delayed by this government.
My question is: will the minister reappoint the two
sacked board members who would add both experience
and skills to the board, particularly in the human
relations and legal areas, so that Goulburn Valley
Health has a full and comprehensive board? Meeting a
gender quota is admirable but not at the expense of
experience and knowledge, and both of the sacked

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The question I wish to pose is for the attention of the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs, and it relates to
13 calls I have made for this government to roll out
some initiatives from the strengthening social cohesion
fund the government has established. I have bemoaned
the lack of progress on this, particularly in relation to
the government’s lack of action in places such as
Bendigo, which we saw as the flashpoint of left-wing
and right-wing extremists around the issues of the
building of a mosque.
The question that I want to ask is: in view of the fact
that the government has finally implemented the
Liberals’ social cohesion proposal for Bendigo, why
has the minister shunned the inclusion of opposition
members of Parliament, the Leader of the Opposition
and me as the shadow minister given the importance of
bipartisanship in this crucial area where a show of unity
is so important and where Helen Kapalos, the chair of
the Victorian Multicultural Commission, was in
attendance? It is absolutely inappropriate that there
ought to be party political posturing. This should be a
bipartisan action, supported by all political parties. Why
has the minister shunned the bipartisanship that
accompanies multicultural affairs on these difficult
issues?

TERRORISM (COMMUNITY PROTECTION) AMENDMENT BILL 2015
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Eastern Victoria Region
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My question today
is directed to the Minister for Families and Children in
relation to early childhood education. The president of a
rural kindergarten committee in my electorate has
spoken to me about her concerns regarding the
mismatch between the operational cost of running a
rural kinder and the funding allocated by government.
This lady spoke to me about the Labor government’s
early education state discussion paper which was
launched earlier this year, with submissions closing in
October. The government’s consultation sought the
views of professionals, parents, caregivers, academics
and experts. Despite working hard on a submission for
this paper, the kinder committee is worried that no real
positive changes will come from its submission and that
the paper really is just a talkfest. I ask the minister what
specific action will be taken following the release of the
early childhood consultation paper to address rural and
regional kindergartens’ concerns regarding ongoing
funding and viability.

TERRORISM (COMMUNITY
PROTECTION) AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Committed.
Committee
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Ms Pennicuik has previously circulated a number of
amendments, including proposed new clauses.
Clause 1
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — In
anticipation of the amendments that I have circulated
and will be moving this afternoon, I just want to say
that I have outlined in my contribution to the
second-reading debate the purposes of the amendments
and where they have come from. Because a week has
passed, I would like to just remind members.
There have been many reviews, including the statutory
review, which we have been referring to as the Jones
review, into the state Terrorism (Community
Protection) Act 2003. There have also been reviews at
the commonwealth level. Although in my
second-reading contribution I mentioned that the
statutory review conducted into the Victorian act would
have benefited from a bit more public exposure than it
had, I take no issue with the conduct of the review
itself. In fact it made a great many good
recommendations to improve the act, some of which
are taken up in this bill.
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It is worth saying that while everyone is concerned
about the threat of terrorism, reviews have also been
undertaken at the federal level, and in particular the
Council of Australian Governments review of
counterterrorism laws recommended that they be
repealed. The independent national security legislation
monitor also said that preventative detention orders are
not effective, not appropriate and not necessary and that
they duplicate existing provisions that are already in
place under the crimes acts in terms of the powers that
the police and intelligence agencies already have.
These acts around the country put in place very strong
powers. While the Victorian act does have some
minimal amelioration in terms of oversight of the
Supreme Court with regard to covert warrants and the
issuing of preventative detention orders, which I would
suggest is the minimum, it does not apply to the issuing
of special police powers. As I said, there are already
powers in existence throughout the states and in the
commonwealth in the existing criminal codes that can
be used. As I outlined in my contribution to the
second-reading debate, they are in fact needing to be
used rather than these particular powers, because the
various law enforcement agencies are finding the
existing powers more effective.
Some of the amendments that I will be moving today
mirror provisions that already exist in the federal
legislation and in other states and territories or have
been recommended by the statutory review, by the
Council of Australian Governments review or by
bodies such as the Law Institute of Victoria and Liberty
Victoria.
I have taken quite a bit of time to look at what has been
recommended by the other reviews and to look at the
Victorian and other acts in terms of where provisions
exist that do ameliorate or provide more oversight of
the provisions, in particular in the commonwealth act,
or where particular issues have been pointed out as
being not appropriate. These are the bases of the
recommendations, and I just wanted to put forward that
context in our discussion of clause 1.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I have a
question about clause 1(a). In terms of remote access to
electronic equipment — while I appreciate that is
probably a lot less intrusive than physical access and
physical searches — I am assuming this will lead to an
increase in covert search warrants. It will be a less
onerous option for the police and probably a better one,
but it is potentially concerning. I am wondering if the
minister can clarify what the limits are to the remote
electronic search. For example, can police access
passwords and then view a person’s various accounts,
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and if they did that, could they then send emails, for
example, using those accounts to then gather further
information?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I thank Ms Patten for her question, which
essentially is about whether police could be proactive
with the information gained in terms of going out to try
to entrap others by using that information. I am advised
that to get a covert search warrant, like any other
warrant, you have to get Supreme Court approval. In
terms of the question, the nature of the warrant that you
got would depend on whether police could take further
action. If they got a search warrant to access
information to further pursue connections in regard to
terrorist activity, then I think yes, but it would be in the
nature of what the search warrant was and it would be
overseen by the Supreme Court.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 4 agreed to.
Clause 5
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
amendment 1 goes to the question raised by Ms Patten
with regard to covert search warrants. I move:
1.

Clause 5, page 3, after line 6 insert—
‘(4) After section 9(1) of the Principal Act insert—
“(1A) The operation of electronic equipment by
way of remote entry under
subsection (1)(fa) does not include the
addition, deletion or alteration of data, or the
doing of anything that is likely to—
(a) materially interfere with, interrupt or
obstruct a communication in transit, or
the lawful use by other persons, of
electronic equipment unless the doing of
the thing is necessary to do one or more
of the things specified in the warrant; or
(b) cause any other material loss or damage
to other persons lawfully using
electronic equipment.”.’.

Previously covert search warrants basically meant
seizing or looking at people’s equipment while the
person was not present. The provision in the bill allows
covert surveillance of electronic equipment from a
remote location. In some ways you would say that is
what technology allows for now. As Ms Patten said, it
is probably in some ways safer for law enforcement
agencies to be doing that rather than going into a
premises. However, it raises three questions. One is the
existing powers that intelligence agencies already have
with regard to this power; secondly, because remote
covert surveillance is easier, it does sometimes mean

Tuesday, 8 December 2015

that the powers are used more often; and thirdly, of
course, innocent people can be caught up under these
types of powers. We always need to be judging against
that measure whilst balancing the need to be monitoring
the activities of those who may be planning terrorist
activities. Of course, as I have said, laws already exist
enabling us to do that.
The particular question my amendment goes to is to
provide some extra protection with regard to the use of
those covert search warrants by adding new
section 9(1A) into the act, which would read:
The operation of electronic equipment by way of remote
entry under subsection (1)(fa) does not include the addition,
deletion or alteration of data, or the doing of anything that is
likely to—
(a) materially interfere with, interrupt or obstruct a
communication in transit, or the lawful use by other
persons, of electronic equipment unless the doing of the
thing is necessary to do one or more of the things
specified in the warrant; or
(b) cause any other material loss or damage to other persons
lawfully using electronic equipment.

As I mentioned earlier, this is not something I just made
up; it is a provision that exists in similar federal and
New South Wales legislation. It would prevent
anything from occurring except what the warrant is
issued for, which is basically looking at the information
to see what is there rather than seeing whether
communications of a certain type are occurring
et cetera, and would not actually interfere with the
communications, particularly, as my amendment says,
in terms of the lawful use of the electronic equipment
by the owners or other people who use that equipment.
Given the context I outlined before, this is an extra
protection that could be added to the monitoring
legislation under existing provisions.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — In response to the amendment, I will begin
by briefly acknowledging that these are always difficult
issues in terms of civil liberties, the rights of individuals
et cetera. I know the Greens are concerned, as many
people are on all sides of politics, about getting the
balance right. We would be a poorer community if we
did not have strong advocates on all sides of debates
like this in terms of those seeking to strengthen
enforcement measures, those seeking perhaps more
punitive measures and those seeking civil liberties from
their viewpoint.
However, in this regard the government will not be
supporting the Greens amendment, because essentially
the nature of a preventative detention order (PDO) is
that it is only put in place where police allege and have
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good evidence or a strong belief that an individual is
engaged in planning or other preparatory work allied to
an imminent terrorist threat. We have recently seen
some incredibly horrendous terrorist activity in France
and Mali. In regard to where we are in this debate, it is
the government’s belief that we need to strengthen the
capacity of our police to protect the rights and safety of
innocent members of the public when it comes to
increasing terrorist activity and those seeking to
implement terrorist atrocities.
In regard to the specific amendment that has been
moved, it is the government’s view — and in some
ways Ms Pennicuik said this — that it is not necessary.
There is nothing in the provisions that authorises any
addition, deletion or alteration of data during a remote
search. The provision proposed by the government in
clause 5(3) authorises police to remotely operate
equipment only for the purposes of copying, printing or
otherwise recording information held in an accessible
form on that equipment. The search provisions are
explicit and do not authorise the police to do other than
that detailed in clause 5(3).
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — After
looking at this, I support the amendment
Ms Pennicuik’s has moved. I appreciate that the police
need these powers; I understand that and I am very
supportive of that. I do think the term ‘operate’ in this
context is quite broad and could be extended. I think
Ms Pennicuik’s amendment does define it better while
still enabling the police, through the warrant process, to
add additional activity to it. But I feel this does provide
a safety net.

Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 6
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Dunn, Ms
Hartland, Ms (Teller)

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — What
the minister says has validity, and what I am saying has
validity too. I was very careful with this amendment to
use a provision that exists at the federal level. It will not
prevent anything that is in this bill from happening. It
just adds more clarity to the powers.

Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms
Springle, Ms

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

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

Amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to; clause 6 agreed to.
Clause 7
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I call on
Ms Pennicuik to move her amendment 2. I consider this
amendment a test for Ms Pennicuik’s amendment 6.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
move:
2.

Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — In terms of the ability to operate broadly,
recently we read in the paper of new forms of
propaganda and planning for terrorist activity based on
specialised apps and other equipment. It is a very
difficult job for any government and any jurisdiction
around the world to keep up with the intricacies and the
determination of terrorist organisations to plan covertly
and then implement terrorist acts. Quite frankly, we
have to be nimble in doing this; otherwise the
consequences would be horrific.
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Clause 7, after line 20 insert—
“( ) Section 13F(6) of the Principal Act is repealed.”.

This is a simple amendment, and is basically
consequential to the new clause to follow clause 10.
This is with regard to a person who is being detained
under a preventative detention order who is not a
person who has been arrested or charged with anything.
In terms of their representation by legal counsel, the
default position under the bill is that those
conversations between the person who is being held
under a PDO and their legal representative are
automatically monitored by a member of the police
force. Concerns have been raised about this,
particularly by the Law Institute of Victoria and Liberty
Victoria, those sorts of organisations, with regard to
legal professional privilege.
My amendment would basically restore what would
normally be the case — that a person’s conversations
with their legal representative would not be monitored,
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but understanding that there may be exceptional
circumstances. The amendment that I am putting
forward would allow the court to vary that when the
application for the preventative detention order is
applied for. The amendment would be such that the
person would not be monitored unless an order is made
by the court on the application of a police officer.

As you indicated, Deputy President, a later amendment
is related to this one, and we believe amendment 6
creates unnecessary procedural hurdles for the police to
satisfy in circumstances where they are attempting to
prevent an imminent threat. Of course that is what a
PDO is about, an imminent threat of harm to the
community from a suspected terrorist threat.

Exercising authority under a preventative detention
order, a court may make an order that the contact
referred to may take place only if it is conducted in such
a way that the contact and the content and meaning of
the communication that takes place during the contact
can be effectively monitored by a police officer
exercising authority under the order. The court may
only make an order to that effect if it is satisfied that
there are reasonable grounds for the belief that any of
the following things may occur without the monitoring
contact: interference with or harm to evidence of, or
relating to, a serious offence; interference with or
physical harm to a person; the alerting of a person who
is suspected of having committed a serious offence but
who has not been arrested for that offence; interference
with the gathering of information about the
commission, preparation or instigation of a terrorist act;
greater difficulty preventing a terrorist act because a
person is alerted; and greater difficulty securing a
person’s apprehension for a terrorist act because a
person is alerted. The court could allow for the
monitoring if it were satisfied those circumstances
applied. It would be practically quite efficient, because
it would mean that the police officer making the
application would also make this particular application.

Committee divided on amendment:

I think that protects what is the case in any other
situation where someone is arrested, and remember that
the person under a preventative detention order has not
been arrested or charged with any crime. A person who
has been arrested and charged with a crime does have
the opportunity to meet with their legal representative
without it being monitored. It may also mean that the
person is more forthcoming than they may well be if
they are monitored, so that could be an added benefit of
this amendment.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — As I said earlier, the government will not be
supporting this amendment. Essentially we consider
that the Supreme Court can already consider whether it
is appropriate to give a direction that such
communication is not monitored. It is perhaps a bit the
reverse of what is being asked here. The government is
of the view that this is an appropriate safeguard, so it
does not see any need to repeal section 13F(6) at this
time.

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

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

Noes, 34
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 (Teller)
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Herbert, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lovell, Ms

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

Amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to; clauses 8 and 9 agreed to.
Clause 10
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
move:
3.

Clause 10, after line 21 insert—
‘(3) After section 13W(10) of the Principal Act
insert—
“(11) A person detained under a preventative
detention order in a prison must not be held
with a person convicted of a criminal
offence.”.’.

This amendment to clause 10 inserts after
section 13W(10) of the principal act a new
subsection (11), such that a person detained under a
preventative detention order in a prison must not be
held with a person convicted of a criminal offence.
I have a following amendment, amendment 5, and I
would like to speak to these two amendments together
because they relate to each other. Amendment 5
proposes inserting a new clause to follow clause 10 to
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provide an arrangement for a detainee to be held in a
youth justice facility. After section 13WA(9) of the
principal act the new clause would insert
new subsection (10), such that a person detained under
a preventative detention order in a youth justice facility
must not be held with a person convicted of a criminal
offence. The reason for these particular amendments is
that many concerns have been raised both within the
legal fraternity and by people who deal particularly
with young persons held in youth justice facilities.
While I am addressing both amendments, probably the
most important one relates to the youth justice facility.
Under the act people over the age of 16 can be held
under preventative detention orders, and there is a
concern that persons, particularly adults, can even be
held in a prison under a preventative detention order
rather than in a police jail. For young persons over the
age of 16 and up to the age of 20 who are held under a
preventative detention order and have not been charged
or arrested it is very important that they not be held
with convicted criminals but in a separate facility.
There is nothing in the act that sets out a provision for a
separate facility or arrangement away from the prison
system, so that is what these two amendments seek to
have inserted into the act so that persons held under
these provisions are not in contact with people
convicted of crimes, and in particular serious crimes,
because in many cases these persons will be found to
have not done anything; they will not be arrested or
charged with any crime.
These are preventative provisions and are issues that
have been raised with us in discussions with Liberty
Victoria and the Law Institute of Victoria. In fact the
law institute in its submission on the original legislation
made a comment that to do so was against international
law.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — The government will not be supporting this
amendment. We do not believe it is practical or
workable, to be honest. I recognise the concern for
young people in detention; whether it is under a PDO or
anything else, it is always a concern. However, we
believe persons subject to a PDO in prison must be
managed in accordance with the principal act — that is,
the person subject to detention must be treated
humanely and with dignity, whether they are in a youth
detention centre or in a prison, and in accordance with
the relevant provisions of the Corrections Act 1986.
It is fair to say that a person subject to a PDO is already
subject to provisions that limit their contact with other
persons. Section 13ZC restricts contact with other
people other than in accordance with the act, which
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allows in appropriate circumstances a person to have
contact with family, a legal representative or the
Ombudsman. We consider that authorities, whether it
be in a youth detention area or in a prison, must have
the flexibility to ensure the good order and management
of that prison. Placing constraints of this sort of nature
as outlined in this amendment would not be practicable
for authorities in prisons or youth detention facilities in
all circumstances — it may in some, but certainly not in
all.
We believe the authorities in charge of these centres
must have the flexibility to place detainees as
appropriate for the good order and security of that
facility, and consequently we will not be supporting
either amendment.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — This
amendment went to the issue of the safeguards under
the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 with regard
to young persons held in detention who are either
charged or convicted of a crime. So they are different to
young people who have not been either charged or
convicted of a crime.
In my contribution to the second-reading debate I raised
some deficiencies. What the minister said about people
being treated humanely and with dignity applies to all
prisoners and people in detention, particularly those
held in youth justice facilities. Some issues have been
raised by the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee with regard to some deficiencies in the act.
Parts of the Children, Youth and Families Act are
exempt under the act, in particular section 493. In my
second-reading contribution I also raised the fact that
the committee mistakenly referred to the wrong
provisions. It is particularly section 493 that should
apply.
I know the government is going to be considering
bringing in more amendments that flow from the
statutory review, so I ask that the government look
carefully at the provisions in the Children, Youth and
Families Act that apply to young people on PDOs,
because there are some gaps there and this is one of
them. The minister is saying, ‘It might not be practical
or possible’, but given that very few PDOs have ever
been granted or used I find that a little difficult to agree
with.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I thank Ms Pennicuik. I do not have a lot
more to offer in terms of my contribution. Once again I
say that PDOs only apply when police believe that there
is an imminent threat or a planned imminent threat of a
terrorist act.
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In regard to the review I am sure the issues identified in
terms of the Children, Youth and Families Act will be
taken into account. I am sure Ms Pennicuik will make
her contribution to that review process when it happens.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
regard amendments 3 and 5 to be related, as we have
discussed, so amendment 3 would be a test for
amendment 5. It is basically the same issue.
Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 7
Barber, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr (Teller)
Dunn, Ms
Hartland, Ms

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

Noes, 33
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Crozier, Ms
Dalidakis, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Drum, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Herbert, Mr (Teller)
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Melhem, Mr

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

Amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to; clause 11 postponed.
New clause C
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
move:
7.

Insert the following New Clause to follow clause 10—
‘C Annual report
In section 13ZR(2) of the Principal Act—
(a) in paragraph (f), for “made.” substitute
“made;”;
(b) after paragraph (f) insert—
“(g) the number of persons in relation to
whom a preventative detention order
was made who were 16, 17 or 18 years
of age at the time the order was made;
(h) the number of persons other than
Australian citizens in relation to whom a
preventative detention order was made;
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(i)

the number of persons in relation to
whom a preventative detention order
was made who, at the end of the period
for which the person was detained under
the order, were arrested.”.’.

This amendment relates to the annual report under
section 13ZR(2) of the principal act. It aims to insert
three paragraphs to include more information in the
annual report. In particular, under new paragraph (g)
the number of young persons or minors who have been
the subject of a preventative detention order would be
included in the annual report. This amendment seeks
increased transparency with regard to the use of
preventative detention orders. There are already six
other categories for which the annual report must
include information under the act.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — The government wants to put on the record
that there are very few pieces of legislation that are
subjected to the type of rigorous examination under the
principal act that this one was. We believe the proposed
amendments are unnecessary in the context of the very
substantial existing reporting requirements and
significant statutory review provisions included in the
act. I will not go through them all, but there is a raft of
major indices in the annual report. On top of that, there
are annual reporting requirements in the act in relation
to covert search warrants that are quite substantial. We
believe these substantial reporting requirements are
perfectly appropriate, and we will not be supporting the
Greens amendment.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I hear
the minister’s answer. I am surprised that the
government will not accept this amendment, because it
follows on from the provisions that are already in
section 13ZR(2) of the principal act. The section
provides what the report should contain, including the
number of preventative detention orders made by the
court; whether a person was taken into custody or
detained under those orders — sometimes orders are
made and never executed and that is how we know that
several orders have been made but never executed; the
number of persons in relation to whom a PDO was
made who were charged; any complaints made to the
Ombudsman; any complaints made to the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission, although
my copy says to the director of police integrity under
the Police Integrity Act 2008; and any investigations by
IBAC.
It also includes the number of prohibited contact orders
made and the number of preventative detention orders
that a court has found to be invalid, which would
include the number of people who are minors, the
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number of people who are not Australian citizens and
the number of people who are subsequently arrested. It
is all in keeping with what is in the act, but it adds a bit
more transparency and understanding for the
community as to how the particular PDOs are being
ordered. The amendments being put forward are not
outside the scope of the provisions of the act.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — The government is always happy to surprise
Ms Pennicuik. We are a surprising government. I repeat
that we believe those additional measures are not
warranted and that there are huge numbers of reporting
details in the legislation that are appropriate and
adequate for a bill of this seriousness.
Committee divided on new clause:
Ayes, 7
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Dunn, Ms (Teller)
Hartland, Ms

Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms
Springle, Ms

Noes, 33
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Crozier, Ms
Dalidakis, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Drum, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr (Teller)
Fitzherbert, Ms
Herbert, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr (Teller)
Lovell, Ms
Melhem, Mr

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

New clause negatived.
New clause D
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
move:
8.

Insert the following New Clause to follow clause 10—
‘D Sunset provision
(1) In section 13ZV(1) of the Principal Act, for
“at the end of 10 years after the day on which
section 4 of the Terrorism (Community
Protection) (Amendment) Act 2005 comes
into operation” substitute “on 31 December
2018”.
(2) In section 13ZV(2) of the Principal Act, for
“the end of 10 years after the day on which
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section 4 of the Terrorism (Community
Protection) (Amendment) Act 2005 comes
into operation” substitute “31 December
2018”.’.

In effect, this amendment adds a new sunset provision
that would apply to PDOs. Under the bill clause 11,
which was postponed, would repeal section 13ZV, a
sunset provision on preventative detention orders. As I
mentioned during the second-reading debate,
preventative detention orders is a live issue. The
Council of Australian Governments review
recommended that these orders be repealed in the
commonwealth act and in the various state and territory
acts.
I also want to mention that a new sunset provision on
preventative detention orders has been included in the
commonwealth act and this has been extended to
September 2018. I have taken my lead from that act and
used 31 December 2018 in my proposed amendment,
which would take effect three months after the sunset
provision in the commonwealth act. This would keep us
in line with what is happening at the commonwealth
level.
The Greens believe it is important to keep the sunset
provision on preventative detention orders in place and
also that a review of those orders should take place
prior to the sunset provision coming into effect.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I recognise that Ms Pennicuik’s proposed
amendment is intended to come into line with the
sunset provision in part 5.3 of the Commonwealth
Criminal Code. However, the government does not
think that date is appropriate. It is not likely that the
commonwealth will simply allow PDOs to cease being
in force in 2018 without a review, and if the
commonwealth government amends its act to extend
the PDO provision, Victoria will be required to make
similar amendments.
There is no proposal to amend clause 14 of the bill,
which requires a review of the principal act to be
undertaken by 31 December 2020, and we do not think
it is useful to have a review after the passing of the
sunset provisions and their proposed amendments. The
government believes that the sunset provision of
1 December 2021, which applies to the entire principal
act, is appropriate as it applies after a complete review
has occurred.
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Committee divided on new clause:
Ayes, 6
Barber, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Hartland, Ms (Teller)

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

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

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

New clause negatived.
Postponed clause 11 agreed to; clause 12 agreed to.
New clauses E and F
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
move:
9.

Insert the following New Clauses to follow clause 12—
‘E

Authorisation of special powers to protect
essential services from a terrorist act

(1) For section 21F(1) of the Principal Act
substitute—
“(1) The Supreme Court, on the application of the
Chief Commissioner of Police, may make an
order authorising the exercise of special
powers conferred by this Part.”.
(2) In section 21F(2) of the Principal Act, for “relevant
Minister may only recommend the making of an
Order” substitute “Supreme Court may only make
an order”.
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(1) The Governor in Council may, on the recommendation
of the relevant Minister made with the approval of the
Premier and in accordance with the advice of the Chief
Commissioner, by Order published in the Government
Gazette give an authorisation for the exercise of special
powers conferred by this Part.

And it goes on with other provisions. While I fully
understand the need to perhaps declare areas around
essential services as needing to be protected, I would
like to see that authorisation in keeping with the rest of
the act — that is, overseen by the Supreme Court —
such that new section 21F(1) would read:
The Supreme Court, on the application of the Chief
Commissioner of Police, may make an order authorising the
exercise of special powers conferred by this Part.

New clause E also provides:
(2) In section 21F(2) of the Principal Act, for “relevant
Minister may only recommend the making of an Order”
substitute “Supreme Court may only make an order”.

The other provision to be inserted is that the
authorisation is for 60 days and can be repeatedly
applied for. As I pointed out in my contribution to the
second-reading debate, in other acts around the country
these declarations of areas around special powers last
for between 7 and 28 days. Under the Victorian act it
lasts for a year.
The other concern is that the declaration is to be made
by the executive government rather than by the court on
the application of the police, which should be the
proper way for any orders being made for declarations
of areas for police to exercise special powers. In my
contribution to the second-reading debate I made the
point that this would be in keeping with the rest of the
act, when the Supreme Court issues preventative
detention orders and also oversees the issuing of covert
search warrants. I think that the issuing of any of these
orders or warrants under the act should be overseen by
the Supreme Court for consistency and that the
executive government should not be declaring areas for
police activity. It is best that there is a separation of
powers between the executive and the police overseen
by the courts.

(3) Section 21F(4) of the Principal Act is repealed.
F

Duration of authorisation
In section 21I(3) of the Principal Act, for “the first
anniversary of” substitute “60 days after”.’.

These are new clauses to follow clause 12 that insert a
new section 21F into the principal act. Currently the
authorisation of special powers to protect essential
services from a terrorist act reads:

Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — The government will not be supporting the
amendment as it believes it lessens the powers of the
chief commissioner to seek urgent authorisation of the
Governor in Council to protect essential services from
an imminent terrorist attack. It is absolutely vital that
we have the capacity for quick action to protect the
essential services. As we know worldwide, essential
services are often the target of terrorists in terms of
disruptive activities to the governments and
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communities they seek to damage for their own
political and ideological purposes.
Essentially the Greens new clauses would be such that
approval would be sought from the Supreme Court as
opposed to what is in the act, which is that the chief
commissioner would seek approval from the minister to
enact extra powers to protect those essential services if
he or she believes an imminent attack is to occur. We
think that is appropriate. We think it recognises the
speed with which the police may need to act in terms of
protecting the essential services, and we think the
Greens new clauses would unduly hinder those efforts
under those types of imminent terrorist attack
circumstances.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — It is
possible for the Supreme Court to act very quickly as
well, just as quickly as seeking permission from the
minister, the Governor in Council and the Premier. I do
not agree with the minister’s explanation. The court can
act very quickly when needs be.
Committee divided on new clauses:
Ayes, 6
Barber, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Hartland, Ms (Teller)

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

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

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

New clauses negatived.
Clauses 13 to 16 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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EDUCATION LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (TAFE AND UNIVERSITY
GOVERNANCE REFORM) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 November; motion of
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and Skills).
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — It is with much
joy that I get the opportunity to contribute to debate on
the Education Legislation Amendment (TAFE and
University Governance Reform) Bill 2015. I would like
to acknowledge the work done on this bill by Steph
Ryan, the member for Euroa in the other place, as the
shadow minister for training, skills and apprenticeships.
Right from the outset the coalition will be very clear
that it is going to oppose this bill. Primarily we see this
as a retrograde piece of legislation that has been
brought in by the government as a bit of a payback for a
range of friendly relationships that seemed to take place
between TAFE boards and the government of the day.
Be that as it may, when in opposition Labor members
flagged they were going to bring about these changes
should they win the last election, and now they have the
opportunity to do so and are bringing forward these
amendments.
These changes are relatively simple. This bill amends
the Education and Training Reform Act 2006 in
relation to the constitution of the boards of universities
and TAFE colleges, it amends various university acts in
relation to the constitution of councils of universities
and it makes a number of minor amendments to those
acts as well. This bill changes the way in which TAFE
board members are appointed. It will have an aspect of
determining how people on TAFE boards are removed
or suspended. It also provides for the electing of a chair
of these boards. Under this arrangement the minister
will have the right to appoint half the members of a
board, and he will be able to remove or suspend the
chair of each of these boards, although it is mentioned
in the legislation that this will only be in exceptional
circumstances.
The bill creates a couple of new categories. One will be
an as-of-right elected staff position, which will exist at
each of the TAFE institutes. The CEO will have an
as-of-right position with full voting rights on a board of
a TAFE. This bill is also going to increase the
minimum number of TAFE board members from 9 to
10. The minimum size of a university council will be
increased from 11 to 13 members.
Just to go back to the TAFEs, the bill will provide for at
least half of the directors to be appointed by the
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minister, apart from those elected from staff and the
person appointed to the CEO’s position, and the
remaining directors will be appointed by the board as a
coopting process. This is slightly different from the way
in which it was done previously, where the minister
would appoint a number of people, who would then set
about coopting the other members back onto the board.
The biggest change here is to the whole concept of a
skills-based board. That is where we certainly have
some issues with this bill and the fact that the
government is moving right away and absolutely
distancing itself from requiring people to have
particular skill sets in order to take their place on these
boards or councils.
I would like also to acknowledge the fact that this bill
somewhat harks back to the future. The government is
now taking the legislation on board governance back to
where it was previously. During 2012 the coalition
made a series of changes that, in terms of better
governance, were in fact welcomed by the
Auditor-General in his report on this particular issue. I
would like to just refer to what the Auditor-General
said about the coalition’s changes in 2012. He said
these improvements were a part of a suite of measures
designed to improve the accountability and the
oversight of the TAFE institutes. We were happy to
have that issue acknowledged by the Auditor-General.
We now have a situation where the government is
moving away from that skills-based model and
enabling staff members to be moved back onto TAFE
boards and university councils. There will be no
prerequisite skills; the only requirement is that they be
publicly elected.
Another aspect of the change which causes real concern
is that there will be no clear guidelines around what will
constitute conflict of interest. If we are going to have
CEOs of TAFE colleges taking their place on boards, it
raises a whole range of problems and potential
problems associated with conflict of interest. In my
short time of having a close relationship with the
Bendigo TAFE I have seen a number of CEOs come
and go, with some having a range of issues of conflict
with the board; in some instances I have known of other
TAFEs where there has been a real issue about
transparency between the CEO, the financial situation
of that particular TAFE college and also the board’s
ability to truly understand the full financial situation of
that TAFE college.
We are certainly not convinced that it is the way to go
to return to having members with full voting rights
being able to be the CEO, with the ability to prepare a
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certain picture for the other members of the board. In
fact we are steadfastly convinced that is the wrong way
to go.
There are a range of issues, such as student contact
hours and enterprise bargaining agreements, where it is
the CEO’s job to potentially go in and argue to the
board that it should take a totally different tack, because
there may be other issues or other angles from which to
argue, and the CEO has responsibilities as the manager
of the institute as well. This also raises the question of
whether the CEO and staff members are best positioned
to sit on boards and make incredibly tough decisions
affecting other staff members. This is again something
that we have been through. We have seen many
colleges, and my home college of Bendigo is one, that
have been through a very tough time, and Bendigo will
continue to face a whole range of very tough challenges
if it is going to force its way through to a point where it
can become commercially viable and competitive in the
private market that the Labor Party set up in 2008–09.
It is certainly of real concern to us that we are now
going back to that situation when we have already
made headway in trying to clean up the governance,
neutralise the politics and ensure that the very best
people in each of the regions are in a position to accept
positions on the board — nothing to do with politics,
nothing to do with staff, students and the like, but
simply by being the best people for the job.
It is also worth recapping that these changes that have
caused so much angst within the TAFE sector were
very clearly put in place back in 2008–09, when the
member for Bendigo East in the other place, Jacinta
Allan, was the minister. She led the push from within
the Labor Party at the time for a demand-driven model.
They were very proud of it at the time, using terms like
‘far-reaching reforms’ that would link funding for
training within the TAFE colleges to enrolments, so
that anybody who wanted to enrol would be able to
enrol, provided they were stepping up in the category of
training courses. This was the framework that was put
in place by Jacinta Allan. I think the current Minister
for Training and Skills, Steve Herbert, was
parliamentary secretary at the time.
There were only two things that were not put in place.
Firstly, there was no decent monitoring system to check
on the number of enrolments to see whether or not the
enrolments were in the courses that were in areas of
need or in demand in the system or whether somebody
simply took an opportunity to offer a particular course.
Secondly, no money was put in place for these changes.
What we saw when we came to government was that
the $850 million that was budgeted for under the

EDUCATION LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (TAFE AND UNIVERSITY GOVERNANCE REFORM) BILL 2015
Tuesday, 8 December 2015

COUNCIL

previous government in 2010 had in fact blown out to
well over $1.2 billion — close to $1.3 billion was the
actual cost of training in that particular year.
We all know the history. We all know what happened
then. The then Minister for Higher Education and
Skills, Mr Hall, had to bring the training budget back
from $1.3 billion to $1.2 billion, and it has been there
ever since. After four years of coalition government and
another year now of Labor Party government the
training budget is still $1.2 billion.
It is also worth noting what the Auditor-General said
about that system at the time when he commented on
the Labor Party’s setting up of this contestable model.
He said:
The new contestable model of vocational education and
training provision requires TAFE institutes to combine
private sector behaviour, such as entrepreneurial pursuits,
with public sector requirements for accountability.

That quote sums it all up, because quite simply that was
what needed to happen, but that is not what happened.
The statement covers a range of issues. Firstly, many
TAFE colleges were not able to act in an
entrepreneurial fashion. It can also be said that a lot of
registered training organisations (RTOs) in the private
sector were not able to act within public sector
requirements of accountability. In many instances we
ended up with the worst of both worlds, where TAFE
colleges were stuck with a total lack of entrepreneurial
actions and behaviours and RTOs were acting totally
outside the standard of accountability we expect from
the public sector.
The coalition has serious concerns about this bill. I have
spoken enough about the history; we are in the situation
we are in now. We understand that the government
went to the election saying it would in fact undo the
changes that we put in place, and it is now doing that
here. That is why the coalition is not going to try to
amend anything. We are not going to try to convince
anybody about this. We simply do not agree with it. We
do not believe the government should be walking away
from skills-based boards or skills-based university
councils. We believe the government should be sticking
to what we have in place at the moment.
I note an article in the Australian of 24 April written by
Andrew Trounson. Under the heading ‘Victorian unis
criticise council tinkering, saying elected reps are
unnecessary’, the first paragraph states:
Victoria’s universities have criticised the state government’s
plan to restore elected student and staff representatives on
university councils, arguing it is unnecessary interference.
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The article goes on to say why it should not be
happening.
It is worrying to the coalition that the concept of having
a skills-based filter on these appointments has also been
rejected by the government. I cannot quite understand
why any government would move away from a
skills-based approach to any board, let alone the boards
of our TAFEs. As MPs we sit down and talk to our
TAFEs. We understand the issues that many of them
are going through. We understand the versatility and
flexibility of many RTOs and the situations they
operate in, and how they were responsive to the market
sector at the time. It is much more difficult for TAFEs
now, and even more difficult for universities. These are
some of the challenges that are now facing our TAFE
colleges around the state, and it is a real concern.
To think that really good or even great teachers are
going to have the skill sets to make a difference with so
many of these commercial viability issues seems an
absolute nonsense. Mixing up the skills — the ability to
be a great teacher with the ability of being able to run a
TAFE — seems absolutely ludicrous. To consider that
this bill is in some way or other restoring democracy or
good governance is something I cannot quite
understand.
There are a range of challenges and problems for the
TAFE sector and universities. In this instance the TAFE
sector has been put into the position of having to
compete in a totally open market, a situation put in
place by the Labor Party. I am sure we have a minister
who is committed to trying to do the best he can with
this sector, but we have a range of problems. TAFE
enrolments are down this year, and there is a series of
challenges for everybody connected with this sector.
Moving away from a skills-based approach to fill up
universities with people who have to be elected out of
the student base — and for TAFEs, the CEO and the
staff — seems to not make a lot of sense at all.
I would like to mention Peter Hall, a former member of
this place and minister responsible for the tertiary
education and training portfolio in the early term of the
last government. Apart from anything, Peter Hall was a
colleague and a good friend of mine. I know the
amount of work Minister Hall did in putting in people
he considered to be the best available for the respective
boards. I know how devoid of politics these
appointments were. Minister Hall was incredibly
straight when it came to finding the people the board
was requesting. Generally speaking the board would
request two or three types of skills that were needed.
The board would do an enormous amount of work in
trying to source people with those skills, and Minister
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Hall would do an awful lot of work to check that these
people were good enough to fulfil the roles in TAFEs,
understanding that it was a very important job to run
these training and learning institutions the way we all
wanted them to be run.
It seems that those days are over. I note the words of
Ms Ryan, the member for Euroa in the lower house. In
her contribution to the second-reading debate she said
the bill was a return to politics in learning institutions.
At least half, if not more, of every TAFE board will be
a ministerial appointment. Staff and student
representatives will again be put back onto the boards
of universities, a move that the universities are saying
should not happen.
It is an interesting situation. We regret that the
government is moving in this direction. However, we
understand that it is the government’s prerogative to do
so. Labor said it would go down this path, and it has
now introduced this bill into the Parliament. No doubt
the Greens will support the bill, and therefore the
government, with the help of the Sex Party, will most
likely get its way. We think that on the sheer
pragmatics of moving away from a skills-based board
and moving back to what will end up being union
representation on the boards is going to be difficult in
what is a troubled sector for whichever government
happens to be in power in this state.
There is a real challenge ahead, and it is disappointing
that the government is moving away from having on
these boards the very best people who can do this work,
and moving to people who have an interest, and it
might be a personal interest, in how the final outcome
of these boards is determined. With those few words
the opposition will oppose this legislation. Knowing
that the government of the day indicated it was always
going to do this and is doing this, we accept that but we
will not be voting for this legislation.
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
make a very brief contribution to the debate on the
Education Legislation Amendment (TAFE and
University Governance Reform) Bill 2015. This bill is
very important as it seeks to instil governance, and
effective representation of students and staff at
universities and TAFEs across the state. The Andrews
Labor government is delivering on its key election
commitment to restore student and staff representation
on university and TAFE councils and boards. This bill
is just another example of our government getting on
with it and implementing the commitments we made to
Victorians at the last election.
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The legislation amends the Education and Training
Reform Act 2006 to ensure that there is at least one
elected student and one elected member of staff on
every university council and at least one elected staff
member on every TAFE board, along with the CEO.
Having this representation is essential in ensuring that
students and staff have input into important decisions
and the decision-making process that precedes them.
Unlike the previous government, our government has
made education in this state a priority. Under the former
Liberal-Nationals government, a total of $1.2 billion
was savagely cut from TAFEs, which had a devastating
impact on training in Victoria. The fallout from the
coalition TAFE cuts continue to be felt. Between 2011
and 2014 total state government contributions to the
TAFE sector declined from $733 million to
$468 million, a fall of 36 per cent. After its election
victory the Andrews Labor government immediately
started the job of saving our TAFE system and
rebuilding it after the damage done to it by the previous
Liberal-Nationals government.
The Andrews Labor government allocated $320 million
for the TAFE Rescue Fund to strengthen TAFE
institutes by reopening closed campuses, upgrading
buildings, workshops and labs, and providing
much-needed support that had been ripped away from
TAFE by the previous government. The TAFE Rescue
Fund started flowing to TAFEs in need with an
immediate cash injection of $20 million provided to
TAFEs in severe financial distress. We also created the
TAFE Back to Work Fund, totalling $50 million. This
fund aims to support TAFEs to build capability and
partnerships with businesses and industry, including
those in the six growth sectors identified by the Back to
Work plan. The fund will allow the TAFE sector to
better meet the training needs of businesses hiring
unemployed youth, the long-term unemployed and
retrenched workers as part of the Back to Work
scheme.
This bill is just another example of this government’s
continued and ongoing commitment to education and
TAFE in Victoria. I commend the bill to the house and
wish it a speedy passage.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
also wish to speak briefly on the Education Legislation
Amendment (TAFE and University Governance
Reform) Bill 2015. I endorse Mr Drum’s comments as
well as the work undertaken by the shadow minister for
the portfolio, Steph Ryan, the member for Euroa in the
Assembly.
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Before making some comments on this bill — and this
is turning the clock back — I want to expose a myth
that Labor constantly espouses, and that is that
education is its no. 1 priority. Labor is very good with
the words, but funding and its track record prove
otherwise. Every time Labor is in office it leaves a
legacy of crumbling schools because it does not
allocate sufficient funds for maintenance and capital
works. Having been a member of the lower house and
the upper house, and as a former schoolteacher and
English faculty head, this has been the bane of my life,
because I believe educators should be focusing on
education and not maintaining buildings or running
fundraisers in order to pay for basic works. That is why,
as a member of the lower house, I campaigned hard to
make sure that schools and their maintenance needs
were regularly audited and would be able to be assessed
for funding based on their relative needs.
Schools are not selfish organisations. All they want to
know is that their legitimate needs are going to be fairly
and objectively compared to those of others and when
they are likely to come in for funding. The Labor Party
has never supported audits. We set up a system called
the physical resources management system, known as
PRMS, which enabled schools to be ranked on a 0 to 5
scale and for there to be an orderly annual program of
school maintenance. The very first thing that Labor did
when it got into office back in 1999, following the
Kennett regime and with the support of the so-called
Independents, was to dismantle the PRMS.
Subsequently, school communities, school councils and
school principals had to kowtow to the powers that be
and kiss the backsides of the minister in order to have
their legitimate needs for school maintenance
addressed.
That is a culture that ought not exist. In the 21st century
school communities should be treated decently, fairly
and without favouritism. It should not be that a school
is in a Labor heartland, a Liberal heartland or a
marginal seat and that how they access funding is
determined by their electoral sensitivity. I was
astonished to hear, after four years of a
Liberal-Nationals government under, first of all, Ted
Baillieu and then Denis Napthine, Labor MP after
Labor MP standing up bemoaning the funding of
education and the fact that school buildings had
crumbled and collapsed. I am not sure how that
happens within a period of four years.
When we left office back in 1999 we had wiped out the
school maintenance backlog that we inherited in 1992.
Yet again we made significant inroads. I forecast that
there will be a substantial backlog of school
maintenance left behind by this Labor government. A
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Liberal-Nationals government is the one government
that always better looks after facilities.
What the Labor Party does is force schools to merge or
amalgamate under all sorts of processes and guises.
Now we hear that 10 surplus sites are going to be
flogged off, when indeed there is a densification of
population, especially in inner and middle suburbs, and
there is a need for more schools. Ms Springle has raised
this issue in relation to the Keysborough area, as I have,
where the local schools are chock-a-block full. Dingley
Primary School and Kingswood Primary School in my
local area are having their valuable ground space taken
up by more portables to accommodate the growth as a
result of schools having been closed, and those sites are
more than likely to be flogged off.
Ironically, all of the schools in which I have taught —
each and every one of them — has subsequently been
closed by a Labor government. I taught at Merrilands
High School; that was closed. I taught at Cleeland
Secondary College; that was merged with Dandenong
High School. I taught at the Hallam campus of
Eumemmerring College; first of all they developed a
multicampus, a bigger than Ben Hur configuration
which was never, ever going to work — and it did not.
Mr Herbert — They have got a great trade training
centre there now.
Mrs PEULICH — I have visited Hallam, and I am
very keen to see a good quality of education being
accessed by students, no matter where they are or what
their backgrounds. I look at myself. I came here as a
migrant. My father was well educated, my mother was
not, and they saw education as absolutely the most
important thing in a person’s life. I must confess that I
share that value. I think it is an important,
transformational opportunity.
I went to one of the worst schools in the state. I think I
may already be on record saying that I wagged two
terms before my parents were even notified, because
we did not matter, we will working class kids who were
consigned to a certain future. In fact the school
principal wrote in my report at the end of year 10 to my
parents: ‘Dear Mr and Mrs So-and-so, we advise you to
take Inga out of school. We feel she has nothing further
to gain’. That is not the philosophy that I subscribe to.
The sad and ironic thing is that the Auditor-General, in
the 27 audits that his office has undertaken of the
education sector, and some of them longitudinal, has
said that notwithstanding the billions of dollars that has
been injected into various initiatives in education,
literacy and numeracy performance in Victoria has
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flatlined for 10 years. The reason is the governance
structures and processes, the accountability of teachers
and schools, the underperformance of organisations and
schools have never been addressed, because Labor
keeps on always unpicking the reforms that need to
occur. The sector needs to modernise, and until we
modernise that, our children will continue to be
deprived of a quality education.
The amount of money that we spend in government
schools — the last time I looked at it — was about
$13 500 per student. It is probably more now. It
favourably compares to the cost of a middle-ranking
private school. I will get onto the bill in a moment, but
suffice to say we are indeed lucky to have a mixed
economy of education in Victoria, because I think
where a government school is failing there will be
opportunity for a non-government school to be the
saviour, to be the school of choice and indeed to fill a
gap. I know that the independent sector plays a really
important role in the interface and growth areas, where
governments are often very slow and tardy in
establishing schools that are needed.
Governance was a really important reform that we tried
to pursue certainly under the Kennett regime, but also
under the recent Baillieu and Napthine governments.
This area was one of the many. We inherited a
vocational education and training system that was
misconceived and underfunded and had seen a growth
in the registered training organisation (RTO) sector,
which was intended in the 2009 reforms introduced by
Jacinta Allan, the then Minister for Skills and
Workforce Participation, which Damian Drum has
canvassed. This deliberately opened up the TAFE
sector to competition, and ever since then the Labor
Party has been trying to blame the Liberals for
destroying the TAFE sector. In fact it was Labor that
deregulated the TAFE sector, opened it up to RTOs and
private providers, without having the safeguards, the
quality assurance, the governance structures or the
oversight in place to make sure that the system was not
being ripped off, that the quality of courses that
students were paying for were being delivered and that
there were not rorts.
I have a theory, which I have previously shared in this
place. Why does a Labor government open up a TAFE
sector to competition for the benefit of the private
sector? I find that an extraordinary proposition. It is
against every genetic inclination of the Labor Party. I
think the answer lies in the fact that most major unions
have an RTO. So you move the money out of the
TAFE sector to a union-aligned RTO, and it is a cash
cow. You introduce ‘recognition of prior learning’ and
boom, boom, boom, you get money. It is the noses in
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the trough. I have often called for an audit of all of the
RTOs, including those affiliated with the union
movement, to make sure that our valuable education
dollars are not misspent.
I was not surprised to see this bill. I thought it would be
one of the first cabs of the rank, but I was wrong — it
has taken a year. Following a fairly damning report on
TAFE governance by the Auditor-General, tabled
October 2011 — so roughly a year into a
Liberal-Nationals coalition government — the former
government tried to implement what the
Auditor-General recommended. I will just make a
couple of references to the report. On page vii it says;
Today, institutes operate in a contestable market where they
are required to compete with other registered training
organisations … both public and private, for a share of the
student market. Institutes are now encouraged to attract
revenue in domestic and international markets.

He goes on to give a fairly scathing report, largely due
to Skills Victoria failing to provide oversight of
strategic policies and processes. It goes on to say on
page viii:
Although overarching strategic policies have been
documented and communicated to the sector, comprehensive
lower level operational policies have not been developed or
appropriately promoted to the sector.

The report goes on to say:
… emerging issues affecting the whole TAFE sector were not
identified or resolved in a timely manner. The ad hoc
communication prior to and during the financial transaction,
and its lack of clearly documented policies, means that Skills
Victoria cannot provide assurance that similar situations have
not occurred.

This was in reference to Holmesglen buying out a
private provider pre its intent to merge without doing
the necessary preparations. The report continues:
Skills Victoria has not demonstrated that it has adapted its
oversight role to respond to the contestable market model.

Therein lies the problem, and this makes it worse,
because as Mr Drum commented, the model moves
away from the skills-based selection of members of
boards. It is critical to be able to have high-performing
boards and councils in an agile environment to respond
to a very diverse market. By having a student
representative — and no doubt it will be a student
union representative or a teacher union representative
because that is the ideology this bill is predicated
upon — the boards will become bigger and more
sluggish, so in actual fact it is taking the very opposite
direction that reform needs to take.
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In addition to that, the legitimate concern that has been
raised through the consultation process is about not
addressing the conflicts of interest of a staff member on
a TAFE institute board. Clearly Skills Victoria is going
to have to play an important role in developing some
rules and guidelines on how to deal with the conflicts of
interest that will arise, especially surrounding, say,
enterprise bargaining agreement negotiations. Some of
the TAFEs and universities have opted to continue to
have staff and student representatives, and that is fine;
that is their right in an autonomous environment. Others
have actually established other forms of consultation,
and that is what high-performing organisations do.
They make sure that they understand the needs and the
views of their key stakeholders. This is the minister,
this is Labor, meddling and intervening.
With only a minute to go, I would have liked to spend a
much greater length of time discussing the reforms
needed in the sector. Unfortunately the minister, as I
said, has indicated that he does not have the vision that
the sector needs. I look forward to contributing to future
debates, but in the meantime the opposition is not
supporting the bill because of its concern about the
impact this bill has on good governance, specifically
the government’s decision to move away from the
principles of skills-based TAFE boards through the
introduction of elected staff. The bill also heralds a
return to good old union representation on governing
bodies, which has been a significant factor contributing
to the underperformance of our educational institutions
at all levels. With those few words, I will be voting
against the bill.
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I rise to speak
on the Education Legislation Amendment (TAFE and
University Governance Reform) Bill 2015. I am
extremely pleased to make a contribution with respect
to this bill because it is an election commitment that the
Labor Party took to the last election. I recall when the
former government brought a bill into the house it was
exceedingly unpopular. I recall speaking quite
strenuously against it, and I was very pleased to see that
the Labor Party also listened to what a whole range of
people were saying in the education community and
supported the restoration of democracy in the higher
education sector.
This bill is a further response by this government to
repair the damage from the previous government’s
attack on the TAFE system. It is very important to
remember that the previous government inflicted over
$1 billion worth of cuts to the TAFE sector. These cuts
had devastating effects on a range of communities right
across the state. I have spoken many times of the
devastation from the cuts that put South West TAFE —
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all three campuses — in a very precarious situation, and
indeed Gordon TAFE and the University of Ballarat
TAFE. These were attacks that were unconscionable in
terms of regional Victoria. We also saw, right around
the state, a whole range of campuses that were closed,
but also there were mergers that were foisted upon
many institutions. It is also important to remember that
over 3000 jobs have been lost in this sector as a result
of the attack on the system.
There are now 30 000 fewer government-funded
students in Victoria than there were prior to the
previous government’s attack in 2011. It cannot even be
said that these attacks restored fiscal responsibility or
fiscal discipline. The defunding of TAFE moved the
TAFE sector from a $109 million operating surplus to a
$72 million deficit. The cost of training has skyrocketed
and hundreds of courses have been cut. In short, the
previous government’s cuts had, and still are having, an
effect on our communities. It has been a disaster for the
TAFE sector.
All of this is extraordinary when it is remembered that
the previous government knew that tens of thousands of
Victorians were set to become unemployed over the
next few years, and the car industry is just one example.
Of course these workers will need retraining. Not only
have car workers’ livelihoods been sacrificed on the
ideological altar of the federal Liberal government, but
also the state Liberals have also made sure that life will
still be tough post the car industry departure with its
cuts to the TAFE sector.
The Andrews government refutes the assumptions that
underpinned these decisions. It will not stand by
leaving tens of thousands of families without the help
and retraining opportunities that they deserve.
Yesterday the Minister for Industry, Lily D’Ambrosio,
made a significant contribution in this area.
Since coming to government we have set about
repairing the damage done to our TAFE system by
setting aside $320 million for the TAFE Rescue Fund.
This is for reopening campuses, upgrading buildings,
workshops and laboratories and is the sort of support
the TAFE sector needs from government. There is also
the $50 million TAFE Back to Work fund to help
TAFE better meet the training needs of businesses
hiring unemployed youth, the long-term unemployed
and retrenched workers. TAFEs are also starting to
open their skills and jobs centres as part of the
$15 million program to have a one-stop shop for skills
and information.
The contrast in approach is stark. The previous
government saw the cost of everything and the value of
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nothing. The Andrews Labor government rejects that
approach. We see the value in higher education and the
TAFE sector in particular. This bill continues to
highlight those differences. The bill gives TAFEs
greater control of their boards and makes them more
representative. The bill also brings Victoria’s eight
universities into line with common practice around
Australia by bringing democracy back to our
universities through elected student and staff council
members on all university councils. The TAFE and
university governance changes made by the previous
government were doomed to fail. They prioritised
commercial practise and efficiency ahead of the
educational and social functions of TAFEs and
universities. These reforms start to repair that loss of
focus.
Governance of our institutions is important. The bill
reflects the expectations of the government in regard to
the governance of our universities and TAFEs. We
believe the appointment and remuneration guidelines
have been updated to reflect government policy, such as
our commitment that 50 per cent of board appointments
will be women. The revised guidelines also clarify who
is eligible to receive payment, what mandatory probity
checks must be performed and the authority to remove
an appointment.
The bill addresses the key risks identified in the 2013
Ombudsman’s report A Review of the Governance of
Public Sector Boards in Victoria. Essentially greater
care needs to be taken when recruiting and selecting
board members. This will be done via selection criteria
and position descriptions for board vacancies.
Chairpersons will maintain a skills matrix to inform
vacancies and assist in succession planning. The
government will also require appropriate induction
processes to allow new board members to participate
fully and effectively in the workings of the board.
As seen by the devastation foisted upon South West
TAFE, it is essential that boards understand the issues
affecting staff, students and the community. The
previous government’s reforms removed staff and
student as elected board members. CEOs were also
removed from boards, and boards were no longer able
to elect their own chairperson.
TAFEs will now add at least one staff director and the
CEO to the board. They will also be given more
independence to appoint their own directors and will
elect the chairperson from the board. This will result in
TAFE institutes being governed by boards of between
10 and 15 members. At least half of these board
members will be appointed by the minister. As stated
earlier, these new boards will adhere to the
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government’s commitment to 50 percent of
appointments being women. Eligible elected staff
members will be entitled to remuneration and will be
directly elected. They will also be supported with
appropriate training. The training will emphasise the
importance of confidentiality of board decisions and
documents and how the rules of conflict of interest
apply to them.
Obviously the staff-elected director’s responsibility as a
board member will be to consider the best interests of
the relevant TAFE when making board decisions. The
reforms will have a six-month transition period. All
existing board members will have their terms extended
until July next year, when the Andrews government’s
reforms are implemented. The reforms will retain a
reserve power for the Governor in Council to remove
the entire TAFE board on the advice of the minister.
In respect of universities, the reforms do not make any
change to the maximum size of a university council;
that will remain at 21. The bill restores the rights of
staff and students to be directly elected to university
councils. As I mentioned, this right was removed in
2012 by the previous government as part of a wholesale
attack on the higher education system. The minimum
size of university councils will increase from 11 to 13
to accommodate new elected members.
As with the TAFE sector there will be a six-month
transition to these arrangements. This will allow
universities to make or amend statutes to provide for
election processes. As I said before, the elections will
be direct elections. The terms will be for a maximum of
three years for staff and two years for students. The
council will have the flexibility to determine the length
of elected member’s terms. This is to allow for
semester breaks, casual vacancies and the election of
representatives by new students to represent them.
Universities will be given the power to make statutes to
provide for the adequate training and support of elected
members of council.
The government is clear: it expects that it will be
mandatory for all elected members to receive
appropriate training. The minister will be writing to the
universities to make this expectation clear. The
vice-chancellors have agreed to this as it serves all
parties’ best interests to have trained councillors.
Eligible staff and student councillors will be entitled to
remuneration. The bill also requires university councils
to include a minimum of two members with financial
expertise and one with commercial expertise from
either the government or council-appointed members.
Currently this requirement must be met by
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government-appointed members. This reform will give
greater flexibility to university council appointments.
This bill delivers on an election commitment. It restores
the voices of students and staff to the institutions they
cherish. The previous government looked at education
as a commodity. It is not; it is far more than that. It is an
investment in our human capital. It gives people
chances in life. It works best reflecting on the unique
needs of the communities that make up the
organisation. These reforms will restore democracy at
TAFEs and universities to allow those institutions to
reflect the communities they are part of and give a
voice to those concerned about the delivery of
education. These changes are not radical. Staff and
students are a valuable asset to the TAFE and university
systems. The Andrews Labor government believes their
voices are vital in decision-making relating to how
TAFEs and universities are run. They are not merely
special interest groups, as the previous government
believed; they are people who care about their
institution and education.
Unlike the previous government we have consulted
widely on these reforms. They are backed by the
relevant sectors, they are another election commitment
honoured and, most importantly, they are another vital
step along the road to repairing our TAFE system after
the economic vandalism of the previous government.
They restore democracy to our higher education
system. I completely commend this bill to the house.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
very pleased to speak on the Education Legislation
Amendment (TAFE and University Governance
Reform) Bill 2015. I indicate at the outset that the
Greens will be supporting this bill. On 27 November
2012 the then Baillieu government passed the
Education Legislation Amendment (Governance) Bill
2012, which abolished staff and student representation
on university councils and TAFE boards. The Greens
voted against that bill. We did not support those
provisions or agree with the arguments that were put
forward in support of them, which we are hearing again
today.
The Greens believe — and it has been our position all
along — that there should be elected staff and student
representatives on university councils and TAFE
boards. Their removal in Victoria was contrary to the
practice in other jurisdictions around the country. It was
our policy at the last election that we would like to see
this representation restored. We are supportive of the
bill that the government has brought before us today,
and we would be pleased to see it pass today so that
these provisions are in place for the new academic year.
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This bill ensures that there is at least one elected student
and one elected staff member on every university
council and one elected staff member on every TAFE
board, and it reinstates the CEO to TAFE boards. It
amends various university and TAFE acts to this effect
and makes related technical and consequential
amendments. I have had a discussion with the Minister
for Training and Skills about the fact that the bill
provides for the election of a staff member to every
TAFE board but not a student representative. The
Australian Education Union has also expressed concern
in regard to this. I know TAFEs are different from
universities, and different from each other as well, but
given the importance of having the voices of staff and
students heard, I would like to see this changed. The
minister has indicated to me that he will make some
comments about this, including that the government
will continue to look at this issue, because it is
important.
I do not agree with comments by Mr Drum and
Mrs Peulich that this is somehow taking us back to the
dark ages and will detrimentally affect the running of
university councils and TAFE boards. The bill allows
for one student and one staff representative on
university councils and one staff member on TAFE
boards. Other jurisdictions around the country have
greater numbers of staff and student representatives on
councils and boards. The position we are taking in
Victoria is conservative. I would support greater
numbers of staff and student representatives.
Universities and TAFEs are not primarily businesses;
they are educational institutions. They would not exist
without students. The role of students, who are affected
by what goes on in their educational institutions, is very
important. Their voices should be heard at the council
and board level. The same can be said for the staff of
universities and TAFEs.
The evidence around the country and around the world
is that staff and students make a valuable contribution
to councils and boards. This bill also contains
provisions to broaden the skill base of university
councils and TAFE boards to include financial and
commercial experience or expertise. The argument that
is being run by the opposition is spurious. It is a false
argument. It is important to have the voices of staff and
students heard on councils and boards. We fully support
the major provisions of this bill.
At the time that the Greens voted against the bill
brought to the house by the Baillieu government, we
raised the issue that the amendments removing staff and
students reduced transparency and accountability and
that this was completely unnecessary and
undemocratic. It was also counterproductive because,
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as I have said, the voices of staff and students are
important in the governance and administration of our
public universities and TAFEs.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.04 p.m.
Ms PENNICUIK — Prior to the dinner break I was
talking about the lack of student representation on
TAFE boards. I have discussed this with the Minister
for Training and Skills and he assures me that he is
going to make some comments about how the
government responds to this and perhaps makes some
changes with regard to that particular issue.
I was happy to speak with representatives of the
National Tertiary Education Union and the Australian
Education Union about this issue. I have also recently
received some very detailed submissions from the
National Union of Students. It has put together a
summary of the situation around the country.
Opposition speakers have been saying that it would
somehow be the end of the world as we know it to put
staff and students back onto the university councils and
TAFE boards, but that is where they always have been.
The National Tertiary Education Union made the point
that it would prefer to see two staff members and two
students elected to university councils, which is not so
unusual because it occurs in other states.
In New South Wales most universities have a directly
elected undergraduate representative and a graduate
student representative on the governing body with
regard to students only. Queensland universities
directly elect one undergraduate student and one
graduate student to their boards, apart from the Central
Queensland University and the University of Southern
Queensland, which each have a single elected student
on their boards. In Tasmania two representatives are
appointed to the council of the University of Tasmania
following consultation with the university. In Western
Australia there are two undergraduate students and one
graduate student directly elected to the senate of the
University of Western Australia; one undergraduate and
one graduate directly elected to the university council at
Curtin University; and two students elected to the
governing bodies of both the Edith Cowan University
and the Murdoch University. In South Australia there
are two undergraduate students and one graduate
student elected to the council of the University of
Adelaide.
As members can see, around the country there is often
more than one student elected to the councils of those
universities, and that is something we can perhaps look
at in the future. There is nothing to prevent a university
council from electing more than one student and one
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staff member to its council, seeing that the member
representation is increasing but the maximum is still
staying at 21, and there is no reason why it could not be
achieved without the legislation. The legislation of
course just ensures that there is at least one staff
member and one student elected to university councils,
which is a good thing and is in keeping with previous
practice in Victoria and current practice around the
country.
Amendments in the bill will change the way TAFE
board members are appointed, removed or suspended
by providing for the board chairperson to be elected by
the board; the minister to have the right to object to the
appointment of a board chairperson before the
appointment is made, the removal of the Governor in
Council’s power to remove an individual director,
including the chairperson; a ministerial and a board
power to remove or suspend the board chairperson with
the minister’s power reserved for exceptional
circumstances; the removal of the minister’s power to
appoint board nominee directors on the
recommendation of the chairperson and ministerial
nominee directors and providing for directors to be
coopted by existing directors; and the removal of the
minister’s power to suspend or remove board nominee
directors and providing the board with power to
suspend or remove coopted directors.
Also, with regard to the composition of TAFE boards,
the bill provides for an increase in the minimum size of
TAFE boards from 9 directors to 10 and provides that
at least half of those be appointed by the minister, with
a minimum of one director or any greater fixed number
of directors to be elected by staff members.
The chief executive officer of the institute will also be a
member of the board, which is an interesting issue. If I
remember correctly, I raised in 2012 whether the CEO
should be a member of the board, given that the CEO
reports to the board and carries out its strategic
directions. That is something the minister might wish to
comment on. The bill also provides that the remaining
directors must be appointed to the board by cooption,
replacing the current process where the minister
appoints a number of directors. The Greens are pleased
to see representation by staff restored to TAFE boards
and representation by students and staff restored to
university councils.
I would like to take an opportunity to talk briefly about
the problems that remain in the vocational education
and training sector after seven years of mayhem in that
sector. That began with the introduction of market
contestability under the previous Labor government.
Members who were in Parliament at the time would
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remember me raising that issue and predicting what
was going to happen, and it did happen. The
government of the day was warned at the time about the
possible problems associated with the unregulated
market contestability that was introduced.
Firstly, we saw a long list of TAFE institutes under
stress, with staff made redundant or not having their
contracts renewed. Thousands of staff lost their jobs
during the first couple of years. Lots of courses were
discontinued and lost to the training regime in Victoria,
and many TAFE institutes got into financial trouble,
with some having to close or merge. Added to that and
exacerbated by the policies of the previous coalition
government was the ripping of money from the TAFE
sector. People talk about it being $300 million, but it
was probably quite a lot more than that in the long run.
I can remember raising this issue many times in
Parliament across the chamber with the responsible
minister at the time, Mr Hall. He kept saying and
government members kept saying there had been a
blowout in TAFE. In fact there had not been a blowout
in TAFE; there had been a blowout in money going to
private providers. There had been a blowout in
vocational education and training (VET), but all the
new money was going to private providers, most of
which were completely unregulated. The Victorian
Registration and Qualifications Authority was not
resourced enough to deal with that situation. It all
happened very quickly.
As a result we saw a long list of collapses by registered
training organisations (RTOs), some of which had
sprung up like mushrooms. Back in 2012 there was an
attempt to have the whole issue of the rorting of the
training system by a number of RTOs, reported widely
in the media, sent to a committee for an inquiry. The
ALP supported that reference, but the government of
the day voted against it. That was a shame because an
inquiry might have got to the bottom of a few things
three years ago and perhaps prevented more of it from
happening.
We have had a long list of allegations — not
allegations, but reality — about poor-quality training
where students have been taken advantage of. They
have not been able to get qualifications. The training
they have received in many cases has been dodgy, to
say the least, or totally substandard, and they have
found themselves out in the workplace not properly
trained, with employers not wanting to employ them
because of their lack of training. Victoria’s whole
vocational education and training system, which was
the envy of the world seven years ago, has had its
reputation seriously undermined by a lack of action.
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We have seen hundreds of millions of dollars going to
registered training organisations in the private sector —
Victorian taxpayers money — and in other states as
well. This was all made worse by the VET FEE-HELP
system, which was also completely unregulated. We
know about all the problems that have been happening,
and the government has put some money back into the
system, but it has not addressed the nub of the problem,
which is market contestability. The TAFE system has
gone from providing at least 70 per cent of the training
in Victoria to providing somewhere around 28 per cent
or 29 per cent. Mr Herbert, I am sure, knows the exact
figure.
Mr Herbert interjected.
Ms PENNICUIK — Mr Herbert says it is 25, so it
is less. That is an absolute tragedy. The government
should be looking at the model it put in place.
Mrs Peulich certainly referred to it in her speech, saying
that the ALP put the market contestability system in
place, and I agree with her on that. But the coalition did
nothing about that; it exacerbated the problem by
ripping money out of TAFE and taking virtually no
action on the registered training organisations that were
running amok.
As we all know, it continues to this day. Only last
month a huge training organisation, Vocation Ltd,
collapsed and went into receivership, putting at risk the
training of 12 000 students across Australia, 2000 of
them in Victoria. It owes the Department of Education
and Training $8 million — it owes the taxpayers
$8 million. It just rolls on and on with one horror story
after another, and it is students in Victoria who suffer as
a result. Neither government has taken anywhere near
enough action or gone to the nub of the problem.
Mrs Peulich — What action? Tell us.
Ms PENNICUIK — To respond to the interjection,
you know what my vision is, Mrs Peulich; it is no
secret. First of all, rewind the market contestability
model and, second, bring in proper quality training for
all vocational education and training teachers, with
minimum standards, minimum hours and quality
requirements for training courses, and increase the
amount of money directed towards the TAFE system. If
we put those things in place, we would see things turn
around.
Mrs Peulich also referred to the Auditor-General’s
reports, and I have read and commented on them in the
Parliament. The Auditor-General basically just states
the facts. I do not think that in any of the reports I have
read the Auditor-General has made any comments on
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the actual system but has stated the fact that under the
market contestability model the TAFE sector was
struggling. That is basically what I read. Of course it
was struggling, because it had to deal with the market
contestability model with no regulation of the registered
training organisations, which were allowed to proceed
pretty much unregulated with unregulated staff and
nobody really looking at the courses they were running.
At any opportunity I like to point out that the TAFE
system is still struggling and the government has not
done enough about it. I do not think the remedies it has
in place now will solve the problem, even though I
agree that they go some way — and Mr Herbert and I
have dealt with this in question time and will continue
to do so. There is still a long way to go, and we owe it
to the 2000 current students. Mr Herbert says they are
going to be accommodated in the TAFE system at no
cost to them. That is great, but it will be at a cost to the
taxpayer. It could all have been prevented; that is the
sadness of this. It should never have happened in the
first place.
I digress from the provisions in the bill, but I took my
lead from Mrs Peulich, who also went off to talk about
related but not directly related issues. I will finish by
saying the Greens are very happy to support the bill.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — I am pleased to
make a contribution this evening to the debate on the
Education Legislation Amendment (TAFE and
University Governance Reform) Bill 2015. In summing
up a conversation I had with my son about the bill just
before, I said that basically it is about introducing more
people into the TAFE and university systems without
being more effective. For those reasons the
Liberal-Nationals coalition is opposing the bill.
I begin by taking a step back prior to the introduction of
the legislation to look at it from a historical perspective.
In 2011 an Auditor-General’s report on TAFE
governance stated:
The Victorian Skills Commission … has a role to oversee the
Victorian training system and it delegates many of its
functions to Skills Victoria, a business unit in the Department
of Education and Early Childhood Development … Skills
Victoria supports TAFE institutes to meet government goals
and targets and also manages the government’s relationship
with the institutes.
There have been major policy changes affecting TAFE
institutes over the past 10 years. This has seen a shift away
from a traditional model of TAFE institutes using block
funding from government to provide services to their local
community. Today —

which was 2011 —
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institutes operate in a contestable market where they are
required to compete with other registered training
organisations (RTO), both public and private, for a share of
the student market. Institutes are now encouraged to attract
revenue in domestic and international markets.

The trigger for the Auditor-General’s report was the
handling by Holmesglen Institute of TAFE of a failed
acquisition of a struggling RTO that resulted in a
$3 million impairment to Holmesglen’s accounts. As
such, the auditor examined the legal authority and
financial prudence of Holmesglen’s decision to enter
into this arrangement as well as broader, systemic
questions about the effectiveness of oversight of the
sector. The report states:
There was inadequate and ineffective engagement between
Holmesglen and Skills Victoria over a number of years
leading up to, and during, the failed acquisition strategy. This
was symptomatic of Skills Victoria’s general failure to
provide sound oversight and leadership of the TAFE sector
during a period of significant strategic repositioning.
Leadership was needed to ensure that expectations of TAFE
institutes were consistent with public sector accountability
frameworks and to provide assurance on the efficient and
transparent use of public resources.

The report further states:
Skills Victoria has not demonstrated that it has adapted its
oversight role to respond to the contestable market model.
This transition was always going to be challenging, for both
TAFE institutes and for Skills Victoria. However, as the key
oversight body, Skills Victoria needed to drive the change.

Skills Victoria no longer exists, and it was against this
backdrop that the coalition brought in legislation in
2012 to address the concerns raised by the
Auditor-General about the governance of TAFEs
operating in a new demand-driven system. The
legislation enabled TAFEs to be better equipped to
cope with the commercial risks and realities of
operating in such a system, and it was welcomed by the
Auditor-General at the time.
The main provisions in the bill this evening reverse the
changes made in 2012 by the coalition government to
improve the accountability and oversight of TAFE
institutes and universities alike. As a former teacher, I
understand the importance of good governance in the
education industry and believe this bill undoes the hard
work done to generate good governance in the sector.
The bill makes a number of changes, including
changing the way TAFE institute board members are
appointed, removed or suspended by providing for the
election of the chair by the board. It gives the minister
the right to object before the appointment is made and
gives both the minister and the board the power to
remove or suspend the board chair, with the minister to
exercise that power only in exceptional circumstances.
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The bill also inserts two new categories of membership
on TAFE institute boards by providing for at least one
as-of-right elected staff position, including each TAFE
institute’s chief executive officer being a full board
member with voting rights. It increases the minimum
size of TAFE institute boards from 9 to 10 members.
The bill provides that at least half of the directors must
be appointed by the minister, in addition to which a
minimum of one director — note there is no
maximum — will be elected by staff members and one
will be the chief executive officer. The board must
appoint the remaining directors by cooption. This
replaces the process of the minister appointing a
number of directors after considering the advice of
appointed directors. The bill re-establishes chief
executive officers to TAFE boards with full voting
rights.

This bill allows individual boards, though they will be
bound by the Victorian Public Sector Commission
standards, to decide whether or not staff members are
required to declare conflicts of interest. This could be
critical when it comes to negotiations surrounding
important matters such as an enterprise bargaining
agreement or student assessment and contact hours.
Theoretically directors can become both the players in
an enterprise bargaining agreement negotiation and the
masters of the board’s decision. The argument that this
brings greater democracy to the system is nothing short
of a superficial claim. At the end of the day control lies
with the minister, who has the power to appoint half the
board. With the other half being selected through
popularity politics, there is a question mark over the
board’s ability to meet the requirements of running a
TAFE.

My main concern is that the current government is
moving away from a skills-based model and closer to a
factional political model. Directors elected by staff do
not have to meet competency or skills criteria. In the
second-reading speech the minister in the other place
stated with respect to ministerial appointments:

The bill also amends the eight university acts to again
put elected staff and student members on university
councils and it increases the minimum size of
university councils from 11 to 13 members. The
13-member council will consist of the chancellor,
vice-chancellor, the president of the academic board, at
least four government-appointed members, four
council-appointed members and staff and students. This
is a retrograde step. In 2012 the majority of universities
welcomed the reduction to a more manageable size of
11 directors. Dr Paul Hemming, today the chancellor of
Federation University Australia and back in 2012
chancellor of the University of Ballarat, had no qualms
about the coalition’s reforms.

… ministers must be afforded the opportunity to select the
strongest candidate for each vacancy, based on a position
description that reflects the skills and experience required by
the board and all appointees must be selected on merit.

However, for the directors elected by staff members
and for the chief executive officer — and note that this
can be up five directors — there is no such prerequisite.
There is only the fact that they are publically elected.
There is no skills-based analysis. There is no reason
why they cannot all be union appointees with a
particular agenda and/or people with limited expertise. I
hope this will not be the case, but there is no security
that it will not be so.
In recent visits to hospitals in my electorate, I became
aware that when a director leaves or retires the hospital
board seeks to identify — through a skills matrix —
specific attributes and talents so that the replacement
can complement the members and fill the gap to enable
the board to operate to the highest efficiency and
competency possible. In the operation of TAFEs and
universities this bill allows decisions surrounding
education to be made by the victor of a popularity
contest rather than those with proven achievement or
legitimacy within the education sector. Another concern
is that as a result of the rejection of the use of a skills
matrix or a candidate filtration model combined with
there being no clear guidelines surrounding what
constitutes a conflict of interest, there is great
possibility for misconduct on the boards, intentional or
not.

The former Minister for Higher Education and Skills in
the coalition government, the Honourable Peter Hall,
said in 2012:
It takes very specific skills to oversee a large public
educational institution and selecting people with the right
skills and experience to excel in the job is vital …

These are sensible words from a sensible minister.
In conclusion, the coalition has many concerns
regarding the impact of this bill on good governance,
the giving of more power to the minister and the
reduced focus on skills-based selection of board
members for our TAFEs and universities. I
acknowledge the work done in this area by our current
shadow minister for training, skills and apprenticeships,
Ms Steph Ryan, the member for Euroa in the
Assembly, who consulted widely with TAFEs,
universities and other key stakeholders. With that, I will
conclude by reiterating the coalition’s position: we will
be opposing this bill.
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Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I thank everyone for their contributions to
this debate, which is an important one. I am not going
to do what I normally would do and point out the
contradictions in what has been said, given that our
training system, under the reforms of the previous
government, has for the first time ever the worst
satisfaction rating from students and employers in the
entire country, not to mention the devastation of our
TAFEs and the shambolic nature of the training sector.
I will not go into that. I think it is pretty evident for
everyone to see. I will not go into the details of the bill;
they have been covered in my second-reading speech
and by other members, particularly by Ms Tierney,
whose contribution I thought was very detailed in terms
of the nature of the bill, the rationale for it and what is
in it.
In summing up I will, however, use the opportunity to
go through some of the issues that have been raised.
Mr Drum indicated there was a basic and fundamental
difference between the ideology and the position of the
coalition opposition and those of Labor, and that is
absolutely true. There is no doubt about that. Those
opposite have one viewpoint, and we have another. In a
world where there are often similarities of viewpoints,
this is an issue on which we are totally at odds with
each other. I do dispute though Mr Drum’s assertion
that this legislation had something to do with paybacks
to unions or to TAFE or university academics, or
whoever it was. The absolute truth is that we on this
side have been consistent since way back when the
previous government brought in these measures to
scrap student and staff representation and CEO
representation on TAFE boards and universities on 14
November 2012.
I just want to reflect on what I said back then, just so
we know that this is not something that has come out of
the blue and that it has not been sprung on anyone in
the chamber. I will reflect on what I said in the other
chamber when the bill was brought in to scrap
democratic principles in this state in terms of higher
education.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr HERBERT — As I said, I am happy to read it. I
said — and I will read it verbatim:
… we oppose the appalling lack of consultation on issues and
policies germane to the running of this vital sector of our
community and economy. We oppose the autocratic nature of
the bill, which will turn around decades of democratic
participation by the students and staff of our great
universities. We oppose the ad hoc and poorly thought out
decision-making that the government applies to the vocational
education and training sector which continues to create
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turmoil for the students and staff of institutions. We oppose
the jackboot approach in this bill that this deplorable
government is using to silence dissent regarding the
government’s changes to TAFE.

I was not alone in putting that viewpoint. We have had
confirmation that the Greens had the same view. But it
was not just the political parties. The chancellor of
Australia’s premium no. 1 university, the University of
Melbourne, spoke out bravely against a government
that was intent on silencing dissent, when she said:
… removal of these representatives was likely to disrupt the
relationship of council to the university as a whole and
inevitably cause resentment at staff and student levels, giving
rise to tensions which do not currently exist.

So to say there had been good consultation is totally
wrong. To say there was acceptance is totally wrong.
It was not just the chancellor of Melbourne University,
not just the Greens and certainly not just the then Labor
opposition who spoke out at that point. A letter from
230 respected academics was put in the newspaper.
Remember that? They were not Labor Party members,
not Greens party members and not National Tertiary
Education Union members but highly respected
academics who described the legislation at that time as:
… a fundamental threat to the autonomy of universities and
will destroy, overnight, the centuries-old constitutional
tradition that protects universities from direction by the state
and interference from commercial and sectional interests.

Let us put that in perspective.
Mrs Peulich — And how true was that?
Mr HERBERT — It was absolutely true. But it is
more than that. I made it clear that we opposed it and
that in government we would bring back representation.
But it goes further than that. At the Victorian TAFE
Association’s conference in 2014, the then Leader of
the Opposition, Daniel Andrews, the now Premier,
outlined Labor’s position and made it clear that we
would make changes to the governance arrangements to
give more independence, to put CEOs on boards and to
restore democratic representation of teachers on those
boards.
It was then in our election platform, and it was
absolutely crystal clear policy. Let us be 100 per cent
clear on this. If you believe in a mandate, if you believe
in putting out your policy to the people of Victoria
clearly and articulately over a period of time and you
respect that mandate, you will recognise that if it has it
on anything, Labor has a mandate on this bill.
However, I will go on to address some of the spurious
points that have been made in this debate. The
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opposition said that $1.2 billion was put in prior to
Labor, when the coalition was in government, and that
that amount remains the same now. That is not true.
The current budget is well over $1.3 billion for training.
It is about $1.36 billion, I believe. So there has been a
real improvement, an increase, this year.
It was also asserted that consultation is not happening
but that consultation had occurred under the previous
government. That is simply not true. We all recall a
number of chairs, particularly one, who found out they
were being unilaterally sacked by the previous
government because their TAFE college had been
outspoken. When one of them was on the way to see
the minister so that the minister could tell him he was
being sacked, he heard it on the radio. There is
consultation for you: when you are driving in, you find
out you are being sacked because your TAFE has been
too outspoken.
However, I do agree with those opposite, particularly
Mr Drum, about Peter Hall, the former Minister for
Higher Education and Skills. I do not blame him for the
debacle of training in this state whatsoever. Clearly he
was rolled by the cabinet. We all know that. We all
know of the infamous letter that he wrote saying he felt
like resigning. He was a good man, but he was rolled by
the ideologues in the then Liberal coalition cabinet.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HERBERT — Everyone knows it. You do not
like to hear it, but we know it is true. Ms Wooldridge
was probably in that cabinet, and she would know
about the debate better than I would.
We have heard that we are abandoning the skills basis,
the skills matrix, of board appointments. The truth is we
are not doing that. Nothing could be further from the
truth. In fact what we are doing is adding to that skills
matrix by putting representatives on the boards to
reflect the institutions. So that we all know and are clear
on this matter, so that we are clear about what absolute
rubbish was spoken about us abandoning the skills
matrix, I point out that this bill makes clear the skills
that are required for both government-appointed and
coopted members. There has to be management,
finance, commerce or business law, corporate
governance, vocational education and training expertise
along with adult and community education and further
education expertise. If it is a particular industry in
which training is provided by the institute, particularly
to a large degree, there must be industry representation.
If it is a higher education board, higher education
should be represented. In fact the skills matrix is being
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strengthened under this legislation, so the opposition’s
assertions are simply not true.
Let us go to the issue of CEOs voting. There has been a
lot of shock and horror among those opposite about
CEOs being back on the boards and being able to vote.
If they are going to be on the board, of course they
should vote; if they are going to be part of the board
structure, of course they should. That is normal
accountability. But let us be clear on this: like anything
else, declaration of pecuniary interests occurs, and if it
is about their salary, they will stand down and they will
not be part of it.
More than that, here is the absolute rank hypocrisy in
the debate we have just heard in this chamber. When
the coalition brought in the 2012 legislation, it left
vice-chancellors on university boards with voting
rights. So it appears that for the opposition if you are a
university vice-chancellor, the head of a university, you
can be on a university council and vote, but if you are
the head of a TAFE, some sort of second-class citizen,
it is a disaster. If it is a CEO of a TAFE being on a
board, how dare they vote! But for a university
vice-chancellor, of course that is okay. What an
absolute lot of rank nonsense.
Mr Ramsay — On a point of order, Acting
President, Mr Herbert advised me when I was in the
chair that he was going to take 1 minute to sum up. At
5 minutes and 36 seconds he is pontificating and
debating. He is not summing up; he is engaging in
debate.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) —
Order! That is not a point of order.
Mr HERBERT — I thank Mr Ramsay. The truth is
that it is a very important bill, and I am happy to sum
up for a bit longer on this one. The truth is that in the
education sector the usual practice is for the heads of
those institutions to be on the boards.
On the issue of elected representatives having a conflict
of interest in regard to their capacity to be on a board, it
is quite clear that we are substantially strengthening the
requirements for training and education in board
responsibilities, and they will be incorporated in the
newly formed statutes and state constitutions as they are
developed early next year. Not only is that requirement
absolutely mandated but the representatives are also
required under the government’s new
whole-of-government appointment guidelines and
governance guidelines. More than that, the duty of
confidentiality, which seems to be the great fear of
those opposite, is mandated under the Education and
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Training Reform Act 2006, the Public Administration
Act 2004 and the Victorian Public Sector Commission
directors code of conduct. Furthermore, if the duty of
confidentiality is breached, then the boards, like any
other board, can remove those members from those
boards. That is another furphy we heard from members
opposite on this issue.
On the issue raised by Ms Pennicuik from the Greens
about why the government has not put students on
TAFE boards, the truth of it is we looked at that. The
nature of TAFEs is they have many short-term courses.
Some of them last three months, some of them last
longer; it is true, some diplomas last a year or more, and
there are degrees. Many of the students are off campus
learning in situ. There is a range of differentiations
between different TAFEs. Given those particular
circumstances the government thought at this point that
there were probably better ways to engage with the
TAFE student body to get its viewpoint. TAFEs are
quite distinct from universities, which have start and
finish times and students doing three, four, five or
six-year courses there. It is as simple as that. It is a
debatable point, but when it was all taken into
account — who votes, who does not, when you do the
elections — it became a complex thing when it comes
to TAFE. I respect Ms Pennicuik’s viewpoint on it. It is
not an ideological decision; it is a practical decision.
In summing up, there is nothing strange, unusual or
devious, as in reds under the bed or anything like that,
with this legislation. What it does is bring our
universities and our TAFES — our post-school
institutions — in line with what happens in universities
around Australia and around the world. The bill brings
back democratic representation on their boards and
councils, which is the norm across some of the most
prestigious institutions right around the world. I am
proud of this legislation. I know those opposite have a
difference of opinion, but I commend the bill to the
chamber.
Committee divided on motion:
Ayes, 24
Barber, Mr
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Herbert, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr

Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr
Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr (Teller)
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Young, Mr (Teller)
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Noes, 16
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms (Teller)
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Drum, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms (Teller)

Lovell, Ms
Morris, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

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

DELIVERING VICTORIAN
INFRASTRUCTURE (PORT OF
MELBOURNE LEASE TRANSACTION)
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 5 August; motion of
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children).
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
With the Delivering Victorian Infrastructure (Port of
Melbourne Lease Transaction) Bill 2015 and the
70-year lease that the government looked to force on
the people of Victoria, I have to say the SS Andrews
has run aground on this and the Treasurer is clearly lost
at sea.
It is generally accepted, although sometimes hotly
contested, that the privatisation of public-owned
enterprises will improve productivity, reduce costs,
lower prices and raise incomes. When dealing with the
transfer of a public monopoly to the private sector,
economic gains are not guaranteed. Instead they depend
on the transaction structure and economic regulation to
protect against the use of monopoly power.
There is sometimes a conflict faced by governments
when selling rights to monopoly assets. On the one
hand governments can favour cash up-front by selling
rights with limited restrictions on the use of monopoly
power. This will of course come at the expense of
economic wellbeing. On the other hand governments
can favour the economic wellbeing of their
constituency by selling rights with sufficient restrictions
on the use of monopoly power. This will reduce the
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proceeds of the sale. Let us be clear about Labor’s
motivations: it is all about getting the cash up-front at
the expense of the people of Victoria.
Last year KPMG prepared a report for the coalition
government that placed an upper limit value on a
40-year port lease of around $4.5 billion. Labor now
reckons the price will be appreciably larger, indicating
the lease could reap up to $7 billion to $8 billion. On
the value of the port lease, the Premier has been quoted
as saying:
The previous government had a very low estimate. We never
ever thought that was right, we didn’t agree with that.

So how could the value of this port appreciate by
$2.4 billion in one year? It is pretty simple — 10 years
extra on the lease, a port monopoly guaranteed by
compensation, exemption from commonwealth
competition laws, unregulated terminal rents and no
restriction on vertical integration. This is a snow job.
The government is up Port Phillip creek without a
paddle; make no mistake about that.
Prior to the election the now Premier, Daniel Andrews,
promised Victorians that Labor would maintain the
coalition’s budget surplus of $9 billion over the forward
estimates. In his first budget he slashed the surplus in
half and hiked public sector wages up by 8 per cent,
and already, in the first 12 months of this government,
Labor is in deficit. One thing is clear about this port of
Melbourne lease transaction: the government is
desperate for cash. The issues that surround this
legislation are things like sovereign risk, a second port
being developed in Victoria, the environmental impact
on Port Phillip Heads, rail to the port, rents, trucks
around inner Melbourne and support for regional
Victoria.
When it comes to the issue of sovereign risk, some of
the things I want to put to the house tonight are not my
words. They are the words of stakeholders — the
business community, advisers, experts — all of whom
provided evidence to the port of Melbourne lease
inquiry. The question around sovereign risk was raised
not by us but by a witness who talked about the
sovereign risk of doing business with Victoria.
Mr Brendan Lyon, the chief executive officer of
Infrastructure Partnerships Australia, said:
As each member of the committee is aware, Victoria has
become associated with sovereign-type risks since the
government’s decision to terminate the contract for the
east–west link. While this matter is awkward to raise in a
cross-party committee, it is nonetheless very real and a
material contextual issue to this transaction.
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The investment community is worried about doing
business with the Andrews government and worried
about doing business with Daniel Andrews, because
clearly this legislation is taking water and the
government has no plan to keep it afloat. When it
comes to the second port, this legislation denies
Victoria a second port for 70 years in exchange for
some sweetheart compensation refund deal that the
government wants to do to maximise the price up-front
and pass the debt liability to future generations.
What did Dr Ron Ben-David, the chair of the Essential
Services Commission, say? He said, ‘We would
welcome a second competing port, because competition
always makes the life of the regulator easier’. What did
Rod Sims, chair of the Australian Competition and
Consumer Commission, say? He said, ‘We believe that
competition, or the credible threat of competition, will
drive better investment outcomes’. Clearly we would
prefer to have no compensation regime; there is no
doubt about that. This government wants to do a
sweetheart deal with the investment community that
says, ‘We will block another port in Victoria for
70 years to give you monopoly power’ on something
that is such an important economic essential for this
state.
When it comes to the second port, Mr Robert Coode,
the executive president of the Australian Peak Shippers
Association, said:
The development of a second port in Victorian waters appears
to have been pushed into the background. We see this as a
dangerous notion because when the time comes — and it
will — for a second deepwater port, the boat will have
sailed …

Peter Tuohey, president of the Victorian Farmers
Federation, told the committee:
… you have got a 10 to 15-year time frame before a port will
be built — certainly time for the current operators of the port
to lock in their customers and look after themselves. We
totally oppose that compensation.

This is not the opposition saying this; this is industry.
This is the Victorian Farmers Federation.
When it comes to the issues around Port Phillip Heads,
there has been some concern expressed. Mr Rod Nairn,
the chief executive officer of Shipping Australia
Limited, said:
… you can potentially get a bigger ship in, but you cannot do
it efficiently because you cannot just get it in and out when it
arrives. You have got to wait or you have got to move it or
you cannot load it fully with cargo or you cannot get it in if it
has not got enough cargo. Because if it has not got enough
cargo and the ship is not deep enough, it cannot get under the
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West Gate Bridge, but if it is really deep, then it hits the
bottom of the Yarra River.

What is the government going to do? If it monopolises
the port of Melbourne and puts a cap on any second
port being built, how is it going to get these ships in?
There can be only one logical answer: environmental
vandalism. What do the people of Port Phillip say about
that? What do the coastal communities right around our
bay say about that? They are against it, but the
government has no solution for this at all.
One of the other issues is the regulated rents that will be
put in place through this legislation as it is proposed.
What the government is saying is that it will sell the
lease to the highest bidder and the bidder can decide
what return they get from those assets. The stevedores
have already had some experience of that. Mr Ian Ross,
general manager, projects and risk at DP World
Australia, said:
Two years ago we would never have contemplated a 767 per
cent increase as being plausible, and it has been.

Mr Paul Zalai, director of Freight and Trade Alliance,
said:
What has really concerned us is we are not just paranoid
about this issue of fee increase. The fee increase that we saw
from the Port of Melbourne Corporation and the government
was alarming, let alone what a third-party leaseholder might
do.

When it comes to rail to the port, there is nothing
definitive in this bill which supports that last mile —
the last mile that was talked about so deeply in the
inquiry, that rail to the port — and getting the trucks off
Francis Street and High Street in Yarraville and
reducing the truck congestion. I see today that Daniel
Andrews has announced an unfunded, unplanned road
to be built somewhere, sometime in the future
associated with the west — the western distributor or
the West Gate Bridge. The government does not know
what it is. It is something out there. It is not going to
help this project. What does it say when it comes to rail
to the port?
Mr Zoran Kostadinoski, the regional manager of
Custom Brokers and Forwarders Council of Australia,
said:
We have a risk of losing our big importers and exporters from
the port of Melbourne due to the lack of infrastructure.

And this legislation does nothing to address that. This is
thought-bubble politics gone mad. The government is
saying, ‘We have got an idea. We are going to push it
out to the marketplace. We are desperate for cash to
fund our other commitments’. And the long-term
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economic viability and the long-term future of
Victorians is going to suffer as a result. This is
desalination plant mark 2, ‘We have got an idea; we are
going to go ahead with it and the cost can just stream
out to future generations’. As we stand here today,
Victorians have paid $1.8 million in interest charges on
the desalination plant.
An honourable member — Just today!
Mr ONDARCHIE — Just today! And they do that
every day, every day for the next 27 years. My children
and my grandchildren will pay for that. And this is the
same form they have with this bit of legislation. They
are saying, ‘Let’s bring some up-front cash. Let’s get
our own immediacy dealt with and pass on that debt —
that liability, that obligation — to future generations’.
The Labor Party has got form on this.
When it comes to the environmental impact of getting
those ships through, Chris Smyth, the acting executive
director of the Victorian National Parks Association,
said:
In terms of blasting the heads or dredging the heads and so
on, we have been very concerned about the impact of the
channel dredging that took place down there some years ago.
That did cause significant damage to the deepwater sponge
community …

Coming back to rail to the port, Sam Tarascio, the
managing director of Salta Properties, which has a
project on the table — there was $58 million allocated
by a combination of the federal government and the
previous coalition government that is sitting there
available to start this project but which has been
scrapped by this government — said:
That means currently there are 5500 trucks that visit the port
each day, and if unabated, and with the projected growth, this
could rise to over 30 000 trucks per day within the initial term
of the proposed lease.

This mob is in trouble with this bit of legislation. We
have tried through the inquiry to give them some
signals about how they could solve this. Stakeholders
and the business community have tried to offer the
government a life jacket, but as Mr Drum knows, it will
not take it. It will not take the opportunity to keep this
project afloat because the government is absolutely
bloody-minded about getting this through — getting the
cash up-front. They say, ‘It’s not our problem, it is for
future generations; let them pay for it’. I have to say,
that is not good governance.
When it comes to regional Victoria, a miserly 3 per cent
of the cost of this transaction will go to regional
Victoria. Ninety-seven per cent will go to metropolitan
Melbourne to fund things like the rural hamlet of
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Mulgrave and bridges. And what did Peter Tuohey
from the Victorian Farmers Federation say? He said:
The decisions around city rail crossings are not a big winner
for Victoria. The Treasurer has come to us and said, ‘We’re
doing a fantastic job. We’re going to take freight off the
roads, we’re going to fix all these rail crossings’, and I said —

said Mr Tuohey —
‘Sorry mate, I can’t sell it. It’s not a big winner’.

When Ken Wakefield, the managing director of
Wakefield Transport, was told that the government was
saying that 97 per cent of the proceeds were to be used
in metropolitan Melbourne, he said:
That is disgraceful.

When Cr Colin Ryan, the chairman of the Great South
Coast Group, was asked how the region felt about
97 per cent going to Melbourne and only 3 per cent to
the rest of Victoria, he said:
The state government are entitled to do what they want.
However, we feel cheated.

And when we asked the government officials about
compensation and if there were any transaction
documents to reflect the current government-preferred
definition of ‘state sponsored’ ports for the future, the
government representatives said:
Government has not considered that definition.

Other comments have been made about things like
first-loss buffer, such as:
We have not had those discussions with government.
It is still under consideration.

This is legislation and policy on the run. Even Kenneth
Davidson from the Age said that this is a bad deal. He
quoted Mr Drum through his article. He said that this
was a bad deal because Mr Pallas just wanted to get this
through as quickly as possible. The Department of
Treasury and Finance said that in terms of the
transaction documents, it is probably fair to say that
they are still evolving documents.
Despite industry experts, despite Victoria University,
despite the Victorian Transport Association and despite
experts like Dr Hermione Parsons of the Institute for
Supply Chain and Logistics from Victoria University
all saying that we are going to need a second port
sooner rather than later, the government has ignored
this completely.
The government has fallen overboard in its haste to
maximise the dollars at the expense of the economic
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value and future prosperity of Victoria. I do not know
whether Mr Jennings, who is supporting this bill today,
is the professor, the skipper or Gilligan, but quite
frankly the SS Andrews has run aground on an
uncharted desert isle, and those opposite have no clue
how to fix it.
I have no problem with off-balance-sheet transactions,
but this is not the deal for Victorians because it will hurt
the economic prosperity and the future ambitions and
jobs of Victorians. I oppose this bill in its current state.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — It is an
interesting situation that we have here this evening. We
spoke on the report that was delivered to Parliament
this morning, and we are now back saying exactly the
same thing again with this bill. Because the
government’s position has not changed, we can
mention the main points again, which I will do very
quickly. There are a raft of issues which are yet to be
sorted out in relation to this transaction, starting with
capacity. So many of the witnesses quoted in the
report — I was just reading one of the graphs in the
report — list the capacity of the current port at around
5.4 million, 5.3 million or 5.5 million 20-foot
equivalent units, known as TEUs, but a very selective
group tells us the capacity is more like 8 million TEUs.
How did they arrive at the 8 million figure? They
cannot tell us. They can only tell us that that is what
they think it will be.
Mr Mulino — That is not true.
Mr DRUM — That is exactly true. It is of real
concern that we have to leave everything up to the
bidding process — what people will bid for the licence,
what people will bid for the actual port itself, what level
they will set capacity at. What strategy will be put in
place to build a port somewhere else is going to be left
up to another group, Infrastructure Victoria or
Infrastructure Australia. What provision is this
government going to make for a future port? Absolutely
none. The bill we are now debating is likely to change
dramatically in the next couple of days when the
government comes to the committee stage. That creates
a bit of a sense of folly as to why we are even going
through this stage of the debate.
The fact that the government put this ‘delivering
Victorian infrastructure’ phrase into the title of the bill
shows it wants to run a press release now with the
heading of its bill. This is a very serious issue, and I
spent a large part of this morning talking about the
importance of the port in relation to everyday life for
everyday Victorians. It is an absolutely critical piece of
infrastructure; it is a critical asset that affects every
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Victorian every day of their lives, not just in terms of
creating the ability for us to live in a prosperous state
when it comes to exporting but also enabling us to live
in a demand-driven commodity state. People in this
state love to spend money; they love to have assets
around their houses. And the vast majority of the
commodities that we use every day are brought in
through the port as imports in one form or another.
I am not going to repeat the words of all of the
witnesses who gave evidence condemning this bill and
the way it was presented, as Mr Ondarchie has done,
but it certainly made interesting listening when
Mr Ondarchie was quoting witness after witness after
witness. Many of these people have had lifelong careers
in the maritime or port industries, and here they are
asking how the government can get it so blatantly
wrong.
We have unknown issues around capacity. We have
unknown issues around the port. We are expecting to
sign a 50 to 70-year lease when we have no idea of the
trends that are likely to impact upon the ports in
Melbourne in the next 50 to 70 years. We have no idea
of the size or the frequency of the ships. We have no
idea of what this government or the lessee intend to do
about rail to the dockside, something that has been quite
successful in Sydney. But this government is going
forward without any concrete plan for running rail to
the docks.
We are already seriously constrained by dock quayside
metreage. We are seriously constrained by draught
depths at the heads of Port Phillip Bay and the Yarra
River. If the government wishes to do something with
Bay West, the amount of dredging needed will make
what currently takes place look absolutely minute. But
the government does not seem too concerned about
having to dredge considerably more to get the depth it
needs for future ships in Bay West, if that is what it
intends to do.
The issue that has been totally overlooked by this
government is that the proceeds of this transaction will
be spent almost entirely in Melbourne. I mentioned this
this morning when we spoke about the report; however,
I cannot believe that a government could possibly have
been so blind and so stupid as to devise a plan where it
would sell off one of its most precious assets, an asset
that both is fed by and delivers to regional Victoria to
the tune of roughly 50-50 — with slightly more exports
and slightly less imports emanating from and to the
regions. However, to think that it could get away with
spending the proceeds almost entirely in Melbourne is a
mistake that only a Labor government could make.
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The Andrews government has been pulled up and had
the facts pointed out to it, and for it to then turn around
and, as an answer to this embarrassing situation, throw
less than 3 per cent of the proceeds to regional Victoria
is mind-bogglingly stupid and arrogant in the extreme.
The fact that it has still not realised what it has done and
is maintaining the line that 97 per cent will go into
metropolitan Melbourne beggars belief. It beggars
belief that the government is sticking to this line.
Until the government comes back with a range of
amendments to vary the port licence fee, it is taking an
$80 million asset that grows each year away from
future governments. That is over and above the cost of
leasing the port. It is going to wrap up an $80 million
asset which is likely to be heavily discounted, so the
government might be paid for the first 15 years and
then it will discount the remaining 55 years. This does
not make good sense. We have a situation where there
is no rail program to go forward with and no provision
for any sort of growth in the size of ships.
The government is not doing anything to alleviate the
congestion in and around the City of Maribyrnong. I am
not quite sure how it plans to work with the schools, the
childcare centres and the congestion in the residential
areas. It talks about the number of trucks — around
3500 a day — that are tied specifically to the port. It is
quite incredible that this number of trucks use smaller
suburban streets to access the port and find their way to
the various distribution centres.
I will leave it there. We have in our hands an incredibly
important part of our future. There is a whole range of
issues we need to address. The coalition starts from a
position where it does not oppose the lease of the
port — it has been strong in that view — but it does
oppose this bill because it is a horrible deal with a
horrible set of provisions that are set around the concept
of privatising the port of Melbourne. When you look at
the way it has been cobbled together and the inability of
Treasury and Finance, the inability of all of the
advisers — financial advisers and asset sale advisers —
and the inability of that whole group to answer any of
the relevant questions that were put to them
predominantly by Mr Rich-Phillips, who did an
amazing job as chair of the inquiry, it is staggering. The
government and its representatives simply sat there and
kept giving the same answer, which was, ‘We’ll sort
that issue out in the bidding process, and we’ll tell you
how it’s all going to work after the event’.
There is every chance that the winner of this bidding
contest for the port lease is going to set an incredibly
high capacity at the port of Melbourne, a capacity that
in every practical manner it will be unable to reach, and
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therefore it will have an ongoing trigger for
compensation when ultimately a government of the
day, with no money left in the kitty, is going to be
forced to invest with borrowed money in a port
somewhere else. That is not even accounting for the
fact that we have probably already seen the current port
of Melbourne getting much closer towards its use-by
date than the sheer capacity numbers suggest. Just
because it has actual capacity in it, it does not mean that
all the other associated issues are not already telling us
that this port is getting very close to its use-by date.
We start from a position where we do not oppose the
lease of the port of Melbourne, but certainly at the
moment we are in a position where the government has
failed to come back with any changes to the existing
legislation, and it is incredibly hard for us to go forward
as it stands.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise this evening to speak to the
government’s legislation, the Delivering Victorian
Infrastructure (Port of Melbourne Lease Transaction)
Bill 2015. I am handling this bill, and it is 151 pages
long. It is a significant piece of legislation. As agreed
by the government, an inquiry looking into this
legislation was undertaken. As noted by members of
the committee that conducted the inquiry into the
proposed lease of the port of Melbourne, the report
tabled today has highlighted evidence received by that
committee. Members of the committee have spoken
both to the report and to the legislation. Issues were
raised, and I want to go to those in more detail, but
what I would say is that this is a house of review and it
is our role to review legislation. The process that has
been undertaken, with the committee conducting an
inquiry into this legislation, is exactly what this
Parliament needed to do, and now what we are doing
this evening in debating the bill and looking at the
report and what is in the report is exactly what we as
legislators need to be doing.
We need to be doing it in relation to this bill in
particular because the port is a significant asset for
Victoria. It is a very important piece of infrastructure. It
is in my electorate of Southern Metropolitan Region, so
I have a number of concerns in relation to many issues
that I have had a chance to note in the report tabled
today, that were raised throughout the inquiry process.
I commend the committee, particularly the chair,
Mr Rich-Phillips, and all the members who have
contributed to the process and who have spoken on it. I
note that there are various views, but many views held
by committee members accorded with the evidence that
was received, and that is really significant. We have
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heard from members about the number of hearings the
committee held on this inquiry and about the number of
submissions received from stakeholders right across the
state. It was most important that those views were heard
and considered in this inquiry, and they were.
I go now to some of the points in relation to the port
which have been highlighted by other speakers. The
ones I want to speak about in the time I have this
evening are around the capacity issues. The port of
Melbourne is a significant piece of infrastructure. It is
the largest container port in the Southern Hemisphere,
and according to the report, it currently has a
throughput of 2.5 million 20-foot equivalent units
(TEUs) per year. Its overall capacity is expected to
increase to around 5.5 million TEUs once the port
capacity project is completed. The port’s ultimate
capacity ranges from 5 million to 8 million TEUs. The
report says:
This uncertainty reinforces the need to maintain maximum
flexibility for planning and providing future port capacity
after the proposed lease —

and the need for planning for a second container port.
The need for that second port has come out in various
bits of evidence from some of the witnesses who
appeared before the inquiry. I quote from a transcript of
the evidence given by Mr Robert Coode, executive
president of the Australian Peak Shippers Association:
The development of a second port in Victorian waters appears
to have been pushed into the background. We see this as a
dangerous notion because when the time comes — and it
will — for a second deepwater port, the boat will have
sailed …

What I find so frustrating in this debate is that we
constantly hear — and have heard all year — this
government saying, ‘We deliver on our election
commitments. We say what we will do, and we
deliver’. Before the election those opposite said they
were going to build a second port, and it was Bay West.
That was something they took to the election. They
spoke about Bay West, and they have pulled. That is
either disingenuous or rather unparliamentary, if I can
use that term, Acting President; they are not telling the
full truth.
We have seen various aspects of this government in so
many areas, and this is another demonstration of this
government doing one thing and saying another. The
evidence that was received from stakeholders and
interested parties who came before the inquiry indicated
that they have great concerns about the lack of a second
port. It is clearly needed. If members look to the
northern states, they will see that New South Wales has
been planning, it has been developing and it has
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enacted legislation to improve the port of Botany. It
underwent a major expansion just recently. New South
Wales has a number of operating ports. If we are not
careful, New South Wales will take trade from this
state, and that will not be in the interests of all
Victorians in relation to export and import
opportunities.
Various industry groups, various regulators, logistics
experts, environmental groups and councils are all
stakeholders that had some input into this inquiry. I
know there are a number of councils along the bayside
areas within my electorate of Southern Metropolitan
Region that are very concerned about the
environmental impacts of increasing the number of
ships going in and out of the port. They are concerned
about the potential for — —
Ms Shing — No blasting.
Ms CROZIER — The member says, ‘No blasting’,
but what about dredging or environmental impacts
after — —
Ms Shing — Maintenance dredging; look at the
environmental impacts.
Ms CROZIER — The environmental impacts from
dredging from the previous government have raised
concerns — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
There seems to be a conversation going on across the
chamber. I do not know whether those members would
like to include me in it, but it would be really nice if
they would give some consideration to that. I suggest to
Ms Shing that if she wishes to contribute to the debate,
her name should go on the list.
Ms CROZIER — As I said, Acting President, there
are concerns from a number of councils in my
electorate of Southern Metropolitan Region and, as you
and others have indicated, from councils right around
the bay about the environmental impacts of an increase
in shipping transportation through the bay.
As previous speakers have said, it is 2015. Ships are
getting larger; we do not know what their full capacity
will be in 20 or 30 years time, which is where this
proposal takes us to. We are talking about a
monopolised position — a 50-year lease plus another
20 years. That is 70 years. We do not know what ships
will be like, what the technology will be like or how
they will be conducting their business and transporting
goods around the globe, so it is absolutely extraordinary
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for this government not to factor in the need for a
second port. That has been highlighted by many
stakeholders. It is clearly an issue.
I have other very concerned constituents in my area of
Southern Metropolitan Region who speak to me
constantly about the number of large truck deliveries to
the port of Melbourne. According to VicRoads there
are something like 400 000 truck deliveries to the port
of Melbourne each year. Within 10 years that will be
around 2 million. These are significant truck
movements that this government has not taken into
consideration.
As Mr Ondarchie highlighted in his contribution,
$58 million is on the table for a rail link project to go
ahead in order to get those trucks off our roads, to have
safer streets in our suburbs and to maintain our amenity
around the bayside suburbs. This is a really important
part of Melbourne. We have fabulous amenity in Port
Phillip. We all enjoy it. The millions of visitors who go
to the beach and use the bay on a regular basis could
potentially be jeopardised by having one large port with
an increasing capacity in order to keep up with the
demand over the next 70-odd years. It is short sighted
to say the least; it is extraordinary.
As the Treasurer admitted in his second-reading speech
in relation to up-front proceeds:
Most importantly, the lease proceeds being paid up-front
means we can remove our 50 worst level crossings …

That is what this is all about. The government just
wants to push this legislation through the house by
stealth — —
Ms Shing interjected.
Ms CROZIER — You want it concluded. We want
to have a look at the report, and so do the stakeholders.
They have every right to have a look at this report. This
is legislation by stealth. This is just about the removal
of the 50 level crossings. This all about your political
positioning. You are not considering the rural and
regional aspects. I have friends currently, Ms Shing,
who are sitting on headers wanting to get their grain out
of this country. The regional areas of Victoria know
only too well the importance of having appropriate
commercial operations, and you are not allowing
development for this state in future years; all you are
doing is lumbering this state with an increase in debt
and God knows what, with just one port — —
Ms Shing — You took it to the election yourselves!
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Ms CROZIER — Not a monopolised port, not this
bill. That is the difference between your side of politics
and ours — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
I have requested that both Ms Crozier and Ms Shing
respect the Chair in that their comments should be
directed through the Chair and that they should cease
interjecting. I ask both members to show some respect
with regard to those requests.
Ms CROZIER — I apologise, Acting President. As
I was saying, the opposition does not oppose the lease
of the port of Melbourne, but it actually had a plan to
expand the capacity for doing business in this state, and
that was to have a second port. The port of Hastings
was part of our plan. This government is having a
monopolised position. This piece of legislation we are
debating tonight, these 151 pages and this report that
has highlighted so many issues — and I have not had
time to go through them all — are what we are debating
this evening. That is why this piece of legislation the
government is trying to push through by stealth is not a
good piece of legislation for Victorians or for future
Victorians. Let us not forget that this will be a decision
made by this Parliament that will have ramifications for
years to come.
We need to get this right. It is far too important a piece
of infrastructure and asset to make a huge mistake on,
and as we know, Labor governments are notorious for
having major project mishaps. We saw it with so many
projects when Labor was formerly in government. I am
not going to go through them all, but the legacy of the
desalination plant, which has been previously
mentioned, is one that we are paying for each and every
day. It is very important that we get this right — that, if
we are going to lease the port of Melbourne, we
scrutinise this legislation appropriately and that this
committee’s work be looked at and those issues
addressed. If those issues are not addressed, then the
opposition has every right to put its case and ensure
that, if the bill does get through the Parliament, it gets
through the Parliament with a better outcome for all
Victorians.
With those words I will conclude my remarks. There is
much more I would like to say on the report, and I will
have that opportunity tomorrow, but many concerns
have been raised by the committee. I commend it again
for the work it has undertaken on behalf of all
Victorians to ensure that this legislation we are debating
this evening is appropriate.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I am pleased
to be able to make a contribution to the debate on this
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bill. I have a strong affinity for the port of Melbourne;
in a past life I was supporting its activities in allowing
greater capacity ships into port through the channel
deepening, and I also stood side by side with Chris
Corrigan and Donald McGauchie during the strikes
down at the port, for those who can remember those
times. The result of that activity was that the
productivity of the port of Melbourne increased by
30 per cent through some significant changes the
stevedores made in relation to work practices on the
waterfront.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr RAMSAY — It is a bit hard to speak if
Ms Shing is going to have a continuing conversation
with Ms Crozier while I am trying to make my
contribution. Acting President, you might want to ask
Ms Shing to desist from conversation across the
chamber.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order!
Mr RAMSAY — This is an important asset for
Victoria. It is the largest container port in Australia. It
traded around $92 billion in the 2013–14 year, and
much of that was agricultural produce. A lot of grain
and a lot of dairy product goes through the port, and
certainly the agricultural industry provides significant
licence fees and stevedore fees to the port for the export
of its foodstuffs, so we in agriculture as farmers play a
significant role in the profitability of the port. Thereby
regional Victoria would expect to get a significant
return on that investment through funding of significant
infrastructure in regional Victoria from the sale or lease
of the port — certainly significantly more than the
$200 million that was mooted by the Victorian
government as a potential regional Victoria
infrastructure spend from a proposed sale or lease
worth potentially $6 billion to $8 billion.
That is a totally unacceptable return on investment for
regional Victoria, given its high usage of the port and
its need for significant infrastructure investment by the
Andrews government from the sale of this port lease. I
would suggest that nothing less than $3 billion in
investment from the sale of the port lease would be
expected by communities in regional Victoria. There is
a significant amount of investment work to be done.
Other issues have been covered in the excellent
contributions of the lead speaker, Gordon Rich-Phillips,
Craig Ondarchie and Damian Drum. Those three made
particularly significant and extensive contributions on
this bill identifying some of the concerns of the
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opposition in relation to some of the detail of this
bill — not so much logistical and regulatory detail but
its commercial aspects. We have a right to be
concerned because there is not much detail, and I
understand negotiations are ongoing as to the final form
of this bill in terms of amendments that will come
before this house.
I am concerned about the port licence fee (PLF). An
up-front PLF will not really acknowledge the further
contributions of investment and costs of running the
port into future years. It lets the successful lessee off the
hook in relation to potential increases in capital gains
and the financial activity of the port in future years. It
does not make good commercial sense to allow within
the agreement an up-front PLF on a commercial basis. I
do not think it will provide Victoria with the best
outcome.
We know the port of Melbourne is even now not best
placed as a port in Victoria. There is congestion around
the port precinct, and that is going to increase, despite
the feeble attempts of the Andrews government to
provide some west–east connection. As we know, today
the government has committed to the unbudgeted
thought bubble of the western distributor. We have
swaggered from the east–west link to a West Gate
distributor to a western distributor, and now we have
something that apparently Transurban is going to fully
fund. No doubt there will be tolls for all the motorists
who use the proposed western distributor to CityLink
for the next 30 years. I encourage anyone who has got
spare money to buy Transurban shares, because they
are going to be rolling in the green stuff at the expense
of the Victorian taxpayer over the next 30 or 40 years,
or however long the extensions of this shoddy deal will
last.
The real concern for me on the western side is the fact
that the Andrews government promised Bay West. It
has done a total backflip. It has done more backflips
than Frank Beaurepaire back in the 1930s and 1940s. It
has scrapped Bay West. It is proposing a lease that will
tie up the port of Melbourne for 70 years without any
competition, with compensation clauses that will not
allow an option for a second port.
Ms Shing interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — It promised Bay West to the
Geelong community. In fact the minister came down to
Geelong and stared into the eyes of the people of
Geelong, members of the Committee for Geelong and
members of the Geelong Chamber of Commerce and
said, ‘We are going to build you a Bay West’. In this
agreement Bay West will not happen for 70 years.
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Those opposite are denying people in the west the
opportunity of a second port in an area where there is
road, rail, air and sea. It is the only region in Australia I
know of that provides all the important infrastructure
points for a successful port.
Labor also supported the port of Hastings. The
Treasurer is on record as saying he supported that as a
preferred second port about eight years ago. We have
seen a backflip from Hastings to Bay West and from
Bay West to the port of Melbourne. Those opposite
know in their hearts that we need a second port, and we
will need it in the next 10 to 20 years, not 70 years.
Now government members will draw the whole of the
city of Melbourne, including the CBD — shut it
down — around the port of Melbourne and congest the
whole area because they refuse to support a $58 million
port rail project, to use the rail rather than the road,
which has already been budgeted for and paid for
through budget estimates. Government members still
want to encourage greater road use from the west side
or the east side to the port of Melbourne, which just
does not make sense.
In summary — to allow Mr Finn time for a
contribution, because I know he is champing at the bit
to make a contribution — this agreement does not make
sense. It does not make sense from a policy point of
view, a commercial point of view, an economic point of
view or even a social point of view. Under this
proposed agreement the supposed social advocates of
Victoria now want to congest the whole CBD into a
series of traffic gridlocks without allowing options for
moving some of that congestion away from the CBD
and the outlying precincts of the port of Melbourne,
either to Hastings or to Bay West, two options for the
potential site of a second port.
The Andrews government is still not able to move
traffic freely from the west to the east. It has done a sort
of half-arsed, half-baked model of an east–west link, to
which, as I understand it, the government is
contributing only a small part of the cost of that project.
Mr Leane — On a point of order, Acting President,
I do not know how to put this as a point of order, but I
am not too sure that the word ‘arse’ is parliamentary. I
would like a ruling on that.
Mr Ondarchie — On the point of order, Acting
President, I am sitting closer to Mr Ramsay than
Mr Leane is. I thought he said ‘half-half’, actually.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I will accept that, and I ask Mr Ramsay to
continue.
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Mr RAMSAY — I will get back to the serious
issues. One is that this is not good commercial policy. It
is a bad bill, it is bad for business, it is bad for
communities, it does not allow for a second port option
and it will congest the precincts of Melbourne. The
up-front port licence fee (PLF) makes bad commercial
sense. If you ask any businessperson, banker or anyone
who has any understanding, skill and knowledge of
financial matters, they will tell you they know this will
be bad for Victorian taxpayers.
We have heard no commitment from the government in
relation to sale proceeds going into regional Victoria,
except that some $200 million might go to the
Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning, which I assume is part of the Rural Finance
proceeds that are already in the bank, so to speak. There
is absolutely no commitment from the Andrews
government in relation to regional Victoria, and the
government has provided no real infrastructure to allow
greater activity and access in and out of the port if this
lease were to go ahead, even under a 50-year lease, as
proposed.
As I understand it, there is a 20-year clause that allows
the successful lessee to negotiate a further term. We
have to talk about 70 years on the basis that the lessee
most likely will take up the offer. Having a
no-competition, compensation clause, an up-front PLF,
no second port option as well as no road or rail
infrastructure is — —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — Yes, it is bad for business —
thanks, Mr Ondarchie. Members of the opposition
would not support such a ridiculous, half-baked
scheme. Did I say ‘half-arsed’ last time, Mr Finn?
Mr Finn — You did.
Mr RAMSAY — Yes, a half-arsed scheme.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! On the point of order Mr Leane raised earlier, if
it was said, it is unparliamentary, but I will let it go at
this stage.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I am, and have
been for a very long time, a great supporter of
privatisation. I recall going to Liberal Party state
councils back in the 1980s where I proposed motions in
support of privatisation and was browbeaten and
knocked around by those who said we should not
privatise and that we should keep things in public
hands. So it gives me some significant satisfaction to
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come to this house today and see that even a Socialist
Left Premier can see value in semiprivatisation.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — As this sceptre is made indeed, as
Mr Ondarchie points out. Even the most ideologically
driven Premier that this state has ever seen can see
value in leasing a public utility as he is attempting to do
here with the port of Melbourne.
The only problem is that the Premier does not quite get
what privatisation is really all about, because
privatisation is all about competition. It is all about
allowing people to get into the marketplace and
compete with each other. A monopoly, as the
government is proposing, is not going to serve
anybody’s purposes. It is a failure of a scheme even
before it begins.
In recent times we had an excellent proposal, I thought,
put forward by the coalition government for a deep bay
port down at Hastings. Even the Labor Party, in the
lead-up to the last election a little over 12 months
ago — how quickly it forgets — was proposing Bay
West as a location for a second container port.
Members of the Labor Party proposed to the people of
Victoria, ‘If you vote for us to be the government of
Victoria, we will build Bay West’. They said it to the
people of Geelong and to the people of the west of
Melbourne, and of course that has now been turfed out
the window. That is something that cannot be reiterated
more strongly.
Members of the government say they went to the
electorate and they got a mandate. They did not get a
mandate. If they came in here today and said, ‘This
legislation will allow the lease of the port of Melbourne
and we will build Bay West’, then yes, they would most
certainly have a mandate, but they do not because they
lied. There is one thing that we have come to expect
from Labor governments the world over, be they state,
federal or territory, and that is that they will lie through
the teeth on every occasion, and they will do it
shamelessly. They will do it without consideration for
what is right in any given discussion.
I come to this debate with a parochial point of view. I
have deep concerns about this legislation’s impact on
the western suburbs of Melbourne, particularly the
inner western suburbs such as Yarraville and Seddon
that have been subjected to heavy traffic flows for
many long years. One only has to visit Francis Street in
Yarraville to see the impact that the people around that
area have had to live with for a very long time. The
extraordinary thing is that if the east–west link had gone
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ahead, their problems would have ended. The heavy
vehicles driving through Yarraville, Seddon and
Footscray would have been taken off those streets.
But under this scheme we have a situation which is
quite extraordinary given that the people of those areas
vote Labor so strongly and so regularly. You would
think that this government would give them some
consideration, but not on your nelly! Zilch, zero,
nothing! What the government is in fact proposing is a
scheme whereby there will be more traffic on the roads
of the inner west. There will be more trucks and bigger
trucks on the roads of the inner west. How does the
government live with itself when it treats its own
people in this way?
It regards the western suburbs as its own, and then it
treats these people — its own supporters — with total
and absolute contempt. I have no idea how members of
this government sleep at night, having done that to
these people. I certainly would not be able to if I had
done that.
We had today, I understand, some sort of
announcement by the Premier —
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr FINN — The western diversion, as I have
often described it, Ms Crozier — spot on the
money — but they call this the western distributor. I
have had the opportunity in recent weeks to ask the
chairman of Transurban — which I understand is
right into this up beyond its neck — exactly what is
going to happen with this so-called western
distributor. He has given me some suggestions as to
what he would like to see happen, but he said
ultimately it is up to the government to decide. What
those of us in the western suburbs would like to know
is what exactly is going to happen here? If the
government is going to go ahead with this project,
supposedly in conjunction with the — —
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr FINN — ‘Where are they going to get the
money from?’, is an extraordinarily good question,
Ms Crozier, but as you and I know, that is not
something the Labor Party has ever cared about. The
Labor Party does not give a stuff where it gets the
money from, as long as it can move it along to the next
crowd. Labor members will just say, ‘There’s a
whopping great debt there that’s going up by the
second. We’ll just leave that sitting in the corner until
the Liberals get in, and they can fix that up’.
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We have this extraordinary situation here in Victoria
where the Labor government has spent close to
$1 billion stopping a road which would have removed
the traffic from Yarraville, Seddon and Footscray, and
now it wants to build the world’s most expensive
T-intersection. It is just extraordinary. Anybody looking
from outside must think Victoria has gone stark raving
mad, and I have to say, looking at this government, they
may well be correct.
None of this makes any sense, unless of course, as
Mr Ramsay alluded to, you are a shareholder in
Transurban, because if you were a Transurban
shareholder, tonight you would have the Moet out. You
would think this is a great night for you, your family
and probably your grandkids as well. You would be
paraphrasing Kerry Packer by saying, ‘You only get
one Daniel Andrews in your life, and I’ve just got
mine’. You would be celebrating the fact that the
Premier of Victoria is a mug and is so desperate for any
project that he has gone along with this thing that
Transurban is going to make an absolute killing on.
Guess who is going to be paying? The people of
Victoria. Whenever Labor stuffs up, who picks up the
tab? The people of Victoria. That is something we have
come to accept as the norm over decades.
We then come to the port itself and the handing over of
the lease to a private company for the next 70 years.
The company will need to do significant dredging, and
it will need to blast the heads significantly. We are
talking about a — —
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr FINN — The environmental impacts are huge,
Ms Crozier. We are talking about trying to look into the
future, to 2085. I would suggest that in 2085 there will
not be too many of us left on this earth — maybe under
it but certainly not on it. For this government to try to
predict what Victoria and Melbourne will need in 2085
is, as I said earlier, some sort of raging insanity. It is
just a nonsense. Not even somebody with a crystal ball
as big as the one the Treasurer, Tim Pallas, has would
be able to see what will be happening in 70 years. It
comes back to those environmental impacts I was
discussing. What will happen to Altona beach and
Williamstown beach in my electorate? What will
happen to the marina at Point Cook or Werribee South?
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — It may not be there for long,
Mr Ondarchie, because if this government gets its way
we may well have a situation — it is not giving any
guarantees either way — where there will be significant
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explosive work at the Heads and significant dredging,
which will have huge environmental impacts on our
bay, our beaches and our bayside suburbs. That is
something that this government just refuses to talk
about. It just will not talk about it, and it has to. You
cannot come to this Parliament with a proposal which
potentially has such a dire impact and just refuse to talk
about it. You cannot do that, but that is exactly what the
government is trying to do tonight.

something that my great-grandchildren are going to
have to deal with. This is not something that is going to
go away tomorrow or next week; this is 70 years in the
future. I ask the house to give this bill the most serious
consideration.

It goes back, I suppose, to the Labor Party saying to us,
‘Trust us’. I am a very trusting person, as members on
this side of the house will know, but I am never going
to trust members of the Labor Party when they tell us,
‘Trust us’. Just have a look at their record over
generations. As I have said in this house before, if there
is one thing that the Labor Party absolutely excels at, it
is stuffing things up, and the bigger the project the
bigger the stuff-up. You just have to have a look at the
desal plant on the flood plain in Wonthaggi. I think they
are calling it Steve Bracks Centre. That is a classic
example of the sort of thing I am talking about. If it
cannot build a desal plant, would you really trust this
mob with deciding the future of our port for the next
70 years? I do not think so.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! The question is:

The regional rail link is another classic example. We
built the thing. The Liberal Party and The Nationals
built the thing. We raised a good deal of the money so
the thing could go ahead after Julia Gillard cut the
funding, and we finally got the thing. We built the
thing. All the Labor Party had to do was to get the
timetable right and print it. That is all it had to do. What
did it do? It stuffed it up. If a government cannot print a
timetable, how could anybody trust it with the sale or
the lease of the port of Melbourne?
Ms Crozier — A major asset.
Mr FINN — A major asset, as Ms Crozier points
out.
Daniel Andrews, I think it is pretty clear to most
people, is no Tom Cruise, but at the moment all we are
hearing from him is ‘Show me the money’. That is all
he is saying. Was that show about Eddie or Frank
McGuire — or it might have been Jerry; I am not sure.
It was one of those. ‘Show me the money’, the Premier
says, and that is what all of this is about. He does not
care what he has to do as long as he gets the money. He
wants the billions so that he can blow it in the way that
only a Labor Premier can.
It is, from my perspective, a major concern. It is
something that my great-grandchildren are going to
have to live with. We are deciding here tonight

Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

ADJOURNMENT

That the house do now adjourn.

Goulburn Valley Health
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Health, and it
is in regard to renal dialysis services at Goulburn Valley
Health, which continue to struggle to meet
ever-increasing demand. My request of the minister is
that she immediately commit her government to
funding the redevelopment and expansion of Goulburn
Valley Health’s Shepparton campus in the 2016–17
state budget and that expanded renal dialysis services
are included as a priority component within the
redevelopment.
Earlier this year my office was contacted by a
constituent who raised with us serious concerns
regarding the limited hospital-based dialysis services
available at Goulburn Valley Health. At the time the
hospital was operating two hospital-based sessions six
days per week. A home-based dialysis service is also
delivered to those for whom it is appropriate.
I raised this issue with the minister in May, and shortly
thereafter the hospital introduced an additional evening
session to increase the capacity for dialysis at Goulburn
Valley Health. However, while expectations were that
the waiting list for dialysis at Goulburn Valley Health,
which sat at 24 prior to the introduction of the evening
session in July, would decrease due to the extra session,
what we have actually seen is a dramatic increase in
demand and the waiting list blow out to 32 people.
There seems to be an emerging theme when it comes to
patients being treated at Goulburn Valley Health. Under
this Labor government wait times continue to increase
and waiting lists continue to get longer. This is just
further unavoidable evidence of the urgent need for the
redevelopment and expansion of Goulburn Valley
Health, and the minister and her government cannot
continue to ignore it. The state government must
urgently commit funding to increase dialysis services at
the hospital. The number of dialysis chairs at the
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hospital remains at 7 and needs to increase to 16 to
meet current and forecast demand.
Dialysis requires 4 to 5-hour sessions a minimum of
three times per week, which creates a significant burden
for those who are asked to travel to attend dialysis
services in Kyabram, Benalla, Seymour or Melbourne.
Goulburn Valley Health services a catchment of more
than 250 000 residents. It is a major regional hospital
and should be equipped to provide for current and
future service demands. It is a disgrace that the minister
considers it appropriate for country Victorians to travel
significant distances to access the health services they
need. This travel adds to the stress on both the patients
and their families, particularly for those who need
services as regularly as dialysis requires.
I am informed that the draft master plan did not provide
for the expansion of dialysis until stage 4 or 5. It is
obvious that dialysis must be given a much higher
priority and should be included as an additional
component of stage 1. The longer the government drags
out the redevelopment of our hospital the more
complex it is going to be as more services come under
pressure and need to be prioritised. It is obvious that the
redevelopment of Goulburn Valley Health cannot be
delayed any longer. An early announcement for
funding in the 2016–17 budget should be made to
provide certainty and allow the design process to begin.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member was
dangerously close to reading a set speech.

Glenormiston College site
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — The matter I
raise tonight is for the Minister for Training and Skills.
I acknowledge Mr Herbert for his visit to western
Victoria last week. It was very welcome, as was the
announcement of a new expression of interest process
for the future of the historic Glenormiston homestead.
The expression of interest will be open to international
and domestic operators. The site at Glenormiston has
been vacant for the past two years, and it was on the
excess asset list of the previous government. It has a
long history of education in agriculture that must be
continued.
I am confident that there will be a good result from this
process. I have personally been approached by a
number of people who would be interested in
potentially using this asset. Already the local newspaper
has reported that a new community proposal called
Plate 2 Paddock could offer a study camp for city
children to gain an understanding of where their food
comes from and of country life. It would also give them
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the opportunity to see how agricultural businesses and
farms, including dairy farms, work. The expression of
interest says the site can be used for a number of
purposes beyond school camps and dairy farms,
including for veterinary and other agricultural purposes.
The process is open for 100 days from 7 December and
will be widely advertised throughout Australia and
overseas. I look forward to seeing the far-ranging ideas
that will come out of this proposal, which will see a
combination of agricultural and educational uses. I urge
the minister to consider carefully the best possible use
for the site and give the successful proposal or group of
proposals his support so this will continue to be a
thriving educational institution in our region for many
years to come.

Labour hire industry
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to my colleague the
Minister for Industrial Relations, who is also the
Minister for Local Government and Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs, the Honourable Natalie Hutchins. I
note that the insecure work inquiry is well underway
and that the committee has begun touring in regional
Victoria.
Insecurity of work is an enormously important issue for
the people of my electorate of Western Metropolitan
Region. The western suburbs of Melbourne have
historically faced higher levels of unemployment,
underemployment and socioeconomic disadvantage
than the state average. Having been a traditional site of
heavy manufacturing for much of Victoria’s history,
Melbourne’s west is also a region that is more
vulnerable to the downsides of the economic transition
that is currently underway, especially since the opening
up of the economy and the important reforms of the
1980s and 1990s, which put a lot of stress on people
and families in the western suburbs. Not having full
employment puts on a lot of pressure and undermines
the ability of people to try to get a mortgage or raise a
family, for example, so it is a very important issue for
my electorate. We need to look at ways for people to
find full employment, and I commend the government
on its inquiry.
The action I seek is that the minister provide an update
on how Melbourne’s west can engage with the inquiry.
I invite the minister to meet with local community
members and with me to discuss their experiences with
insecure work so they can contribute to the inquiry. I
look forward to a response from the minister.
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V/Line wi-fi provision
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Small Business, Innovation and Trade. On
30 November the minister responsible for innovation
came to Ballarat to make an announcement. I have been
in this place for just shy of a year, but it is my
understanding that when a minister comes to town to
make an announcement it is normally positive in nature
and will actually benefit the community that it will
impact upon.
But it seems that Mr Dalidakis has been to the school of
delivering disappointment and dysfunction to
communities of the Minister for Public Transport,
Ms Allan. She came to Ballarat to announce that she
would not be doing anything to fix the timetable that
she had wrecked when she came to reannounce the
coalition’s car park at the Wendouree railway station on
14 September. The Minister for Public Transport
actually came to Ballarat to announce that she would be
doing nothing for three months to fix the problems she
had caused with the Ballarat train timetable, which was
quite unbelievable.
Minister Dalidakis has learnt well from Minister Allan;
he came to Ballarat to announce that he would be
disappointing the good people of Ballarat in that the
government would not be delivering the wi-fi service
on regional trains that was funded by the coalition. He
came to announce a $22 million cut to connectivity on
regional train services, like the Ballarat train service.
My question is: why has the minister cut wi-fi from
regional train services, and where is he diverting the
$22 million cut from this project?
The PRESIDENT — Order! Can the member tell
me what the action is?
Mr MORRIS — The action is: will the minister
reinstate wi-fi on regional trains?

Monash and Eastern freeways noise reduction
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. I rise to speak on behalf of the
communities of Eastern Metropolitan Region, in
particular residents who live near the Monash and
Eastern freeways, about excessive noise levels.
There is evidence to show that excessive noise can
adversely affect health and quality of life. Currently
VicRoads has a noise attenuation standard of
68 decibels for these freeways, which is far lower than
the standard VicRoads demands from new freeways
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and roads, at 63 decibels. Further, the current noise
attenuation policy states that noise measurements are to
be taken at the ground level. This policy fails to
recognise that many residents sleep on the first floor,
where noise levels are generally higher.
The time period adopted for the analysis of VicRoads
noise surveys on the Monash Freeway corresponds to
the period between 6.00 a.m. and midnight. However,
that neglects the time period between midnight and
6.00 a.m., when most people are sleeping and noise
may affect them. In 2015 VicRoads commenced a
review of its Traffic Noise Reduction Policy. A
discussion paper was released by VicRoads in August
2015. To date no results have been released from this
review, leaving residents to wonder if they will ever get
a decent night’s sleep.
Will the minister release the results of the VicRoads
Traffic Noise Reduction Policy review, cap noise levels
from the Monash and Eastern freeways to a maximum
of 63 decibels to ensure policy consistency with new
roads and ensure that noise levels are measured at first
floor level as well as ground floor level and that those
measures are taken at any time of the day or night?

Aurora School
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — In the last
sitting week I asked a constituency question of the
Minister for Education, Mr Merlino, about the Aurora
School, and I would like to thank him for the response
he gave me to that constituency question. But tonight I
would like to seek an action from Mr Merlino — that
is, to in the new year visit the Aurora School, which is
in Blackburn, which offers a great statewide service to
deaf and deafblind children and their families, and has
done for the last decade.
The school had some concerns around how future
changes in disability funding may affect some of its
services, but I am glad to say that the response I got to
my constituency question goes a long way to alleviate
that concern. However, I would appreciate it if the
minister would come out to the school in person and
have direct discussions with the principal, teachers,
council and concerned parents.

Women’s sports facilities
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
My adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Sport, and it relates to the Grass Ceiling campaign and
how applications for community sporting facilities will
be assessed in the future. This is an issue that I will also
be raising with the federal Minister for Sport.
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Community sporting facilities in much of Southern
Metropolitan Region do not provide for equal
opportunity. When it comes to girls and women, most
community sporting facilities do not have enough
change rooms, training grounds or competition courts
as well as funding for coaches, uniforms and
equipment. Eighty per cent of the City of Bayside’s
sporting pavilions predate 1960, a time when
expectations of how girls and women should behave
was very different to how we see it today. As a
consequence of this, to give just one practical example,
there is one change room for women in the City of
Bayside’s 27 pavilions.
Apart from an equity argument, there is a strong
community benefit in making sure that girls and young
women keep fit and strong, and set up exercise habits in
their youth that will see them through a long and
healthy life. Research shows that once young people
abandon community sport, it becomes almost
impossible to reignite that interest and passion. We
know that some 25 per cent of children are overweight,
so community sport has never been more important.
Bayside Council is lobbying for funds to upgrade its
facilities within a 10-year time frame but estimates that
it will probably take around 15 years to catch up. The
action I seek from the minister is this: will he consider
making it a requirement that the state government will
not fund community sport capital projects if the
proposed projects do not include adequate provision for
facilities for girls and women?

Bangholme land rezoning
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Planning. Late last month, on 23 November, Greater
Dandenong city councillors resolved to request that the
minister initiate a process that will rezone a parcel of
land in Bangholme for industrial use. The Bangholme
parcel, which is bordered by Harwood and
Frankston-Dandenong roads, EastLink and the
Eumemmerring Creek, is part of Dandenong’s green
wedge and is home to the residents of Willow Lodge,
which is a retirement village off Frankston-Dandenong
Road.
Perhaps the minister is aware of the meeting called by
Willow Lodge’s residents association on 3 December,
at which they were told by the village’s management
that their homes would be ‘safe’. If the Bangholme
parcel is rezoned for industrial use, however, it is very
likely that the Willow Lodge residents will face much
higher site fees to reflect higher industrial zone rates.
They can also look forward to being surrounded by
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industrial developments and uncertainty about whether
a future owner will sell the land.
In the same motion Dandenong councillors also voted
to rezone the Keysborough Golf Club’s course on
Hutton Road for residential use. The Keysborough golf
course is also part of the green wedge, and the proposed
rezoning will threaten remnant vegetation. Apparently
the plan is for Intrapac, the property developer, to turn
the Keysborough golf course into a housing estate,
netting the golf club $40 million. The golf club would
then relocate to Pillars Road.
The one person with real power to stop this rezoning of
the green wedge is the Minister for Planning.
Previously the minister has implied that government
policy does not support any changes to the urban
growth boundary. This being so, I call on the minister
to protect the green wedge by rejecting the City of
Greater Dandenong’s request to relocate the urban
growth boundary to include the Keysborough Golf
Club and the green wedge land in Bangholme.

HIV clinical trial
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Health. The action I seek is that she provide funding for
a significant expansion of the clinical trial of the use of
PrEP — pre-exposure prophylaxis — currently
operating at the Alfred hospital for only 115 people.
The fact is that Victoria is falling behind — for
example, it is falling behind New South Wales — in
relation to the reduction in new diagnoses of HIV.
It is all well and good for the minister to pledge that
Melbourne will become a fast-track city to achieve the
90-90-90 HIV treatment targets of UNAIDS, the Joint
United Nations Programme on HIV/AIDS, by 2020 —
that is, that 90 per cent of people who are HIV-positive
know their status, that 90 per cent of them are in
treatment and that 90 per cent of the people on
treatment have an undetectable viral load. Currently
PrEP is in the process of an application for Therapeutic
Goods Administration approval, and I would certainly
encourage the federal government to facilitate that and
enhance the quickness with which that approval might
be able to take place. It is not available yet, except
offshore, here in Victoria.
The thing about the PrEP medication is that it is
actually an antiviral drug that is used as a prevention
strategy by HIV negative people to prevent them from
becoming infected. When taken consistently, it has
been shown to be over 94 per cent effective in
preventing HIV infection. It is a very significant drug
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that has a very significant impact. On World AIDS Day
the New South Wales government announced the
expansion of its clinical trial from 300 people to
3700 people, which leaves the Victorian trial of only
115 people looking very paltry in comparison.
To be fair, the minister announced clinical guidelines
for GPs to use to prescribe off-label PrEP to high-risk
individuals, but the fact is that the Victorian
government is not taking ownership in addressing this
issue, and guidelines, while helpful, will not change the
situation. The fact is that there are as many as
2000 Victorians who are eligible and willing to use
PrEP, and it is estimated that would divert about
160 new HIV diagnoses in the first year. The target is to
reduce the 320 new diagnoses that occur each year.
This has been a stubborn number that has not shifted,
and PrEP could be the game changer; in fact the
evidence shows PrEP would be the game changer in
terms of reducing those diagnoses.
We all support the goal — to eliminate all HIV
transmissions by 2020 — but Victoria needs to step up.
This is a significant public health issue, and expanding
the trial to include over 2000 Victorians, who would be
taking the PrEP medication, would be a significant
improvement. I call on the minister to provide the
funding to do so.

Kilmore-Wallan bypass
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — The
adjournment matter I have tonight is for the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety, the Honourable Luke
Donnellan, and concerns the proposed Kilmore-Wallan
bypass. As residents of this part of my electorate know
very well, the Labor government came to office
inheriting a longstanding saga of unmet promises to
build this bypass.
I was just reviewing the history, and it is something that
has been on my agenda since I came to Parliament. I
keep referring back to what has happened in the past,
and it is pretty extraordinary because the then Minister
for Roads, Mr Mulder, is on the record as saying in
September 2012:
One only has to stand in the main street of Kilmore with the
trucks roaring through to understand the impact they have had
on the town and will continue to have going forward until we
deliver the Kilmore-Wallan bypass — and we will deliver it.
… It is the single biggest investment that community has
seen, and the member for Seymour is delivering that project
for her community. I congratulate her on that.

Obviously it is somewhat strange that in May 2014,
which was 20 months after that statement, the former
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member for Seymour, who is now the member for
Eildon, was pleading for the minister to ‘make a
decision about the final route as soon as possible’. She
went on to say:
The lack of certainty for those living on the three proposed
routes and the volume of traffic that presently flows through
the heart of Kilmore are continuing problems …
People in the community are tired of not knowing what is
happening and not having a decision.

You can imagine the relief of the community when
within only three months of being elected the Labor
Minister for Roads and Road Safety finally announced
the long-awaited decision on the route. He effectively
ended the siege of the unknown that Kilmore and its
surrounding communities had been living under.
The western route preserves local heritage, reduces
noise, removes heavy vehicles from the main streets of
town and was the preferred recommendation of the
Kilmore Wallan Bypass — EES Inquiry and Advisory
Committee Report. Of course there was much positive
reaction to the announcement, but as with any large
infrastructure project there are issues to work through
and ongoing discussions to be had with those who are
affected.
Planning has commenced on the final design process,
and meetings with concerned residents are continuing.
Since the decision, I have met with several residents
from either end of the proposed route, from
Willowmavin in the north to Wandong in the south, and
many of those in between. I have been working
tirelessly with VicRoads to keep the public informed,
listen to concerns and in turn feed this into the
minister’s office. I have also arranged for VicRoads to
conduct public information sessions, and I thank
VicRoads for its ongoing work in this regard.
Representatives from the Wandong-Heathcote Junction
community have formed an action group. I am very
supportive of this development, as it can be challenging
to deal with multiple people with a common or shared
interest. The action group is a constructive way to
progress communications, and I will continue to meet
with the group. VicRoads will do the same. Whilst I am
keeping the minister’s office apprised of community
views, I understand that the action group would
appreciate the opportunity to meet face to face with the
minister. I therefore request that the minster agree to
meet with me and key representatives of the action
group in the very near future.
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Protective services officers
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
matter this evening for the attention of the Minister for
Police. It relates to the protective services officers
(PSOs) deployment program for the metropolitan
railway network.
As members will recall, when the then opposition back
in early 2010 announced the policy to deploy PSOs to
our railway network, it was critiqued and derided by
many, including members of the then Labor
government. We all remember that the now Deputy
Premier, when the legislation for the PSOs was
introduced to the Parliament, referred to them as plastic
police. This is most disgraceful, and the Deputy
Premier still has not apologised to the PSOs — the
people who protect us here in this building — for
referring to them as plastic police.
When the PSO program began it was rolled out in a
very aggressive way. Between 2012 and 2014, a
three-year period, PSOs were deployed to 170 railway
stations on our network — that is, more than 1 station
per week. This has been warmly embraced by
commuters because the deployment of PSOs keeps
them safe at night-time, improves their perception of
safety, has been a great boon for the railway network
and has significantly improved safety.
I was dismayed, then, when I learnt that the Andrews
Labor government, which is now 12 months into its
term, has deployed PSOs, as I understand, to only a
handful of extra stations — to only seven stations. I
understand it to be only seven extra stations, and I am
happy to be corrected by the minister. Under the
coalition over three years: 170 stations, more than 1 per
week; under Labor, 12 months: only 7 stations — not
even 1 per month. It is absolutely disgraceful. Where
are the PSOs being put? Where are they being diverted
to?
This is in direct contrast to an email that the office of
the member for Rowville in the Assembly, Mr Wells,
received on 23 October describing the rollout of the
PSOs, which was meant to be completed for the
remaining 46 stations by December this year.
Clearly PSOs have not been deployed to those
remaining 46 stations. PSOs have been deployed to
only a handful more stations. Locations such as
Hughesdale in Ms Fitzherbert’s electorate were
supposed to have PSOs in December last year,
Murrumbeena was supposed to have PSOs in February
this year, and in my electorate Beaconsfield was
supposed to have PSOs in July and Officer was
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supposed to have them this year. Those deployments
have not occurred. My question to the minister is:
where are the PSOs, why has this timetable not been
met, and when will PSOs be deployed to the remaining
stations?
The PRESIDENT — Order! Would the member
like to choose one question?
Mr O’DONOHUE — The last question, President.
When will the PSOs be deployed to the stations, noting
that this timetable has not been met?
The PRESIDENT — Order! All right. When I say
‘question’, what I mean is an action.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Thank you for the
opportunity, President. The action I seek is for the
minister to advise me what is the anticipated
deployment date for each and every station that is yet to
receive PSOs.

V/Line wi-fi provision
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Public Transport, and it is very closely related to my
parliamentary colleague’s matter in relation to wi-fi on
V/Line trains — I am glad to see that he read my press
release — but for a point of difference I will talk about
the Geelong V/Line service. The action is that I call on
the minister to immediately implement wi-fi not only
on the Geelong line but also on the Ballarat and
Traralgon lines as promised.
In April 2014 the coalition government announced
$40 million to fix mobile black spots and deliver free
wi-fi on V/Line services, including on the Geelong,
Ballarat and Traralgon lines.
Ms Symes interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — It is worth noting that an
estimated 40 per cent of the distance travelled between
regional centres and Melbourne is not currently covered
by — —
Ms Symes interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — Would Ms Symes like to do my
speech for me?
Ms Symes interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — I thank her. I will do it, because I
do not think she can do it. An estimated 40 per cent of
the distance travelled between regional centres and
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Melbourne is not currently covered by reliable mobile
reception — —
Ms Symes interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — It is interesting to note that
Ms Symes keeps interjecting, because she is a person
who uses a laptop on the train all the time. She is
someone who has been complaining about all the black
spots and the interruptions she has when working on
her laptop when she is travelling up and down through
regional centres, so she should be listening and
supporting this particular adjournment matter.
As I said, 40 per cent of the distance between regional
centres and Melbourne is not currently covered by
reliable mobile reception, causing frustrating dropouts
for regional rail travellers. This was a priority for both
the Committee for Ballarat and the Committee for
Geelong, and those committees strongly lobbied the
coalition government and advocated for the
implementation of free wi-fi on those train services. I
was pleased to see that we provided the funding in the
2013–14 budget. In fact the money — the
$40 million — is sitting there, part of which was to be
for the provision of free wi-fi. For whatever reason the
current government has decided not to pursue the
provision of free wi-fi but to divert that money to other,
unknown infrastructure.
My adjournment action is to call on the Minister for
Public Transport to reverse her decision and
immediately implement free wi-fi on the Geelong,
Ballarat and Traralgon train services, as promised and
funded, and I would also like to know from the minister
where the money that has already been allocated in the
budget for free wi-fi is to be diverted to.
Mr Herbert — One question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Yes, and it was the
early one. The last one was a comment.

Waverley Emergency Adolescent Care
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) —
Waverley Emergency Adolescent Care, or WEAC as it
is better known, has been operating since 1985,
providing a range of services to families and teenagers
in need in the areas of counselling, accommodation,
education and training, as well as drug and alcohol
rehabilitation. In fact a dedicated house known as
Tandana undertakes alcohol and drug rehabilitation
services. There are also two other support houses that
are involved with WEAC.
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The member for Oakleigh in the Assembly has spoken
in the Parliament on a number of occasions about the
essential services that WEAC provides to the
community. In an adjournment matter in April he called
on the Minister for Mental Health to visit Tandana with
him ‘to discuss future options for this fantastic
organisation’. In June, in a members statement, he
spoke of the minister’s visit and said:
It is clear that the minister understands that rehabilitation for
drug and alcohol issues is vitally important.

He went on to say:
… I am certainly encouraged that further assistance may be
provided to Tandana in the future.

Despite these calls from the local member, which
obviously fell on deaf ears, Tandana has now closed
and went into voluntary administration about 10 days
ago. Fifteen employees lost their jobs. There are many
questions surrounding this issue that I would like to
have answered, but the action I seek from the minister
is that she provide information as to the number of
children who have been affected by this decision and
where they have gone to receive the support and
services they require at such a vulnerable time of their
lives.

Responses
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — Ms Lovell raised a matter for the Minister for
Health regarding the provision of funding in the next
state budget to expand Goulburn Valley Health. I will
refer that matter to the minister.
Mr Purcell raised a matter for me regarding the
expression of interest process for the Glenormiston
college site, asking that I give strong consideration to
proposals to ensure that local communities’ needs,
interests and views are met. I give him an undertaking
that I will do that.
Mr Melhem raised a matter for the Minister for
Industrial Relations seeking a meeting with him and
community representatives on the insecure work
inquiry.
Mr Morris raised a matter for the Minister for Small
Business, Innovation and Trade in regard to wi-fi on the
Ballarat line and other regional train lines.
Ms Dunn raised a matter for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety calling on the minister to release the
VicRoads noise survey and information on noise levels
on the Monash Freeway.
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Mr Leane raised a matter for the Minister for Education
seeking that the minister visit Aurora School with him
and speak with teachers, parents and students.
Ms Fitzherbert raised a matter for the Minister for Sport
seeking expansion of funding for female community
sports facilities and a commitment that he will not
provide state funding to community facilities unless
gender issues are taken into account.
Ms Springle raised a matter for the Minister for
Planning asking that he protect the green wedge and
reject the City of Greater Dandenong’s application to
rezone green wedge land for commercial and
residential use.
Ms Wooldridge raised a matter for the Minister for
Health seeking funding for an expansion of clinical
trials into pre-exposure prophylaxis — a new HIV drug
treatment.
Ms Symes raised a matter for the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety seeking that he meet with her and
Wandong-Heathcote Junction Action Group in regard
to the Kilmore-Wallan bypass.
Mr O’Donohue raised a matter for the Minister for
Police seeking advice on deployment dates for
protective services officers at railway stations that have
not yet been assigned them.
Mr Ramsay raised a matter for the Minister for Public
Transport seeking immediate wi-fi provision on
Geelong, Ballarat and Traralgon V/Line trains.
Ms Crozier raised a matter for the Minister for Families
and Children seeking information about the number of
children who have been affected and where they have
gone following the closure of the Tandana drug and
rehabilitation centre.
I will refer all those matters to the relevant ministers.
I have 34 written responses to adjournment debate
matters raised between 7 May and 26 November, which
I now table.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 10.35 p.m.
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WRITTEN RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Responses are incorporated in the form provided to Hansard

Ministerial staff
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Wooldridge
Special Minister of State
25 November 2015

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
There have not been any lump sum payments to Ms Paul beyond the scope of the normal payment of outstanding
entitlements for someone completing their employment.
This government does not intend to disclose or comment on the individual staffing entitlements of public sector or
ministerial staff.

Ministerial staff
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Lovell
Special Minister of State
25 November 2015

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
It is standard practice for Governments to employ staff to fill a range of roles within Ministerial private offices.
These staff may be seconded from departments or hired externally to fill these positions.
A staff member may cease their employment within a Minister's private office for a range of reasons including; the
completion of a pre-agreed secondment period, the conclusion of a fixed term position (such as back-filling a
parental leave vacancy), or for personal or professional reasons. Alternatively staff in a Minister's private office
may have been employed to undertake a specific task such as establishing the operation of the office.
A single figure of total departures from Ministerial offices would be unable to distinguish between these
contributing factors and causes.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
Staff who complete their employment receive any outstanding workplace entitlements as specified in their terms of
employment.

East–west link
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Fitzherbert
Special Minister of State
25 November 2015

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
Treasury Corporation Victoria has agreed to pay an arrangement fee in respect of each bond issuance in the amount
of 2 basis points, calculated as the market value of adding 2 basis points to the issuance yield of that issuance.
These are the costs that TCV would incur under any syndicated issuance.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
The Government is not paying a premium for these flexible arrangements. The costs are the costs that TCV would
incur under any syndicated issuance.
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Melbourne Youth Justice Centre
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Crozier
Minister for Youth Affairs
26 November 2015

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
A review of the incident was undertaken by Mr Peter Muir, former Director Juvenile Justice NSW. This report will
not be released to maintain the established protocol of protecting security at our facilities.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
While specific details of security measures are necessarily restricted, I can say that with any incident and in the
interests of maintaining the ongoing safety of the clients, staff and the community, we will continue to maintain the
physical environment in our youth justice facilities.

Disability services
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Carling-Jenkins
Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing)
26 November 2015

RESPONSE:
I am informed that:
The Kew Residential Services redevelopment project is subject to a Development Agreement (DA) between the
State and a private developer (KDC, a subsidiary of Walker Corporation Pty Ltd). Under the terms of the DA, the
State shares in the revenues from the Project.
The State's share of the revenues are directly remitted to the State's accounts under consolidated revenue, and as
such, this income received is not reported in the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources (DEDJTR) Annual Report. Over the life of the project to date, the State's total revenue share is $54.084
million.
The $88.684 million represents revenues from all houses sold at Kew in 2014-15, after the State's share is paid to
consolidated revenue. This amount is remitted to KDC.
The $98.868 million 'cost of goods sold' represents a combination of this amount remitted to KDC plus the value of
the State land contributed to those sales for the same period. CPA Accounting Standards require DEDJTR to report
the total costs of goods sold for the department for the period. This line item in the Annual Report also includes a
small amount of costs unrelated to the Kew project.
I would be happy to arrange for Dr Carling-Jenkins to receive a verbal briefing from MPV on the Kew Residential
Services redevelopment project.
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it is proposed to be built on land that is prone to flooding
and inundation adjacent to Gardiners Creek.

The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.

By Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(193 signatures).

The PRESIDENT — Order! I have given some
thought to question time yesterday. I do not want to
revisit the whole thing, but let me say that I take a dim
view of members being cute with the use of certain
words and reflections on other members. In the case of
yesterday, it was a reflection on a minister. The
member was very close to being ejected from the
chamber and not getting a question up. Frankly, if it
starts that way again, the member will not get the
question up under any circumstances. As I said, I take a
very dim view of those sorts of reflections, even when
people are being cute in the way they phrase those
reflections. It is demeaning to the house.

Laid on table.

PETITIONS
Following petition presented to house:

Whitehorse planning scheme amendment
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council that:
Whitehorse City Council resolved on 16 March 2015 to
abandon amendment C153 and not rezone and overdevelop
the old St Leo’s school site. The developer appealed to the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT). VCAT
then ruled that council is obliged to submit the adopted
amendment to the Minister for Planning.
Whitehorse City Council and the residents of the City of
Whitehorse have significant concerns with amendment C153,
particularly relating to the intensity of the proposed
development, potential impacts on traffic and parking, the
safety of local residents and the detrimental effect on
neighbourhood character due to the height and scale of the
proposed development.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
call on the Minister for Planning to reject amendment C153
and the proposed planning permit for the following reasons:
this is one of the few remaining special use and public
use zones in the City of Whitehorse and it is imperative
that it is not rezoned as residential growth zone and
general residential zone. The immediate surrounding
area is Gardiners Creek and limited growth bush
suburban 3 residential zoning. The proposed rezoning is
entirely out of character with the existing family-friendly
neighbourhood and the proposed development height of
up to seven storeys will have a detrimental effect on
Gardiners Creek;
there is no access to an arterial road from the proposed
development. This will create insurmountable traffic
hazards. This will be dangerous for pedestrians, cyclists
and motorists;

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS
Victorian government report 2014–15
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade), by leave, presented report.
Laid on table.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General’s Reports on —
East West Link Project, December 2015 (Ordered to be
published).
Portfolio Departments and Associated Entities: 2014–15
Audit Snapshot, December 2015 (Ordered to be
published).
Australian Children’s Education and Care Quality
Authority — Report, 2014–15.
Commissioner for Privacy and Data Protection — Report,
2014–15 (Ordered to be published).
Education and Care Services Ombudsman, National
Education and Care Services Freedom of Information and
Privacy Commissioners — Report, 2014–15.
Hazelwood Mine Fire Inquiry — Report, 2015–16,
Volume 2 — Investigations into 2009–2014 deaths, pursuant
to section 77 of the Inquiries Act 2014 (Ordered to be
published).
Ombudsman — Reporting and investigation of allegations of
abuse in the disability sector: Phase 2 — Incident reporting,
December 2015 (Ordered to be published).
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule No. 145.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notice of motion given.
Ms HARTLAND having given notice of motion:
The PRESIDENT — Order! I reiterate that usually
we try to keep notices of motion fairly short, but with
respect to committee references there is a lot of detail
the house needs to be aware of for consideration and
determination, so a motion of this length in regard to
the setting up of a reference is obviously acceptable.
There is no problem at all with it in interpretational
terms.
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Drought assistance

Regional and rural kindergartens

Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — We
did not plan this, but continuing on the theme that
Ms Mikakos has just been talking about on support for
drought-affected communities, I would like to provide
the house with an update on the continued rollout
across the state of assistance for drought-affected
farming communities. As members are no doubt well
aware, there are 10 municipalities in Victoria that are
particularly affected by dry conditions, and the
government is providing support to these communities
in a number of different ways. The range of programs
being delivered to support these communities include
additional access to farming advice, extension services
provided through the department, financial counselling,
family support, health programs, emotional help and
some community events to bring people together in
time of great hardship.

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I rise to update the house on how the
Andrews Labor government is supporting small rural
kindergartens. This week I announced a new funding
model for small rural kindergartens that will represent
an increased investment of $500 000 for the smallest
kindergartens in rural and regional Victoria. It will
provide a funding floor for our very smallest rural
kindergartens — those with eight children or less —
and for the first time it will index the rate of the small
rural grants.
There are many small kindergartens across rural
Victoria that struggle financially. This year our two
very smallest kindergartens in the state had just two
enrolments; one in the west, the Forrest early learning
centre in the Colac Otway shire, and one in the east,
Buchan Early Childhood Development Centre in
Bairnsdale, East Gippsland. For kinders as small as
these, the new model will provide over $30 000 in
additional funding support. The new funding model
will also help our smallest kinders when they are
experiencing fluctuating enrolments from year to year.
This funding will ensure that they can stay open and
continue operating.
The announcement this week comes on top of the
support announced last month to ensure that
kindergartens in drought-affected communities remain
financially viable and that children in drought-affected
communities do not miss out on kindergarten if their
parents are doing it tough. It also follows a significant
investment in rural Victoria through our children’s
capital grants. Funding has now been earmarked for
integrated children’s centres in Horsham and down on
the Bass Coast, and nine other projects for new and
upgraded early learning facilities across regional
Victoria have also been supported.
The Andrews Labor government recognises the
challenges faced by kindergarten services in rural
communities. This additional support is part of our
government’s commitment to make Victoria the
education state. This means ensuring that high-quality
early years education and care is on offer to all
Victorian children, regardless of their postcode. From
Baw Baw to Buloke, from West Wimmera to
Wangaratta, we are ensuring that in the education state
all children get the best start in life.

Applications for the $2000 stock containment area
grants opened this week for farmers in the
Wimmera-Mallee, North Central and Goulburn Broken
Catchment Management Authority regions. I can advise
the house that as of last night we had received
60 expressions of interest that had been lodged and
assessments will commence today. Workshops and
information sessions continue to be held across the state
to help farmers to plan ahead and to best manage dry
conditions. Additional resources have been provided to
the Rural Financial Counselling Service, and in
addition drought concessional loans are available
through Rural Finance.
The government is continuing its conversation with
affected communities about the allocation of
$10 million of the $27 million package. I had a very
good discussion with the Victorian Agricultural
Advisory Committee, which has been very recently
reappointed, last week. For people looking for more
information about this, I urge members to pass on to
their constituents details about the drought information
line on 136186 or the website at
www.agriculture.vic.gov.au\drought.

Glenormiston College site
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I am delighted to inform the house of new
action regarding the Andrews government’s plan to
re-establish education and training at the former
Glenormiston College in the state’s south-west. The
campus was used by South-West TAFE. It closed in
March 2014 as a result of cuts to TAFE and changes to
the way agricultural education was delivered. The

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Wednesday, 9 December 2015

COUNCIL

facility was put on the asset disposal list, but upon
coming to office I wanted to reconsider this action.
Glenormiston has had a great role in delivering
agricultural education in the south-west and in Victoria
as a whole. The government has decided to have
another go at reopening the facilities. That is why I
recently announced an expression of interest (EOI)
process to purchase or lease the site, which will be open
to both domestic and international operators. The EOI
process started on 7 December, and applications will be
accepted for 100 days. The EOI will be marketed
internationally and will be advertised in local, state and
national newspapers. While there may be many uses for
the site, education must be a core activity and must
continue for 10 years. I am hopeful we will receive
compliant bids, but if not then we will have no choice
but to put the property back on the asset disposal list.
A probity auditor has been consulted, consultation with
the local community will occur and I encourage all
interested members, particularly Mr Purcell and
Mr Ramsay, who have a genuine interest in the site, to
promote innovative new uses for a reopened
Glenormiston.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Firefighter cancer compensation
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I would like to
take this opportunity to thank the 30 Country Fire
Authority (CFA) volunteers from the Lara CFA station
who attended on Monday night to see me sign a pledge
of support for non-discriminatory presumptive
legislation for all Victorian firefighters. I will also be
signing similar pledges of support at the Drysdale,
Wallington, Ocean Grove and Barwon Heads CFA fire
stations over the next week. My support will continue
through the joint parliamentary Environment, Natural
Resources and Regional Development Committee, as
part of its reference is to provide recommendations for
a suitable model of presumptive legislation for Victoria
as part of its broader inquiry into the CFA training
college at Fiskville.
It is fitting that we acknowledge the important work of
our firefighters, and it is also a timely reminder of the
difficult fire season ahead. The need to be fire prepared
and fire ready was apparent, with a large, uncontrolled
fire burning north of Coleraine in western Victoria
yesterday. Much of the north is tinder dry, with high
fuel loads and low water storage. I say to our
firefighters, particularly our volunteers, a big thank you
on behalf of our communities. Stay safe over the
summer.
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Felicitations
Mr RAMSAY — As a final statement for the year, I
wish all my parliamentary colleagues a safe and restful
season. I also wish the staff at Parliament House,
including those in the Legislative Council, a merry
Christmas and a safe and prosperous new year.

Greens members
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Today I would like to congratulate the four new Greens
members of Parliament at the completion of their first
year in state Parliament.
Ellen Sandell, the member for Melbourne in the
Assembly, has consistently raised the need for action on
climate change and renewable energy. She has also
looked at coal exploration licences, environmental
approval powers, public housing and other
constituency-related issues in the electorate of
Melbourne, as well as political donation reform.
Sam Hibbins, the member for Prahran in the Assembly,
has raised many issues around public transport,
including the South Yarra station upgrade, Melbourne
Metro planning and myki issues. He has also
championed the issues of public housing in Prahran,
equality and political donation reform.
Nina Springle, a member for South Eastern
Metropolitan Region, has championed issues such as
child protection and family violence, including funding;
women, including dowries and disabilities; and public
housing within the electorate of South Eastern
Metropolitan Region.
Samantha Dunn, a member for Eastern Metropolitan
Region, has highlighted forest-related issues including
the Great Forest National Park, VicForests and the East
Gippsland timber industry, as well as the Leadbeater’s
possum, the Western Highway and Doncaster rail and
other public transport issues.

John Parker
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I rise
to recognise and pay tribute to John Parker, who passed
away last weekend aged 66. Most notably known as the
long-time secretary of the Gippsland Trades and
Labour Council, John will be greatly missed in the
Gippsland community and by those across the labour
movement. John was a stalwart trade unionist and a
dedicated community advocate. He spent some
35 years working with a dogged commitment to social
justice. Many describe John as a visionary but also a
pragmatist.
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Last year the Gippsland Trades and Labour Council
created a new award, the John Parker Award for
Community Activism, for which John was the
namesake and inaugural recipient. John constantly
advocated for social reform in Gippsland for workers
and retired workers. To drive home this point, in
contesting the 2013 federal election he ran ‘just
transition’ forums to develop an economic plan for the
Latrobe Valley. These recognised the need to plan for a
transition of the local economy and not just respond to
it once it was too late. He told the local paper:
… if they want a scrapper … who knows how to really fight
for what’s important on the ground, then they would vote for
me.

John was a man of conviction who was there to listen,
help and provide advice. Sometimes that advice was
sought; sometimes it was just given. Either way, John
was one of the most passionate advocates many people
had the pleasure to meet. I extend my sympathies to
John’s wife, Alison, their children, Tony, Pam, Steven
and Christine, their families and John’s many friends.
John saw his diagnosis with motor neurone disease in
2013 and a brain tumour last year as just another battle.
Of it, he would say, ‘I’m going to go out swinging’.
Vale, John Parker.
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Gunditjmara community
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — I am pleased
to rise today to congratulate the Warrnambool police on
their narrow victory in the Law versus Lore cricket
match last Sunday. For the past 11 years local police
officers and young people from the Gunditjmara
Aboriginal Cooperative Ltd have taken to the field for a
game of cricket. The match was initially devised as a
way to break down barriers and create partnerships
between police and the Koori community. This year’s
match was very close, with the police team winning the
Twenty20 by 20 runs.
The subject of this reconciliation event takes me to a
recently launched book called Bessiebelle … You Could
Write a Book — A History of the Bessiebelle Football
Club and Its Role in Community Life by Simone
Dalton. Simone writes about the tolerance and
reconciliation efforts that have been alive and very
much part of the history of a small, at times struggling
south-western footy club, which includes members of
the Gunditjmara Aboriginal community. Simone wrote:
Bessiebelle Football Club, which began in the early 1900s
and survived until the very near end of it, was … built on a
partnership between black and white players.

She went on to say:

Bendigo Aquatic Centre
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My members
statement is regarding the no. 1 project in Bendigo for
the last five years, the Bendigo Aquatic Centre. During
the week federal government announced it is going to
contribute more than $4 million to the Bendigo Aquatic
Centre at Kangaroo Flat. This now puts pressure on the
state Labor government to come up with the money that
it previously took off the table.
In the final budget of the former state government,
handed down in 2014, $15 million was made available.
Two days before the election the Victorian Labor Party,
then in opposition, released its economic outlook. It
took that money out and redirected it into general
revenue. Now the people of Bendigo are going to be
calling on the Victorian government to put that money
back on the table so that this project can go ahead.
The coalition put up $15 million. The local council is
going to match that. There will be another $4 million
from the federal government. All we are waiting for
now to enable the no. 1 project to go ahead is for the
money that was taken away by the Labor Party to be
put back in so that all of Bendigo can enjoy one of the
best aquatic centres in Victoria.

What makes this story even more remarkable is that only
down the road from the wet and often windy ground, the
Indigenous population with thousands of years history in the
region, had faced bloody and devastating encounters with
new European white settlers just over half a century earlier …

I congratulate Simone Dalton on her book. I also
congratulate the Gunditjmara community and wish
them all the best in the future.

Serdar Caglayancay
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
It is with great sadness that I rise to condole the death of
a dear friend and supporter of mine, Mr Serdar
Caglayancay, who died last week from a heart attack at
the tender age of 56. I take this opportunity to pass on
my condolences to his family, who lost a caring
husband and father. I doubt that I would be in
Parliament if it not for the support of ‘the big fella’, as
he was affectionately known in local ALP circles. In
fact Serdar’s family can be proud that his support
assisted many current Labor Party members from the
south-eastern suburbs to be elected to Parliament,
including the current Premier, Daniel Andrews.
Serdar was a larger than life, colourful character who
thrived on helping people, even though he had been
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suffering from the crippling effects of type 1 diabetes
for a number of years, which saw him using a scooter
for the last seven years of his life. But having trouble
walking did not stop Serdar. He could be seen on a
daily basis driving his scooter from Endeavour Hills to
Dandenong — a fair hike, for those who are not
familiar with the area. His scooter also came in handy
for doorknocking, letterboxing and handing out
how-to-vote cards on election days for the Labor Party.
Serdar’s commitment and loyalty to the Labor Party, to
his community and to his family was remarkable. He is
survived by his wife, Hulya, and his daughters Arzum,
Cansu and Tugce. Goodbye, Serdar abi. Goodbye, big
fella. Goodbye, adash. We will all miss you.

Autism services
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I have met
some wonderful people over the course of the year. As I
have travelled the state meeting autism groups, service
providers, educators, parents and researchers, I have
met some amazing people doing some amazing things.
From Broadmeadows Primary School, which I visited
last week with the Leader of the Opposition in the
Assembly, Matthew Guy, to parents in Leongatha, all I
have met have impressed me enormously.
Last week I visited an autism service specialising in
early intervention. There I met Brian. Brian is a
three-year-old who on a 1 to 10 scale of cuteness is
about a 19. I watched as he went through his paces,
naming a variety of colours and shapes. At this point I
must have caught his eye, and he came over to say
hello. I asked him his name. As he replied ‘Brian’, the
room erupted with cheers and applause. I was told it
was the first time Brian had told anyone apart from his
therapists his name.
Little Brian did not just make my day or my week. He
made my year. I look forward to doing much more for
Brian and those like him. Families with autism in this
state are way behind the eight ball. This government
does not give them the support and respect they
deserve, and I look forward to a Guy government
changing that. In wishing Brian and all children and
families with autism a very happy Christmas, I look
forward to them all having a better Christmas in years
to come.

John Parker
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — I rise this morning
to pay tribute to a friend, a mentor and inspiration from
Gippsland, John Parker, who passed away on the
weekend. John will be remembered not only for the
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significant contribution that he made to his community,
to the union movement as a representative of the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union, as a
stalwart in improving occupational health and safety, as
a family man and as an activist, but for the way he
made people feel. His deeds and his contributions are
long in number and their legacy will be felt for many
generations to come. Today as we acknowledge John,
and as members of the public come together in Drouin
this morning to pay tribute to everything that he did, it
is the way that he made people feel that will be
remembered.
John gave people dignity. John was kind, fierce and
loyal. John was principled. John was one of those rare
people who is a signpost and not a weathervane. John
taught and inspired many people around Gippsland, and
he will be missed enormously. To his wife, Alison,
herself a stalwart and an inspiration for John, I pay
tribute to everything that she did to care for John since
he was diagnosed with motor neurone disease in 2014.
To his children, Tony, Pam, Steven and Christine, and
his seven grandchildren, I say congratulations on
having such a wonderful role model. Vale, John Parker,
my friend.

Goulburn Valley orchardists
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I was very
pleased to host the Minister for Agriculture and the
shadow Minister for Agriculture, the Leader of The
Nationals in the Assembly, during their visits to
Shepparton last week to meet with fruitgrowers to
inspect and discuss the impact of recent hail damage to
local orchards. I have been in constant contact with
many of our local orchardists since the first hail event
and was pleased to arrange for them to meet with both
the minister and the shadow minister so that they could
give firsthand accounts of how their businesses are
coping following the hail and explain the need for
government to provide immediate assistance to growers
as well as longer term assistance for projects such as the
installation of hail netting to protect crops in the future.
I look forward to a response from the minister on the
outcome of her visit.

Numurkah Secondary College
Ms LOVELL — It is always wonderful to meet our
future leaders, and last week I had that pleasure when I
was invited to attend the Numurkah Secondary College
2016 school awards evening, which included the
announcement of the school leaders for 2016. The
leadership team for next year includes Scott Gamble,
Kate Mansfield, Megan O’Flynn and Brianna Devine. I
wish the leadership team and all students at Numurkah
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Secondary College well for 2016, and I congratulate all
students who received awards in 2015.

Wilmot Road Primary School
Ms LOVELL — Last week I had the privilege of
attending the Wilmot Road Primary School
scholarships presentation ceremony, at which I was
proud to present the community leadership scholarship
that I sponsor to nine-year-old Sfa Alghazaly. The
scholarships program, which has been running for three
years and supports students in grades 4 to 6, is designed
as a teaching and learning tool to provide students with
experiences outside of the classroom. I congratulate all
recipients of this year’s scholarships and look forward
to spending time with Sfa during the 2016 school year.

Bestchance Training
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I was very
pleased last Thursday evening to attend the Bestchance
Training graduation and awards ceremony. Bestchance
Training is a not-for-profit registered training
organisation which deals mainly with people in the
community who come from culturally and linguistically
diverse backgrounds and have limited support at home
to study. They juggle their studies with family and
work commitments. It was a great effort for so many
students to obtain their certificate III qualifications in
subjects such as aged care and education support.

Doveton Special Soccer School
Mr LEANE — I would like to give the member for
Dandenong in the Legislative Assembly, Gabrielle
Williams, a big rap for organising last weekend’s
soccer match against Doveton Special Soccer School
graduates. They were great players — better than us. If
I could blow my own trumpet, I had a great 10 minutes
as goalkeeper. After that we lost the game 10 to 1, but
we are looking forward to a comeback next year, and I
reckon we have a chance to improve on that.

Felicitations
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — There
will not be another matter from me today, there will be
only one. As this is our last parliamentary sitting week
for the year, I would like to take this opportunity to add
my voice to that of other colleagues and thank the
clerks and all the staff at Parliament House for their
invaluable assistance during the year. If I tried to name
all the designated staff who have been cheerful and
helpful to me and my colleagues, particularly during
our late sittings, I would surely miss someone and that
is not my intention. I thank them all.
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In particular, I would like to thank you, President, and
wish you and everyone in this house as well as the
people in my electorate a safe and happy Christmas
season with their families and friends. I look forward to
seeing you all in 2016.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I move:
That in accordance with standing order 11.01, there be tabled
in the Council by Wednesday, 20 January 2016, a copy of all
documents relating to traffic flows, projections and plans
produced, developed, considered or researched by VicRoads,
state government departments and other state government
authorities concerning Punt Road (also referred to as Hoddle
Street) between St Kilda Road and Swan Street, including but
not limited to —
(1) the Punt Road public acquisition overlay documentation,
and any assessments thereof, including legal advice;
(2) advice or assessments concerning road alternatives and
alignments and road options to better connect the ends
of Punt Road between St Kilda Road and Swan Street,
including tunnel options, ‘cut and fill’ options along the
current Punt Road alignments or other alignments and
options to widen Swan Street Bridge;
(3) all documents, correspondence and briefings received by
the Punt Road Public Acquisition Overlay Advisory
Committee, including material provided for or from
public consultations;
(4) all documents examining the impact of widening or
other changes on the amenity of Punt Road and
neighbouring residents;
(5) all documents examining the impact of widening or
other road and traffic changes on the health of Punt
Road residents and neighbouring residents;
(6) all documents examining the impact of widening or
other road and traffic changes on the local schools and
students attending those schools, including Christ
Church Grammar, Wesley College (all local campuses
and facilities), Christ Church Grammar Preschool, South
Yarra Primary School, Melbourne Girls Junior
Grammar (Morris Hall), Melbourne Girls Grammar
School (Merton Hall), including any examination of the
impact of potential changes, especially examinations of
changed risks to safety brought about by increased
traffic movements, including students crossing Punt
Road;
(7) all documents examining the impact of widening or
other road and traffic changes on the aged and other care
facilities, including Centennial House Nursing Home,
Royal Freemasons Homes of Victoria, Royal Victorian
Institute for the Blind, the Alfred hospital and
Montefiore Homes for the Aged;
(8) all documents examining the impact of widening or
other road and traffic changes on the access and amenity
of residents in neighbouring streets, including the impact
on local community of the above potential road changes;
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(9) documents, assessments or examinations of the impact
of different road options considered on the preservation
of public green spaces, including the Royal Botanic
Gardens, the Yarra River and associated precinct and
Fawkner Park;
(10) the use of the Morell Bridge, including changes of
access and new bridge options or alternatives, including
connections between Punt Road, the Morell Bridge and
Anderson Street;
(11) options and models for funding road widening and
traffic changes alternatives (including all tunnel or cut
and fill alternatives), including levies and tolls; and
(12) all consultancy or internal reports undertaken, completed
or otherwise, relating to the above.

This is in one sense a straightforward documents
motion that seeks, under standing order 11.01, the
tabling in the Council by 20 January 2016 of a copy of
all documents relating to traffic flows, projections,
plans produced, developed and considered by
VicRoads, state government departments and other
state government authorities concerning Punt Road
between St Kilda Road and Swan Street. It lays out a
series of analyses that may or may not have been
undertaken. I am aware that some of these have been
undertaken, and I am also aware that it is unlikely that
some have been undertaken to the scale and complexity
and in the cautious way that you would expect a
government agency to undertake a number of these
points.
This documents motion seeks very simply the
presentation of those documents to the chamber. It
seeks to inform public debate. The government is
undertaking a public consultation process at the
moment, and that public consultation process requires
that the community have submissions available for the
consultation process by early February. These
documents would inform the community of matters
around the government’s proposals on Punt Road. It is
important that the chamber understand some of the
context of these matters and why the provision of these
documents, in my view, is in the public and community
interest.
The overlay on Punt Road has been there for many
decades. That overlay seeks to leave the government’s
options open for the widening of Punt Road. Clearly
Punt Road carries an enormous amount of traffic, and
that traffic is growing, although perhaps not growing at
the rate that some have alluded to. Nonetheless, the full
analysis of these studies that has been undertaken by
government over a period of time would inform public
debate on these matters.
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It is clear that Punt Road is not only a major
thoroughfare road but also a road that is part of the
community in South Yarra. It is clear that major
institutions in South Yarra are located in and around
Punt Road. I have named many of them in the motion
to make it abundantly clear to the executive that
documents relating to any analysis of the impact of road
widening should be provided to the chamber and
thereby to the community to enable better
decision-making to occur. Whether it is the South Yarra
Primary School, major health institutions, aged-care
institutions or public or private schools, we should have
those analyses in the public domain. Where the
government has not undertaken a rigorous analysis of
those areas — and for some there may be no documents
available — that fact should be in the public domain
too. If the government is making decisions on these
matters, it should do so in a way that ensures that these
documents are in the public domain and that
decision-making is improved.
I am very concerned about the government’s proposal
to widen Punt Road. The coalition’s position has been
that a clearway is one way to manage this issue,
perhaps with additional car parking provided in and
around Punt Road. There are several options for that,
but that has been the coalition’s position. We accept the
government is going through a process and it needs to
get on with that, but the community needs to be able to
have its input into the process in an informed way and
in a way that the executive does not have additional
information at its disposal that the community, the
Council and indeed members of Parliament do not have
at their disposal.
The Legislative Council has the powers to demand
these documents. If the motion is carried today, I
implore the government to move as quickly as it can so
that the public consultation is not in any way hindered
or delayed by the process. Many members of the
community have spoken to me as their local upper
house member. They have made the point that the
exercising of the government’s public acquisition
overlay and a widening of Punt Road is not the best
option. As I said, our position has been in favour of a
clearway, perhaps with associated parking.
I am also aware that the government has done other
analyses of options. I know that the Morrell Bridge has
been the subject of some of those discussions. I know
the widening of the crossing of the Yarra River has also
been the subject of those discussions. I know that
options for cut and fill and potential tunnel solutions
have been considered at various points in the past. The
details of those examinations need to be in the public

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
5436

COUNCIL

domain to inform the decision that the government and
the community make on all of the options.
In bringing the motion forward, I make the point very
strongly that South Yarra is a community and that
putting a massive freeway through the middle of that
community would have enormous effects. There would
be safety effects, health effects and effects on
community connectivity. None of these appear to have
been thought through sufficiently by the government.
This production of documents motion will put more
information into the public domain. It will inform the
public consultation process, and it will inform members
of Parliament, the local council and the community in
full. In those circumstances I believe it is very much in
the public interest that all of the documents be provided
and that the government does not seek to use some
mechanism of executive privilege or some other public
interest focus as a way of avoiding the provision of
documents. I can assure the community that I will be
working very hard to ensure that these documents are
provided.
The date of 20 January has been carefully chosen to
enable the government to move in a reasonable time but
also to provide those documents in a period that will
enable the community to have full access to them prior
to any further submissions that people might make to
the public consultation process. It is an important date.
It is not an ill-thought-through date; it is one that is
absolutely imperative. In those circumstances I urge the
chamber to support the motion. It is very much in the
public interest.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank
Mr Davis for bringing this motion forward. Consistent
with the Greens position on documents request
motions, we will be supporting this motion in the
interests of open and transparent government. It is
important that the community have access to the full
range of information, because ultimately it is their
amenity that is going to be affected by any changes to
this really significant thoroughfare in Melbourne. In his
contribution Mr Davis was right in saying that the Punt
Road public acquisition overlay has been in place for a
very long time. It is a hangover from transport planning
which envisaged Melbourne as a network of roads,
while public transport was diminishing.
Now, however, we need to change that mindset quite
dramatically. The reality is we cannot continue to choke
our streets with more and more cars. The fact is that any
widening of our roads, particularly significant roads
such as Punt Road, will only increase congestion, and
that has very poor outcomes for the car drivers and
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even worse outcomes for communities whose members
live in those areas and have to deal with increased
traffic in their area.
We are of the view that the acquisition overlay should
not even exist; it should be removed to give some
certainty to the people in that area. Why would we want
to see a six-lane road dividing the Prahran community?
That would be a very poor outcome for that local
community. We recognise that overlays are a useful
tool in terms of community planning; however, given
the historic nature of this particular overlay, it is really a
hangover from the past, and this is definitely not about
certainty, so its removal would in fact create certainty
for those communities.
We note that the VicRoads background reports show
that the traffic volumes on Punt Road have decreased
over the past decade, while patronage on the Punt Road
bus, 246, continues to grow. The Greens would hope to
see an increase in public transport, and there are a
number of things that could happen on Punt Road that
would increase the opportunity for people to utilise
public transport along that thoroughfare. Clearway
extensions, a high-frequency inner-city SmartBus and
traffic light priorities as well as city-wide public
transport improvements would provide options for
commuters, meaning they would not have to get into
their cars. I think the reality and the core of this is that
we need to provide opportunities for people to leave
their cars at home and not even think about using their
cars in the first place. To contemplate widening Punt
Road at a cost of $500 million — you could spend
$500 million on a lot of public transport.
In terms of the hub of the documents request, I note that
this is a house of review. This house and members in it
have a right to request documents from the government
in relation to discovering the full range of information
that has been sought in this particular motion in relation
to that Punt Road public acquisition overlay. It is in the
public interest for the community to see these
documents. After all, they are the ones who have to
deal with any decisions in relation to this, and their
amenity is really important. The Greens believe the date
proposed by Mr Davis is a reasonable one and allows
the community to continue to have input on what is a
very important process with a full range of information
at hand. We have a right to see those documents. It is
the function of this house, and the Greens will be
supporting this motion.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — As it does
with all requests for the production of documents in this
chamber, the government is happy to support this
motion. But, as we always say — and as we respected
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when we were in opposition — we will have to look at
the documents to make sure there are no
cabinet-in-confidence or commercial-in-confidence
documents that may affect good government. I think
our record in delivering documents to the Parliament
has been good in the year that we have been in
government. That is in stark contrast with the record of
the government in which Mr Davis was a senior
minister in the last Parliament, when there was refusal
to produce documents pursuant to motions similar to
the motion by which Mr Davis is requesting documents
today.
It is very important to ensure that cabinet-in-confidence
documents remain secure. Departmental people and
experts give advice to cabinet without fear or favour so
that government can function. If that ceases to be the
case and they cannot give advice without fear or favour,
it will affect the way the government can function; it
will affect good government. If someone gives advice
on something and the story is plastered all over the
Herald Sun, for example, about it — even if the advice
has not been taken up — that person’s reputation will
be besmirched because they had the foresight and the
courage to suggest something that may or may not have
been acceptable to the government or the community.
We need to have this process and that has to be
respected. In the last Parliament when Labor was in
opposition and its members spoke on motions
requesting documents, they put on the record that they
understood that some documents may be cabinet in
confidence and commercial in confidence. We were
consistent throughout our period in opposition and we
remain consistent with that position now that we are in
government. The inconsistency comes from those on
the other side of the chamber, but I suppose that is to be
expected.
I will say that the establishment of an independent
advisory group with terms of reference to review the
Punt Road public acquisition overlay was an election
commitment. The group has been established. We are
in the business of fulfilling our election commitments.
That is as far as I would like to go on this motion. The
government will not be opposing the motion calling for
these documents, and the documents will be handed
over, except for, as I said, any
commercial-in-confidence or cabinet-in-confidence
papers.
Motion agreed to.
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LAW REFORM, ROAD AND COMMUNITY
SAFETY COMMITTEE
Reference
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — I move:
That, pursuant to section 33 of the Parliamentary Committees
Act 2003, this house requires the Law Reform, Road and
Community Safety Committee to inquire into, consider and
report, no later than 30 November 2016, on the impacts of
lowering the probationary driving age in Victoria to 17,
including —
(1) reviewing the licence structures in other Australian
states, particularly the probationary driving age;
(2) assessing the links between the existing 18-year-old
probationary driving age and high youth unemployment
in regional areas;
(3) reviewing the impacts of separating the legal driving age
and legal drinking age;
(4) considering relevant international licensing models and
the positive and negative impacts of such; and
(5) assessing the correlation between a reduced
probationary driving age and the road toll.

It gives me great pleasure to rise to speak in the debate
on my motion calling for an inquiry to lower the
probationary driving age in Victoria. As an elected
member for Western Victoria Region for a grassroots
party called Vote 1 Local Jobs, I am deeply concerned
about the future of our young people. South-western
Victoria has the lowest year 12 attainment rates of all of
Victoria’s regions and one of Australia’s highest youth
unemployment rates. New statistics have revealed
drug-related crime in south-western Victoria has more
than doubled over the past five years. Police data has
revealed that the number of drug crimes throughout the
Warrnambool, Moyne, Corangamite, Glenelg and
Southern Grampians shires has at least doubled, if not
tripled. We believe that employment is fundamental for
a healthy and successful community. Give people a job,
and they are less likely to become involved in crime
and drug abuse. Employment creates a community
where aspirations for the future become clearer.
In our patch of the woods we face a huge barrier to
young people gaining meaningful employment. One of
our biggest barriers is our public transport
infrastructure, or more correctly the lack of it. Where I
live rural towns and farming communities may have
one or two return bus services to a regional centre — if
they are lucky. Many outlying towns do not even have
the privilege of a bus service. In addition to this, many
members of our community in agriculture and
trades-based jobs do not work 9 to 5. Their morning
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starts could be at 6.00 a.m. or earlier, but there is no
metropolitan train coming every 10 minutes; there is
only mum or dad to drive them to work, which could
take an hour or more.
My office has been inundated by constituents raising
this issue — for instance, the truck driver dad whose
son has been offered an electrical apprenticeship, but
for him to get to work in Warrnambool by 7.00 a.m.,
mum has to leave his preteen brother and sister in bed
on their own until she has made the 1.5 hour round trip
at 6.00 a.m. A mum of five has a daughter who has
disliked school for many years. She sourced an
agricultural apprenticeship at a large dairy farm, but the
6.00 a.m. starts have made it impossible for her to take
the job. Her mum is a nurse, and it is not physically
possible to get to her work and return by 7.00 a.m.
These are just two of the many stories we have been
told about.
The issue of a lack of public transport in regional
communities is not a new one. The state government’s
recent regional network development plan community
consultation process revealed there was a need for
greater frequency of train services to and from towns
like Warrnambool, as well as the need for more bus
services earlier and later in the day and on weekends.
Over a decade ago, in 2003, a specific national forum
on young people in rural and regional Australia was
held by the Dusseldorp Skills Forum in Terrigal, New
South Wales. The forum was primarily focused on
identifying transport solutions, although it included a
report on local transport needs. This research identified
part-time employment, apprenticeships and
traineeships, TAFE study and employment-related
activities such as work placement and employment
training as several of the travel access needs most
frequently mentioned by year 10 students.
Community consultation was undertaken as part of this
project, with the aim of providing input from young
people and their carers regarding existing transport
issues and problems which they experienced in rural
and regional Australia. Submissions highlighted parts
of regional towns or villages which the bus service did
not reach and the lack of links between towns and
villages. A lack of night and weekend services were
points made on a number of occasions. The low
frequency and occasional nature of some bus services
was seen as a major barrier. One youth worker
highlighted that transport difficulties could result in
breaches of Centrelink rules for the work for the dole
scheme. The most common comment raised by almost
all submissions in one form or another was the lack of
access to transport restricting educational, employment
and social opportunities. Unfortunately little has
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changed in south-western and western Victoria in the
past 10 years.
When considered within a national context Victoria is
dragging the chain when it comes to driving licences.
Victoria is the only state where you need to be 18 to
gain a probationary licence. The minimum age for an
independent drivers licence is 17 in most other states,
except the Northern Territory, where it is possible to
gain a licence at the age of 16 and 6 months. The
minimum age for a learner’s permit is 16 years, except
in the ACT where it is 15 years and 9 months. Vote 1
Local Jobs believes Victorian 17-year-olds are just as
responsible as their interstate counterparts and that if
you live on one side of the Murray or one side of the
South Australian border, 17 is a reasonable age to
obtain a probationary licence.
In February this year high school student Khalid Issa
launched a petition to allow Victorians to obtain their
P-plates at 17. That petition attracted almost
25 000 signatures. At the time Khalid was two months
shy of his 17th birthday, living in Werribee and looking
for a trade rather than completing his Victorian
certificate of education, but as he said, the prospective
employers he approached told him he would need a
drivers licence in order to get a job.
This motion is in no way designed to reduce road safety
in Victoria; we all want to get home safely to our
families. Australians deserve to have a safe legislative
framework, safe workplaces and safe roads. There are
several studies, including two from the AAA
Foundation for Traffic Safety in America, which reveal
that driving experience rather than driving age matters
more when it comes to the safety of young adult
drivers.
That is why my motion is not to automatically lower
the driving age, but for the Law Reform, Road and
Community Safety Committee to inquire into the
impacts of lowering the probationary driving age in
Victoria to 17, and that would include reviewing the
licence structures in other Australian states, particularly
the probationary driving age; assessing the links
between the existing 18-year-old probationary driving
age and high youth unemployment in regional areas;
reviewing the impacts of separating the legal driving
age and legal drinking age; considering relevant
international licensing models and the positive and
negative impacts of such; and assessing the correlation
between a reduced probationary driving age and the
road toll. I believe this motion deserves the support of
this chamber, and I commend it to the house.
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Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — The
government is happy to support Mr Purcell’s reference
to the Law Reform, Road and Community Safety
Committee concerning research around the driving age.
However, I flag that the government would like to
propose an amendment to the motion with a view to
broadening the inquiry to include transport
infrastructure in regional areas and the barriers that
might present to people in regional areas and, as
Mr Purcell touched on, the challenges that they have in
this area. We are concerned about lowering the driving
age, and I am sure the reasons for this can be fleshed
out in the committee as to whether or not it is correct
for us to have these concerns.
The government believes the learner driver program
has been quite a successful program. Learner drivers
are required to partake in 120 hours of supervised
driving, including a minimum of 10 hours at night. I
know from speaking to many supervisors, usually
parents, and learners that it is a challenge to get that
time behind the wheel, but we believe it is the right way
to go about it. Currently a learners permit can be
acquired at 16 years of age. It gives a person two years
to make sure that they get the minimum of 120 hours
supervised training and experience behind the wheel
before they get their P plates. We know that even with
the 120 hours supervised driving the cohort of young
people who get their P plates is the most at risk of being
involved in collisions on our roads that sometimes,
sadly, cause very dramatic outcomes.
I was interested to hear Mr Purcell talk about
opportunities for apprentices, his discussions with the
family of an electrical apprentice and the challenges
that the driving age provides. I think it was in 2007 that
I enlisted one of the parliamentary interns to do a report
for me. My mindset at the time was very similar to
Mr Purcell’s in that coming from a trade background I
was concerned that younger men and women were not
getting the opportunity to pick up apprenticeships
because of their not being able to drive to the sites. I
was also cynical at the time about whether the
companies wanted apprentices to carry equipment such
as ladders and so forth in their own vehicles as they
travelled to work.
The parliamentary library arranged for a young man to
do a report on the availability of apprenticeships and
whether the driving age affected that. The young person
who did the report is now a lawyer working in
Gippsland. It was a long time ago, although it does not
seem that long; it was in 2007. His report concluded
that the driving age did not make a difference to young
people being able to get an apprenticeship. It surprised
and disappointed me, because my theory had always
been that it did affect it, and someone said to me, ‘Well,
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that’ll teach you to ask someone to do a report when
you’re not sure what the outcome is going to be’. In
saying that, he did a great job. The report is in the
parliamentary library. As I said, the government has no
concern with fleshing out these issues. They are
important issues, and I congratulate Mr Purcell for
bringing the motion to the house.
As I flagged, the government would like to broaden the
scope of Mr Purcell’s proposed reference so the
committee can look at a broader aspect. Accordingly, I
move:
That all the words after ‘30 November 2016,’ be omitted with
the view of inserting in their place —
‘on —
(1) the impacts of lowering the probationary driving
age in Victoria to 17, including —
(a) reviewing the licence structures in other
Australian states, particularly the probationary
driving age;
(b) assessing the links between the existing
18-year-old probationary driving age and high
youth unemployment in regional areas;
(c) reviewing the impacts of separating the legal
driving age and legal drinking age;
(d) considering relevant international licensing
models and the positive and negative impacts
of such; and
(e) assessing the correlation between a reduced
probationary driving age and the road toll;
(2) the adequacy of current transport infrastructure and
services available to people of non-driving age,
particularly in regional Victoria;
(3) strategies to remove barriers for people of
non-driving age to access employment, study and
training.’.

As I said, we would like to suggest, if Mr Purcell is
happy, that we broaden the reference to have a look at
those barriers that Mr Purcell identified in his speech
when moving his motion. We think it would be a good
process, and we acknowledge that there can be barriers
around young people’s employment and study with
regard to accessibility, especially in regional areas, so if
that would be accepted, we would be very happy.
In saying that, we do support the premise of
Mr Purcell’s motion. The government will be voting for
this motion, and we look forward to the work that the
committee does and the outcome of that. Maybe it will
have a different outcome to the work my parliamentary
intern did, because he did not have the resources that I
imagine the committee will have.
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Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I am happy to
speak to the motion moved by Mr Purcell and also the
amendment moved by the government. I am pleased
that Mr Purcell has put this issue up so the government
can maybe do some work and research this issue. There
is a lot of merit to working on this issue. I think there
are a range of issues here that many of us think about
often, and there are a range of views around some of
these issues, so it will be good to be able to flesh out
what the facts tell us, and there are a range of facts in
relation to these issues.
One of the areas where there are probably not going to
be many facts at present is this link that Mr Purcell has
come up with between the inability to drive and the
inability to get a job for a young person. From a
government that has limited credibility when it comes
to young people in the regions, we have a situation
where it is a constant struggle for regional parents to get
their children into major regional centres for them to be
able to work. Certainly it is of benefit for young adults
who leave school in other states to be able to drive
themselves to their places of employment, so whether
there is a direct link between the ability to get work and
an inability to drive a car is something that will be
important to scrutinise.
Going on from that, it will also be interesting to see the
potential of having a modified licence or a work-only
licence. I am not 100 per cent sure, but I think there are
some of those licences available for Victorian people
who live around the Murray River and who work in
New South Wales. I think it is used more for people
from New South Wales who need those types of
modified licences. Again, what will the experts tell us
about that concept? The reason the coalition is happy to
support this reference is that it is based around learning
more and getting more of the facts so that we can then
make a better informed decision.
I like the concept of looking at the link between
separating the legal drinking age from the legal driving
age. It is something that scares many of us parents. It is
not just drinking and driving that happen to both
become legal on one particular day when you turn 18;
they tend to also coincide with students doing year 12,
where there is a birthday party nearly every weekend.
All of a sudden these young people have part-time jobs,
so they have cash in their pockets, they have the ability
to drive a car and there are parties on every weekend.
This time also coincides with many young people
having already left school and having moved away
from home. What we have in Victoria is this amazing,
very short period in our lives when we finish school, we
turn 18, we get a job, we have money in our pockets,
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we can drink and we can drive. If we are trying to
create a cocktail for disaster, we have probably done it.
We have done it unconsciously, and maybe it is worth
looking at separating some of those life-changing
processes that we all go through at that one time.
One of the other aspects of this is that we have been
told by expert research that the age we begin driving is
nowhere near as important as driver experience. Again
it would be worth looking at the statistics to work
through that. However, on the opposite side to that we
have Dr Bridie Scott-Parker from New South Wales,
who is a road researcher. She has put out statistics that
say young people of 17 years of age are incapable of
handling the freedoms that come with a licence, and she
is calling for the New South Wales age to be raised to
18. Let us look at this in its totality; let us look at the
facts and figures within the referral.
There is one stark fact that we need to be cognisant of
when we talk about this reference and this particular
subject. In every other state in Australia, they bury
about ten 17-year-olds every year who die in single-car
accidents as lone first-year drivers. Those 10 kids in
Victoria are still alive, and the statistics for every other
age bracket are similar. It is very stark. If you want to
put your name to changing the age limit from 18 to 17,
you have to have the courage to talk to those
10 families next year who are going to lose their
17-year-olds in single-car accidents. They are going to
have their lives changed forever. There is a genuine and
a real cost associated with making this decision.
Let us bring on the referral. Let us look at the
information that comes in, and we will see where it
leads. It is worthwhile doing this work, because it is an
important issue on all fronts.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank
Mr Purcell for his motion. It certainly raises a lot of
really important issues in terms of what it is trying to
achieve. I will also talk to the amendment moved by
Mr Leane.
We know Victoria is the only state where young people
are eligible for a probationary driving licence at the age
of 18. This could be a significant disadvantage for
them, given what we know of other states and
territories where young people can get their licence at
17 years of age. I believe in the Northern Territory it is
even younger. In terms of what is happening at a
nationwide level, Victoria has had this age limit for
some years now and has been separate from the rest of
Australia for near on 40 years. When we look across the
different states, we see that New South Wales has a
provisional licence, which is like our probationary
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licence, from 17 years of age. Queensland also has a
provisional licence from 17 years of age, South
Australia from 17 years of age, Tasmania from 17 years
of age and Western Australia from 17 years of age. It is
certainly worth exploring the licence structures in other
Australian states and particularly the probationary
driving age.
In terms of assessing the links between the 18-year-old
probationary driving age and high youth unemployment
in regional areas, we know that youth unemployment is
at crisis levels across many parts of Victoria. One out of
every six young Victorians is currently unemployed;
that is 90 000 young people who are out of work,
missing out on learning skills, developing their careers,
earning an income and contributing to their
communities. It is the highest level of youth
unemployment since the recession in the 1990s, and we
know such high levels of unemployment have broad
consequences for people, families and communities.
Those consequences can be far ranging and include
social isolation, poverty and physical and mental health
impacts, to name just a few.
We also know that in some parts of Victoria youth
unemployment is even higher, at one in five, and when
we look at that data we see that in the north-east of
Melbourne, the Mornington Peninsula and western
Victoria 20 per cent of young people are unemployed,
and in Geelong and west Melbourne it is 21 per cent. In
some of these places there are already high levels of
social disadvantage. The reality is that if we cannot help
young people find meaningful work, we are at risk of
losing that generation of young people to limited life
prospects and generational poverty. It would be a
travesty if we allowed that to happen.
Mr Purcell’s motion looks at reviewing the impacts of
separating the legal driving age and the legal drinking
age. It is a confluence of many things when you turn 18
in the state of Victoria, although on the face of things,
in terms of the data, raising the drinking age appears to
save lives when you look at what is happening in other
countries. Certainly in the US there is strong evidence
that the higher drinking age saves lives and results in
lower alcohol-related harms generally.
The motion goes on to talk about considering relevant
international licensing models and the positives and
negatives, and when we look at what is happening in
the world we see that in New Zealand the age is
16½ for a restricted licence, whereas the legal alcohol
purchase age is 18. In the US, depending on what state
you are in, the provisional licence age is either 16 or
17 years old, whereas the legal age for alcohol purchase
is 21. In the European Union the age is generally 18,
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except for Austria and the UK, where it is 17, and in
Japan it is 18. It would be interesting to contemplate
what is happening in other countries around the world.
In terms of assessing the correlation between a reduced
probationary driving age and the road toll, going back
to past data, a discussion paper released by VicRoads in
2005 states that if the driving age was lowered to 17,
the road toll would rise by 20 in the first year, with
250 people more seriously injured and 13 each year
after, with 200 more serious injuries. That data is now
10 years old. It is important to consider the current
learnings and evidence available in relation to the
correlation between a reduced probationary driving age
and the road toll, but the road toll data at the moment
shows a lower road toll among young adults in Victoria
than in other states. It is worth re-examining this data to
see what is going on, because there are a lot of
contributing factors. The terms of an inquiry into these
matters could allow a fulsome examination of all the
issues that come into play in relation to the probationary
driving age, the influence of alcohol, unemployment
and other issues bundled together.
The Greens are happy to support the amendment that
Mr Leane is proposing. It is important to look at the
adequacy of current transport infrastructure and
services, and at the heart of that is allowing people —
not just young people, although young people generally
bear the brunt of this — to get around the state by
public transport. Most recently, I think in the last week,
the residents of Port Campbell took a hit because Public
Transport Victoria has now reversed a commitment to a
bus extension between Camperdown and Timboon to
include Port Campbell. That was a blow for that
community and the people who want to utilise that
service, including young people, some of whom want
to access their learning institution or place of
employment.
If the first part of the amendment looks at how to
provide adequate public transport and other services to
not only young people but people across the state, that
would be a welcome piece of work, as would the
second part of the amendment, which is about looking
at strategies to remove barriers for people of
non-driving age to access employment, study and
training. I think it is incumbent upon all governments to
look at how they can remove barriers.
This amendment certainly broadens the inquiry
enormously. Ultimately, as I understand it, the flavour
of Mr Purcell’s motion is about making sure that young
people have every opportunity to access work and
education. The amendment enhances the terms that are
listed here in relation to the inquiry, which needs to be
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broad ranging. There are important social issues at play
around unemployment levels and the road toll that
could have very serious consequences for young
people, so we need to look at this very carefully.
The Greens believe this is well worth an inquiry to
pursue the facts so that we can start to make informed
decisions about the best way for young people to get
every opportunity they can to access work and
education. With that, the Greens will be supporting
Mr Purcell’s motion and the amendment proposed by
Mr Leane.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I thank Mr Purcell for bringing this
motion to the house to lower the driving age. I think it
is a great motion and I will be supporting it. I was
particularly struck by the stories Mr Purcell told in
support of his motion about the impact in regional
areas, where public transport is not widespread.
Bringing that human face into the house was really
valuable in showing why this inquiry is so important.
I will briefly bring in my perspective on this matter. As
the mother of a son who has just turned 18 and can only
just now get his licence, I recognise the issues raised by
Mr Purcell. While we do not live in a rural area, this
matter has certainly had an impact on Terry’s ability to
get or not get jobs. I am also very concerned about the
correlation between young people getting a licence to
drive at the same time as they are legally able to drink.
It makes a lot of sense to me and to other parents for
young people to have a drivers licence for 12 months
before being legally able to drink.
I turn now to the motion that Mr Purcell has brought
forward today, which requires the Law Reform, Road
and Community Safety Committee to inquire into,
consider and report no later than 30 November 2016 on
the impacts of lowering the probationary driving age in
Victoria to 17. Like Mr Purcell, I also note that the laws
across Australia are quite inconsistent. Most states
allow for a licence to be obtained from the age of 17. In
the Northern Territory it is 161⁄2 years. In Victoria it is
18 years.
There are many arguments for and against lowering the
driving age, which I acknowledge. Some arguments
for, which have already been canvassed today, include
the minimum driving age in Victoria being
disproportionate to other Australian states and
territories, limited transport options in regional areas,
which restricts people’s ability to get to school or work,
many workplaces requiring their employees have
personal transport, and public transport not always
being reliable or accessible.
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I note that recently some work was done in this area by
Melbourne student Khalid Issa, who created a petition
addressed to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety
which called on the Victorian government to lower the
legal driving age by one year. In an article in the
Sunraysia Daily of 17 February Khalid is reported as
saying:
I have employers contact me telling me that they cannot hire
me because I don’t have a driver licence.

I believe this petition has attracted around
20 000 signatures to date, which is quite significant.
Khalid comes from Werribee, which is in my area and
is where my electorate office is. I am well aware of the
limited public transport in this area. I know that in Point
Cook all services cease at 6.30 p.m., which makes it
extremely difficult for anybody to access their place of
employment or education after hours if they do not
have a licence or a car. I commend Khalid for his work
in this area. Another article on Khalid, published in the
Age of 14 February, states:
Two months shy of his 17th birthday appears, Khalid is a
young man in a hurry. A year 11 student … he would rather
be learning a trade, perhaps as a carpenter, than in school.
But the few prospective employers he has approached have
all told him he would need a drivers licence to be
considered …

It goes on to quote Khalid as saying:
I’m definitely not alone in this … I have so many friends that
just want to start a career a little bit early but they’re kind of
put on hold just because Victoria is the only state that has this
rule.

Mr Purcell’s motion seeks to answer some of these
questions for people who feel as though their life is a
little bit on hold at the moment.
There are also a number of arguments against lowering
the probationary driving age. The role of committee
members will be to assess these and weigh them up.
Lowering the driving age is a step in the opposite
direction from what was discussed in the report
compiled for VicRoads in 2012 entitled Victoria’s
Graduated Licensing System Evaluation Interim
Report. I also note that the RACV has opposed
lowering the driving age in Victoria, concerned that it
would increase road trauma, increase the number of
‘immature people’ — their words, not mine — getting
a licence and of course increase the number of road
users.
Melinda Spiteri, manager of road user behaviour at the
RACV, has completely opposed the idea of dropping
the driving age. She has stated:
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We know if we lower the licence age we’re just going to
increase road crashes among that age group and we’re going
to increase the number of deaths on our road.

She continued:
So no, we definitely should not be thinking about lowering
the licence age because it’s just too risky.

It would be good if the committee were able to look
into these comments and seek to assess whether they
have merit. As someone who had a licence at 17, I find
them very interesting. This motion is a good way of
opening up this conversation and settling this matter.
With the arguments both for and against, I believe this
committee reference is appropriate. Mr Purcell’s
motion is for an inquiry into feasibility. It is likely to
uncover more information and evidence that the
Victorian Parliament can use to make an informed
decision on this matter. I also note that lowering the
driving age during working hours is part of
Mr Purcell’s eight-point jobs plan. I congratulate him
for pursuing this matter in this place.
I turn now to the amendment the government has
brought forward, which I have only just seen. I accept
that it is in the spirit of Mr Purcell’s motion, which is to
consider how people who do not drive can access
transport. This is not just relevant for people of
non-driving age. It is also extremely relevant, for
example, for people with disabilities, a number of
whom are unable to get a licence. It would be good for
the committee to look at strategies to remove barriers to
accessing employment, study and training for people
who are of non-driving age or unable to drive.
I will be supporting this motion. I believe it has a
number of potential benefits, both economic and social.
I will be supporting the amendment put forward by the
government. I await the report of the committee next
year with great interest.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on Mr Purcell’s motion. I commend him for
bringing it to the house. The issue of at what age people
should be able to get their drivers licence is one we can
never have enough debate about or research on. It is
debated around the world, and the standard differs
somewhat between states in Australia and between
countries. In some places the driving age is 15, in some
it is 16, in some it is 17 and in some it is 18. This issue
is of interest to me because my own kids are getting to
this age. My 16-year-old son just got his learners
permit. As a parent you keep your fingers crossed, you
try to do your best and you hope that when your kids
are put in charge of a vehicle, one, they are safe and
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drive responsibly, and two, they do not put other people
at risk. It worries me a lot to think about that.
There has been a lot of work done over the years by
various governments, VicRoads and the Transport
Accident Commission to try to educate our young
Victorians to be responsible. There is now a
requirement for learners to have 120 hours of
supervised driving practice before they can get their
licence. It may not seem like much, but it is. My son
has had his learners permit for six months, and I do not
think he has reached 10 hours yet. I know a lot of
parents whose kids have rushed to get their hours up in
the last few months before turning 18.
I accept some of the arguments put by Mr Purcell and
some of the reasoning behind this motion. In regional
areas there is a lack of public transport and kids do not
have the same luxury as people living in metropolitan
Melbourne. That is a real issue that needs to be
addressed. That is why the government’s amendment to
broaden the scope of the committee’s inquiry to include
the adequacy of current transport infrastructure and the
services available to people of non-driving age,
particularly in regional Victoria, is very important.
Mr Purcell raised the issue of the need to offer better
access to employment, study and training in regional
areas. In most cases someone doing a traineeship in
country Victoria will need to be able to get from point
A to point B. People may say their parents can drive
them around. That is a possibility; however, while in
metro areas most journeys last somewhere between 10
and 30 minutes, in country Victoria they could be much
longer. I can see the reasoning behind Mr Purcell’s
argument.
Victoria is probably one of the better states at working
hard to ensure that we reduce road traumas. We invest a
fair bit in ensuring particularly that young people do
their 120 hours of driving practice to get all the
experience they need to get their full licence and in
trying to keep accidents and traumas to as low a rate as
possible. We have a reasonable record in comparison to
other jurisdictions, and the last thing we want to do is
change any of the current laws to compromise that.
This is an opportunity for the committee to explore
these issues, which are all encompassed in Mr Purcell’s
motion, together with the amendment moved by the
government. One of the good things about a reference
like this is that it is non-partisan. Everyone will be
driven to make sure that we do not compromise the
current safety regime we have in place and to look at
how we can enhance our standards and make sure the
road statistics are improved so that we have less
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accidents and traumas on the road, while at the same
time addressing some of the issues in Mr Purcell’s
motion about how we can assist young kids to get their
licences early so they can enhance their training and
employment opportunities. The committee will look at
other models around the country and around the world
to make sure that whatever is done does not
compromise those things I have talked about.
Since the Andrews Labor government came to office a
lot of work has been done in relation to road safety.
Since the introduction of the graduated licensing system
in Victoria in 2007 there has been a significant
reduction in the rates of death and serious injury among
young people on our roads. That is the point I made
earlier; this is something we do not want to
compromise. People could argue that lowering the
driving age to 17 in Victoria would likely result in an
increase in the number of road accidents and deaths.
We need to make sure that any changes we make do not
lead to that.
We still have a duty to protect young lives, and
education is very important. At the age of 16, 17 or 18
you feel invincible. You can do anything. You basically
just go out there and think that nothing can stop you,
and that is a real concern. That is why the introduction
of the graduated licensing scheme, in which a young
driver graduates from a learners permit to a P1 and then
a P2 licence, has led to a further improvement in our
standards. Young drivers aged between 18 and 25 are
over-represented in the road toll, and that age group
accounts for about a quarter of all driver deaths, despite
being only 12 per cent of licence-holders. It is still a
real issue that needs to be addressed. I do not stand here
with the answers, but hopefully the committee can look
at some examples of how we can improve the current
situation and make sure that the road toll for drivers
aged 17 to 25, basically that 12 per cent, can be reduced
further. We do not want that to increase.
There has been a lot of investment by the Andrews
Labor government in, for example, the young driver
safety package, with $146 million committed to reduce
road trauma amongst young people and cement
Victoria as the leader in youth road safety. The package
is made up of five initiatives: a road safety education
complex; a practical safe driving program; L2P, a
learner driver mentor program; a free licence scheme;
and community grants, a communication fund and
student forums. These are initiatives the government
has introduced to improve the current system, and that
is something it will continue working on.
I will go back to my earlier concern. Whilst I support
the motion with the amendment and believe the
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committee will do a good job of making sure the
inquiry is not rushed and is not basically driven in one
direction, and I do not believe that is the intention of
Mr Purcell’s motion — far from it — the main aim is to
determine how we can address the concerns of young
people in regional Victoria and make it easier for them
to travel to access training, find employment et cetera
without compromising the current safety standards,
because that is very important. We do not want to be
doing anything to increase the risk of a young person
getting behind the wheel and ending up in a tragic
situation. That is the last thing we want to do.
I am pleased to hear that we are not looking at changing
the drinking age limit. That would definitely make the
situation more problematic, and I will definitely not be
advocating for that. It is important to make sure that
these two things are separate.
Having heard all these comments and the amendment
moved by Mr Leane, I think it would be good for the
committee to do its work. I wish the committee well; I
am sure it will do a good job, and I look forward to its
report — I think we were talking about November next
year. With those words, I commend the motion to the
house.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
thank the house for the opportunity to speak to
Mr Purcell’s motion relating to the probationary driving
age in Victoria and a reference to the Law Reform,
Road and Community Safety Committee. I start by
saying, ‘Good for you, Mr Purcell, for asking the
question’, because I think it is a question that needs to
be asked.
I do not have the answer to this, but something that has
been running around in my head for a few years is: how
do we keep kids safe on our roads? Let me start by
saying that every single night when my children, who
are all of driving age, are out on the roads I worry about
them. I think most parents, whilst they may go to bed
before their children arrive home, are almost asleep
with one eye open waiting for the sound of that door
clicking shut, whatever time of the night or early hour
of the morning it is, ensuring that their kids got home
safely.
I do not know the answer to the question about what the
right driving age is, and I say thank you to Mr Purcell
for raising it. It is a question that needs to be asked, and
I look forward to the activities of the committee in
reviewing licence structures across Australia and
assessing the links between the 18-year-old
probationary driving age and youth unemployment;
reviewing the impacts of separating the legal driving
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age and legal drinking age; looking at international
models, both positive and negative; and assessing the
correlation between a reduced probationary driving age
and the road toll.
It is that last point I want to discuss today. In the last
three days we have lost 8 people on Victorian roads —
243 people so far this year. That is 243 people who will
not be sitting at the Christmas dinner table. It means
that the families of those 243 people will have a
different holiday experience this year. We see things
like speed, distraction, fatigue, drugs and alcohol as
leading contributors to the road toll, but I suspect,
picking up Mr Purcell’s wonderful initiative, that age
might be an issue as well. We do not know the answer
to that.
What is interesting is that we are absolutely outraged, it
makes the front page of the paper, it appears on every
news service and there is community dialogue when
someone is murdered — there have been 58 homicides
this year — yet it is incredible that we do not share the
same outrage when someone dies on our roads. What a
tragedy. What a waste of life. What a wasted
opportunity. For Victorians, particularly at this time of
year, there are many distractions — school holidays,
people planning their annual holidays, Christmas
shopping, trying to get a car park at the supermarket,
filling out Christmas cards and getting them to the post
office, generally taking our mind off the other things
that need to be done — but we really need to recheck
our mindset on this issue. We need to really think about
what we are doing.
I said to my children when they got their drivers
licence, ‘If you happen to get an appropriate ATAR
score and make your way to university, I’ll get you a
motor vehicle’. At my expense every one of them did.
Nonetheless, when I gave them the keys to a motor
vehicle after they had passed their drivers licence I said
to them, ‘This is probably the most powerful weapon
you could ever have, and you need to treat it
respectfully, not just in the way you operate your motor
vehicle but by being aware of others on the road as
well’.
On my way to Parliament just this morning, while
stopped in traffic — I have the benefit of driving a
lovely Ford Territory, which is a little bit higher on the
road so you get to look across and see what is
happening in the traffic — I think I counted at one
intersection six people texting while they were stopped
at the lights or starting to make their way across. One of
them continued to text as they motored their way
through the green light. I am not an expert on this issue,
but the statistics say something about the fact that for
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every second you have got your mind off the road your
car travels an average of about 60 metres. It does not
take long for traffic conditions to change in front of you
while you are sending an emoji to somebody. That
could be the most fatal decision you make.
We have an important role today in our Parliament, and
I stand here to support Mr Purcell’s motion, but equally
I stand here today as a representative of the northern
suburbs and therefore the people of Victoria. Let us
face it, there are only 128 of us in this place who have
stewardship for the people of Victoria and we need to
send a message that there is no better time than today in
this holiday period for people to recheck their driving
habits and to be aware of what is going on around them.
Somebody has claimed in the last few days that we can
get to a zero road toll by 2055. For me, one is too many.
If we do the maths for every fatality, there is a suite of
serious injuries that sits behind that as well. There are
people in our hospital system now suffering from
serious injuries as a result of a motor vehicle accidents.
Some drastic action needs to be taken, so I support
Mr Purcell’s motion to go and ask the question. Let us
go and find out and be well informed before we make
hasty decisions. Let us ensure that there is a lineal
relationship between the driving age and someone’s
opportunity to get employment, because I worry about
our youth, particularly in regional Victoria, and how
they access employment opportunities. This research,
this inquiry, will be very valuable for Victoria. I say at
this time to all Victorians: please concentrate as you get
behind the wheel of a motor vehicle. Please say to your
children as they get behind the wheel of a motor vehicle
with that hip-hop music up loud and their phone
beeping away on their lap with messages, Facebook
and Twitter, ‘Put the phone away. It won’t make one
iota of difference if you respond to that Facebook
message or that Twitter message after you arrive at
your destination. Please be safe’. I pray for the safety of
all Victorians, and I support the motion.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to speak on Mr Purcell’s motion to give a
reference to the Law Reform, Road and Community
Safety Committee to consider the impact of lowering
the probationary driving age in Victoria to 17 years. I
am a member of the committee and I look forward to
exploring the topic via the committee process. I thank
Mr Melhem for wishing the committee well; I
appreciate that. I am very supportive of this motion. It
is common sense to consider what the rest of the
country is doing and what is happening around the
world. It is wonderful that Mr Purcell from Vote 1
Local Jobs has introduced a motion that is about jobs; I
could not agree with him more.
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I got my drivers licence in the ACT at 16 years,
9 months and 3 hours. I was there at 9 o’clock to get
my licence, and the minute I did I drove to work. I was
a swimming teacher, so it enabled me to teach first
thing in the morning, but I was also still training for
swimming so it had the added benefit of my parents not
having to get up at 5.00 a.m. every day to drive me to
training. Having a licence really affected my ability to
work. I remember very clearly the amount of work I
could do on weekends when there was no public
transport. I was living in the suburbs; I was not living in
a regional area. I cannot imagine what it would be like
for a young person to try to work in a regional area
where there is not the same public transport as in the
city and where the facilities are not as close. It is not a
matter of getting on your bike and riding for 20 minutes
to the local swimming pool or to the local IGA.
I was interested to hear Mr Purcell’s contribution about
the parents who want their children to get jobs. But how
do you manage five children when two of them are
doing apprenticeships? You just cannot. I know there
are not enough hours in the day for most parents to
make 90-minute round trips to take children to really
important apprenticeships or to do something that gets
them into employment. We know that the younger you
start working, the more likely you are to continue
working, the less likely you are to get into trouble and
the more likely you are to make a great contribution to
our society.
As I said, I grew up in the suburbs, where there was
relatively good public transport. But there is no public
transport in regional areas. Even in the suburbs I had to
get to a 5.30 a.m. swimming training session or to
7.00 a.m. swimming lessons before school. There was
no public transport for me, so I had to rely on my
parents until, at 16 years, 9 months and 3 hours, I was
able to rely on myself. Learning that independence was
a very important thing to do at a young age. At 16 years
and 9 months you are not 18 years old. You are still
growing up and you are still considered to be a young
person, but all of a sudden you have a greater degree of
responsibility and independence, and that is very
important.
I am really looking forward to reviewing the impacts of
separating the legal age of driving and drinking during
the committee’s inquiry. It will be very interesting. We
are well aware of the road toll statistics for people aged
between 18 and 24 years and we know that alcohol is
very prominent in the road toll casualties among that
age group. Looking at that correlation will be very
interesting. At 16 years I had a good year and a bit of
driving before it was legal for me to have a drink.

Wednesday, 9 December 2015

I was looking at the licence regime in Canada, which is
very similar to Australia. It has a whole range of
licences. It has licences for people from 14 years
through to 18 years. There are various forms of
probationary licences and licences where you have to
be accompanied by another driver. I think Australia and
Victoria could look at greater flexibility. It may be that
we need a whole range of licences to meet the
requirements of a whole range of different communities
and situations.
Mr Purcell quoted a young man, Khalid Issa, who led a
great campaign to lower the driving age. He writes
about the difficulties of getting a job without having a
licence, and I completely appreciate that. But he also
notes the driving statistics of death by state and
territory. Victoria has a driving age 18 years and the
rest of the states have 17 years yet the statistics show
there is not a lot of difference. The toll is not noticeably
lower in Victoria compared with states where
17-year-olds are allowed to drive. We are not
necessarily reducing the road toll by making people
wait until they are 18 years to drive. In fact the statistics
show that whether you set the driving age at 17 years or
18 years the road toll does not change enormously.
The one thing that changes enormously that affects the
road toll for young people is their experience in
driving — that is, the number of hours they have
driven. Many previous speakers have spoken about the
120 hours of driving experience needed in Victoria.
Maybe that practice could start a bit younger, as I did at
16 years. I drove for quite some time with my parents
before I was able to get my licence and drive
independently. I think that probably made me a better
driver. Some people may dispute that — —
Mr Bourman interjected.
Ms PATTEN — That’s right; thank you. I notice
that Peter Kissinger, the president of the AAA
Foundation for Traffic Safety, says:
Turning 18 does not instantly make someone a safer driver.

Absolutely not. I think this is going to be a very
interesting inquiry. I will be interested to be involved in
it. I support the amendment the government has put
forward. We are an ageing population, so at the other
end of the spectrum — and I think this is what the
committee will also look at — there are the older
people who can no longer drive. How are we enabling
them to still engage with their community? Also,
maybe we should be looking at restricted licences for
older people by looking at that end of the spectrum as
well. The amendment the government has moved
allows the committee to look at older drivers and all
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people who do not have the benefit of being able to
drive a car independently.
I commend this motion. I am very pleased Mr Purcell
put it forward. In terms of Vote 1 Local Jobs, this
motion is about voting 1 for local jobs. I might just say
that one of our policies is reducing the voting age, so
maybe we can look at that after we get the drivers
licences through.
Debate interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
Before I call our next speaker, I would like to
acknowledge Mr Andrew Ronalds, a former member of
the Legislative Council, who is in the gallery.
Mr Ronalds is welcome here today.

LAW REFORM, ROAD AND COMMUNITY
SAFETY COMMITTEE
Reference
Debate resumed.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — I note that a
number of views have been canvassed by people in this
place in relation to Mr Purcell’s motion, and I note that
a number of issues have been proposed in relation to
the lowering of the driving age and what it means for
safety in Victoria. As part of road safety initiatives, the
Andrews government has been on the front foot in
tackling the issues of road safety. Before the
government took office last year there was the
development of a strategy designed to address fatalities
and near misses for road users across Victoria in a
range of different ways, from changes to the regulatory
framework and the way in which legislation operates, to
cracking down on offenders and those who do not
practice safe road use, through to operational and
practical treatments and better use of and engagement
with technology as far as automotive advances are
concerned. There is an awful lot of work to do.
We have seen that the Towards Zero strategy builds
upon what was developed by members of the now
government around four years ago and upon the pivotal
work of organisations such as the Transport Accident
Commission in combination with that of Monash
University’s Accident Research Centre, which has been
about creating better road user awareness.
It is not just about people who drive cars; it is also
about those who are in charge of heavy vehicles. In
Gippsland this is an issue of particular importance
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because of the extensive coexistence of heavy vehicles
such as B-doubles, semitrailers and other farm
machinery on roads that are often in need of repair,
maintenance, upgrade or resurfacing.
This is a formidable challenge, and the combination of
environmental risks and challenges, such as poor
visibility, wildlife and difficult light conditions —
along with the existence of often very narrow roads that
have been in place for a period much longer than we
have had heavy vehicles driving with this frequency on
our roads — means that young people in particular are
often at significant risk when they get behind the wheel
of a car and attempt to navigate their way along these
roads. We have also got numerous unsealed or
semisealed roads in Gippsland. They are often a very
popular means for people driving motorcycles and trail
bikes to enjoy recreational activities, which are a
fantastic way to get out and about, but safety is
paramount.
In terms of road safety we see also the all-too-often
fatal combination of drugs, alcohol and speed. There
are very big variations between the safety of somebody
who is just about to get their full licence and is still
accompanied in the car, which represents pretty much
the best safety situation, and that of somebody who has
just got their licence but does not have the benefit of
experience behind the wheel — and does not have the
benefit of good decision-making, which is needed in
difficult circumstances — which represents pretty much
the worst safety situation.
I note that Mr Purcell’s motion proposes a lowering of
the driving age to 17 and includes a proposed review of
the licence structures in other Australian states,
particularly the probationary driving age. It is important
to note that he is seeking to better understand the links
between the existing 18-year-old probationary driving
age and high youth unemployment in regional areas.
This is again an issue of particular significance in
Gippsland. In Gippsland the tyranny of distance, as
many other regional members in this place would
know, creates a particular disadvantage for young
people who are seeking to obtain educational
opportunities or find employment and gain professional
experience that they can then build into a skill set that
will set them on a good path for life.
The tyranny of distance also means we have
insufficient resources to allow people to work often
unsociable hours — for example, in the hospitality
industry — where there are not buses or trains or, as
there are in the metropolitan Melbourne context, trams
to get people home after they have finished work.
Buses, trains and trams are not there to assist in the
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journey of what is often 45 minutes to 1 hour to get to a
job that might start at 7.00 a.m. if the person is on the
tools. In that context lowering the probationary licence
age to 17 would achieve a significant benefit for young
people, who would be able to drive under their own
steam without needing a licensed driver to accompany
them, as a consequence ensuring that young people in
regional areas are not disadvantaged.

Assessing the correlation between a reduced
probationary driving age and the road toll is another
fundamental component of this motion. In relation to
this part of the motion I note that a significant
proportion of the road toll itself comprises victims who
are young. We lose our young people on the roads in
tragic circumstances, and circumstances that are so
often avoidable.

Separating the legal age for driving and the legal age
for drinking is another issue, raised at item (3) of the
motion — or (1)(c) of Mr Leane’s amendment to the
motion. In that respect I note that having an instant
allocation of rights in the form of not just a driving
licence but a right to legally drink creates the often fatal
possibility of a perfect storm. There have been fatalities
on our roads this year, and the road toll has started to
rise again. This is occurring despite more than a
decade’s worth of very proactive work seeking to drive
the toll down by creating initiatives that break those
links and instil a greater sense of responsible driver
culture, including in young people who have just been
given their licences.

There are families who will have an extra seat at the
table this Christmas. That seat will be empty. There are
families who have already bought presents that will
never be unwrapped. There are friends and workmates
now who will say goodbye to the people they care
about, who they might see on a daily basis, who they
will not see again.

To my mind we now have to look at the way in which
we afford people the privileges of having a licence on
the one hand and the rights and responsibilities of being
able to legally drink on the other. Again, there are many
parents, many community groups and many individuals
who do the right thing, but it is those few who do not
who endanger not only themselves but so many others
around them.
We see that is the situation in Victoria, and in regional
Victoria in particular, which is overrepresented in the
number of fatalities and serious injuries sustained on
Victorian roads over any given calendar year. There is
so much more to do in that regard, and understanding
any correlation that might exist between the granting of
a licence and the lawful capacity to drink is an
important factor.
Understanding how we fit within the international
framework is another important component of this
motion. To that end I note there is significant variation
across jurisdictions in Australia and also internationally
in the management of driving ages and responsibilities.
We have seen the introduction of a log requirement for
learner drivers to record and account for their hours
spent behind the wheel. That provides some comfort,
but it is only one of a number of different initiatives that
can and should be developed in order to better provide
young people with the experience they need to take the
wheel on their own for the first time in the safest
possible way.

The issue of road safety is a social, policy and legal
challenge that this house and every Parliament needs to
deal with proactively, fund properly and examine
thoroughly and forensically so far as research models
go. The work is never done. There is no finish line for
achieving best practice in road safety. In talking to this
motion today I urge every single person who will take
to the roads in the lead-up to this festive season, in the
lead-up to one of our peak periods for fatalities and
serious injuries, to make sure that they take the steps
necessary to minimise risk: that they do not drink, that
they remove the keys from the hands of any mates who
may be drunk, that they do not get into a car with
anyone under the influence of medication or illicit
drugs and that they do not allow any of their mates to
drive under those circumstances.
It is heartbreaking to read of fatalities on our roads, but
it is even more heartbreaking to be directly and
personally affected by that empty chair at Christmas
and by those presents that will not be opened because
they were bought for somebody who never made it
home.
Another important part of this motion is understanding
how to equip our transport infrastructure and services
for people of a non-driving age in regional Victoria by
making sure that people have the best support available
to get to that job, to understand which bus routes might
be available or to call on somebody to give them a lift
to somewhere that they need to be. Understanding what
that means in practical terms for people who may live
100 kilometres away from the nearest town,
100 kilometres away from the start of that job, is an
important part of Mr Purcell’s motion.
We need to examine strategies which will meaningfully
allow governments, people who sit behind desks,
people who sit in offices and people like us in this
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chamber to understand the barriers faced by people of a
non-driving age in accessing employment, study and
training. To that end the acknowledgement of the
disadvantage that is occasioned because of the tyranny
of distance is something which I welcome as part of
this motion.
It is fundamentally important to make sure that people
can access public transport and support networks that
enable them to get to their jobs, their school, their
TAFE or their courses or to collect their children from
after-school care. Without that support, without those
strategies and without that infrastructure we run the
very significant risk that again there will be more empty
seats at the table this Christmas, that again there will be
people who will get that telephone call or that knock at
the door because of something that was avoidable. We
need proper risk management, proper education and
proper driver training; we need to combine the best of
technology with changes to improve road safety on an
environmental level; and we need to have an enhanced
appreciation of the fact that getting behind the wheel of
a car is an inherently risky thing to do.
I support the motion put by Mr Purcell, with the
amendment moved by Mr Leane. I congratulate
Mr Purcell for continuing to put road safety at the front
and centre of the government’s policy agenda. It is a
crucially important thing that we need to be mindful of.
It is our obligation as lawmakers to never stop the work
to improve road safety. The work itself may never, ever
be done, but hopefully we can change the culture of
road use for the better over the course of our own
lifetimes.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — I am pleased
to speak in support of Mr Purcell’s motion requesting
that the Law Reform, Road and Community Safety
Committee inquire into the impacts of lowering the
driving age to 17. I also support the government’s
amendment. The motion has various parts.
I will start out by saying that I first learnt to drive when
I was 14 — just for the record, legally. I was living on a
rural farm. It is fair to say I made a lot of mistakes.
Fortunately I was pretty well on my own in a paddock
most of the time, and if I made a mistake and the car
had a new scratch or needed some sort of repair, the
only person I had to explain it to was my dad. I am not
suggesting we lower the driving age to 14, but it can be
beneficial to be able to learn to drive before you are
allowed to drink.
I have been touched by the road toll. As a younger man
there was an accident in which one of my friends died. I
never saw him grow up, never saw him get married,
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never lost touch with him and caught up with him
again — all those sorts of things. That is a reality of the
road toll. Just because it happened when I was young
does not mean that young people are any more or less
responsible, because road safety is about attitude. It is
not about whether you are aged 17 or 18. I know
middle-aged people to whom I would not give a spud
gun, and then there are teenagers who are quite capable
of being in control of a motor vehicle.
If we look at the problems we see on the roads, we see
people on their mobile phones, we see intoxication, we
see inattention, we see no seatbelts being worn. No
seatbelts is one of my bugbears. I would not be here if it
were not for seatbelts, and I still cannot understand in
this day and age why people get into a car and do not
put on a seatbelt — it is basic. There are also drivers on
illicit and prescription drugs. It is clear that it is not just
people using illegal drugs who are a problem on the
road; plenty of people on legal prescription drugs are in
no fit state to drive. Ms Patten’s call for an inquiry into
their use will no doubt go into that issue.
As I understand it, we are the only state in Australia
that does not have a law where you can start driving at
17 years of age. It has been quite a while — many more
years than I care to admit — since I learnt to drive. I
had to wait until I was 16 or 17 years old to get my
L-plates. Then at the age of 18 I got on my P-plates,
and away I went. It is a bit weird that we are the only
state in Australia where you have to be aged 18 to get a
probationary licence. It is something that Mr Purcell’s
proposed inquiry would probably go most to
uncovering — why are we so out of step?
Turning to the essence of the motion, lowering the
probationary driving age to 17 is not just going to free
up young people to do what they want — to go to work,
to have fun and to get experience before they are of
drinking age — but it also frees up parents. I look at my
electorate, where it is 400 kilometres to 500 kilometres
from one end to the other, and if you have children who
are of apprenticeship age or are only able to get a job in
a neighbouring town, then you have no choice.
By its very nature public transport in rural and remote
areas is not a very good option. I have been told
numerous times about the trains from Traralgon; the
6.00 a.m. train is standing room only. If you are a
youngster in Traralgon and you need to get to
Melbourne — not that I would suggest driving on the
freeways, because they are not much better at the best
of times — it presents another problem in life that you
really do not need. In that situation, if you are not
driven somewhere, it becomes a problem. As we know,
tradies tend to start early and finish early, and most
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people doing apprenticeships find that out, so it is
incumbent upon friends of driving age and parents to
have to adjust. If you have an hour’s drive to one town,
then an hour’s drive home and then you have to go to
work, I can only imagine what that is going to do to
your day.
The possibility of the road toll increasing if we were to
lower the probationary driving age is most certainly a
reality, and it needs to be explored. I listened to
Ms Patten’s contribution earlier, where she basically
said the road toll in relation to people above the age of
18 can change. Whilst the possibility of having a legally
licensed 17-year-old driver as a road toll statistic is
certainly there, getting more experience may well help
further down the track. By the time they get to 18 years
and they are allowed to drink — they should never
drink and drive — they will at least have some sort of
motor skills and experience behind them. It could well
have a neutral or even a negative effect on the road toll.
As we have seen, anything is worth a try.
The Towards Zero campaign says one person dead is
one person too many. It is an ambitious campaign, but
we have to think outside the square. Pure enforcement
will never work. I have seen many times reports on the
news about the road toll, and reports where someone
has been ejected from a car. As soon as I know
someone was ejected from a car, I know what they
were not wearing, even in this day and age with all the
little bells and whistles that go off if you do not put
your seatbelt on — and it is not just young people; all
sorts of people are not putting them on. I can assure the
house that from experience what you see when you get
there is not pretty.
On the issue of international standards, as well as
Victoria being out of step within Australia, clearly we
need to look at the situation in the US and Europe. In
the US the driving age is quite low and the drinking age
is quite high. In a way that might be counterproductive
because you are getting 18-year-olds who can vote, be
drafted — can go off and do all this sort of stuff — but
they cannot have a beer. What do they do? They have a
beer, and they do it on the sly. It is a very strange
arrangement. I remember reading numerous things
about people who are drafted. They are in a war zone,
killing and being killed, and yet they are not allowed to
have a drink. It is just bizarre.
I have not used up all my allocated time but that about
sums up my contribution. The Shooters and Fishers
certainly support this motion and the government’s
amendment. It is something we need to look into.
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I will recap by saying that age is not the problem; it is
experience. We need to look at it with a holistic
approach, and the proposed inquiry would give us that
opportunity. That is what parliamentary inquiries are
for. We should not be afraid of asking questions, we
should not be afraid of putting it to ourselves and we
should not be afraid of doing what we are meant to be
doing, which is trying to improve people’s lives. We do
a lot of banning this and banning that and changing this
and changing that, but we are also in a position where
we can try to use our experience to look into things that
could be adjusted a little bit.
I go back to the recent campaign on drugs. We seem to
focus wholly on illicit drugs. From experience I am
aware of many people who are clearly not in a fit state
to drive but have broken no law. That will also be a
problem to those people; they are generally on a
prescription drug for a medical reason and not for
recreation. If they are not able to drive, there needs to
be a system that will help them. If that is improving
public transport, then that should include suburban
areas as well as rural and regional areas where, as I
mentioned, public transport is not that hot. You cannot
really catch a bus from Mallacoota to Sale or
somewhere like that — or at least not unless you pack
your lunch.
As I said, the Shooters and Fishers Party supports this
motion and the amendment, and I am glad that they
have multipartisan support.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — It gives me
great pleasure to commence, before question time, my
contribution to the debate on Mr Purcell’s motion in
relation to creating a reference for the joint
parliamentary committee on law reform, road and
community safety. I have enjoyed today’s debate,
which has also presented an opportunity to debate the
general premise of road safety. I would like to reflect on
some of the strategies of consecutive governments but
also the history of the Labor government’s approach to
road safety.
Given the number of lives saved since the driving age
was raised to 18, there is a lot of hesitation in lowering
it again. However, that does not mean that exploring the
connection between the driving age and road fatalities
is without merit. The Andrews government is very firm
in its commitment to improving road safety and seeing
zero lives lost on Victorian roads. When it comes to
young drivers aged 25 and under, they continue to be
over-represented in road fatalities making up fewer than
15 per cent of licensed drivers on our roads but
representing a quarter of all driver deaths.
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It is an indisputable fact that young and inexperienced
drivers face the greatest risks on our roads, and we as a
government believe it is our duty to protect young lives
by supporting and educating young drivers and
providing them with the knowledge and experience that
they require to be the safest they can be on our roads.
Since the graduated licensing system was introduced in
Victoria in 2007 we have seen a significant reduction in
the rates of death and serious injury for young people
on our roads. Specifically the graduated licensing
system includes mandating 120 hours of logged,
supervised driving for young learner drivers,
introducing a two-stage probationary licence,
introducing peer passenger restrictions for young
probationary drivers, prohibiting young drivers from
driving high-powered vehicles and using new media
strategies to engage young people about road safety.
The program is internationally recognised. I understand
that the Transport Accident Commission is in high
demand for presentations, lectures and education from
countries that do not have the best record in road safety
and that aspire to achieve the inroads that we have
made in the reduction in road deaths and road injuries.
The key success of the graduated licensing system lies
in providing young drivers with experience over an
extended time frame and initially under conditions of
low risk. As the driver gains experience, restrictions on
driving are gradually lifted as the driver has more hours
under their belt. But the graduated licensing system is
just one piece of the puzzle. There is no silver bullet
that can reduce the number of deaths and serious
injuries for young drivers, so it is important that we
have better education and training across the board and
that we have a number of complementary programs that
support our licensing stages.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Vocational education and training
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My question is to
the Minister for Training and Skills. The Australian
Education Union (AEU) president, Meredith Peace, is
calling for government funding for private for-profit
providers to be limited to 30 per cent of the vocational
education and training budget. Is that policy supported
by the Andrews government?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — The Andrews government has been
absolutely crystal clear on this matter. We support a
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contestable training system, but one which gives better
value to the taxpayer by it being more aligned with
industry, one where industry’s needs are met and where
job outcomes are a product of the training system and
one where TAFEs are strengthened. We have the
Mackenzie review, which the government is looking at
right now. In regard to the 70 per cent, no, the
government does not support that position.
Supplementary question
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — As the minister has
just identified, the former Labor government introduced
a system that is ‘fully contestable funding at all
qualification levels between all eligible providers’, a
system that is not supported by the AEU, so I ask: if not
the current system, which is based on student
enrolments, what is the Andrews government’s
preferred funding percentage targets for private
for-profit providers in 2016?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I say that the AEU is the AEU. It represents
its members in TAFE institutes and schools. In any
democracy the AEU is entitled to have its opinion, and
I respect that opinion, but that does not mean that the
government always agrees with it. What we do have
commonality in is a desire to see our TAFE institutes
strengthened and the dodgy providers that flourished
under the previous government with a light regulatory
regime out of the system and not getting government
funding. We are moving quickly on that.
In regard to 2016, the 2016 contracts are currently out
there and are being evaluated. Registered training
organisations have put in expressions of interest in the
same way as has happened every year, the difference
being that we have substantially tightened up the
contractual arrangements to get more accountability for
taxpayer funds.
Ms Bath — On a point of order, President, I ask that
you consider that answer. My question was in relation
to percentage targets for private for-profit providers.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will consider that. I
ask the member to give me a copy of her question.
Mr Herbert — On the point of order, President,
Ms Bath was turning around, chatting away while I
gave the substantive answer that the contracts are
already in and it is the same process as each of the
previous years, except with tighter contracts.
Mrs Peulich — On the point of order, President,
clearly you have the supplementary question in your
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hand. We were simply discussing that, and being
females we can actually do two things at the same time.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mrs Peulich might
reflect on my attitude to vexatious points of order.
Mrs Peulich — It was not vexatious.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mrs Peulich and I
both know there was no point of order, and to actually
come to a point that simply reflects on the extraordinary
capacity of women, which has absolutely nothing to do
with the minister’s answer or the question, I think is
pushing it very close.
Mrs Peulich — Further on the point of order,
President, I do respect your comments; however, the
minister in his point of order made a reference to the
fact that Ms Bath and I were talking whilst he was
answering, and what I wanted to point out was: this
does not preclude us from listening to what he was
saying.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Then it might have
been better to express it that way rather than to suggest
that women can do two things at once.
Questions interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The PRESIDENT — Order! I take the opportunity
welcome a former member of this house to the gallery,
Mr Noel Pullen, a former member for Higinbotham.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Questions resumed.

Victoria Police
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
question without notice is to the Leader of the
Government. I refer to a most concerning report
released today by the Victorian Equal Opportunity and
Human Rights Commission, which has found a culture
of abuse and harassment within Victoria Police. The
report makes 20 recommendations to government and
Victoria Police. Noting that the police budget is already
under extreme pressure, with closed police stations and
other existing resource challenges, I ask: does the
government commit today to fully fund the cost to
implement all the recommendations without any impact
on Victoria Police service delivery?
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr O’Donohue for his question, and I apologise
to the house for my late arrival. I had been waiting
optimistically for 17 hours for a prominent member of
the parliamentary Liberal Party to knock on my door,
and they knocked on my door at 1 minute to 12 o’clock,
so my apologies for being delayed by that arrival.
The issue in relation to the very distressing
circumstances that have led to two recent reports
commenting on inappropriate behaviour that occurs
within the police force, which has included intimidation
or predatory behaviour by police officers, is very
concerning to the Victorian government, very
concerning to police command and very concerning to
any reasonably minded citizen in Victoria, who want to
make sure that our police operate on the highest level of
professional and personal standards in this state so that
the community can have confidence in them acquitting
their responsibilities.
The government recognises the significance of these
issues and understands the importance of the remedies
that have been recommended in the report that has been
released today to ensure not only that there is
appropriate support and comfort provided to those who
have been the victims of these inappropriate behaviours
but that there is an appropriate cultural and disciplinary
regime that applies within the police force. We must
ensure that these practices are removed, that the
disciplinary arrangements are in place that can provide
confidence to victims and indeed that other people
within the police force or in the community who
witness inappropriate behaviour and report these
matters are responded to accordingly.
Within the scope of the recommendations that have
been provided in the report, I personally have not been
briefed on the cost implications. I certainly know the
government’s intention will be to appropriately scope
and become aware of those cost implications, and I am
certain that the government’s intention will be to
provide for the maximum delivery of those
recommendations, to deal with the financial
consequences in enabling those to occur and also at the
same time not to intrude on police operational matters.
As I say, I have not got the spreadsheet of the cost
structures of those recommendations before me; I am
not in a position to be able to provide that confidence
today. I am not certain how long that would actually
take to be verified, but I certainly know it will be the
intention of the government not to impact on
operational matters within the police adversely in
making sure that police command implements those
recommendations.
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Supplementary question

Supplementary question

Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
Leader of the Government for his answer, and without
repeating yesterday’s experience, I think that the
minister was saying in response to my question that the
government will appropriately resource the
recommendations made without causing impact upon
service delivery, and I thank the minister for that
explanation and that answer. Noting the minister’s
response that he does not yet have the understanding of
those cost implications, I ask by way of supplementary
that when the minister is availed of that information he
make that publicly known and make that available to
the opposition. That would be my request by way of
supplementary question.

Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — In taking
that advice — and I appreciate that the minister is
prepared to do that — I draw his attention to the release
of Wednesday, 4 October 2006, headed ‘South Yarra
siding reserve in public hands for good’, and I go
further to ask him — —

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Personally I would love to be able to provide to the
satisfaction of the house any answer that becomes
available to me. There are some limits on the
availability of information I can share, because in fact
some information is not in a form that I can actually
provide it. I am certain that my colleague the Minister
for Police will have primary carriage of these matters
and would be preparing the appropriate budgetary
response and bringing it to the rest of the government to
deal with.
I am sure the police minister would also be working
with police command to work out the way in which the
human resource management and the cultural elements
of its educational programs and professional
development that reinforce some of those
recommendations, which already exist, are mindful of
the way in which they are reconfigured or redefined to
deliver those outcomes. Some of those things will be
internally funded, and some of them will be
additionally determined. As that information becomes
available, I will be happy to share what is available to
me.

Melbourne Metro rail project
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Leader of the Government. I refer the
leader to a news release from the then Minister for
Planning dated 4 October 2006 which guaranteed that
the South Yarra siding reserve would be protected as
public land in perpetuity. Is the South Yarra siding
reserve the very same land that will be sacrificed for the
tunnel exit of the Melbourne Metro in South Yarra?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — It
would be unwise of me to speculate on a matter that I
do not have the answer to. I am happy to take advice on
that subject.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DAVIS — ‘Public open space’ is the reference
in the news release — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DAVIS — I am referring members to the
heading of the news release, which goes on — in
response to interjections — to talk about public open
space. I therefore ask: will the minister confirm that the
South Yarra siding reserve will be sacrificed as public
park land despite the Melbourne Metro having no
South Yarra station connection for the Pakenham and
Cranbourne lines?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I invite the minister to
respond. My interpretation is that it is further to that
land — that it is exploring the matter further in detail.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — It
certainly was an unusual form for a supplementary
question, but in some ways it is supplementary because
it asks for an additional level of detail beyond what was
provided. Another interpretation is that it is the same
question asked again; the same answer will be provided
on this occasion.

Greater Geelong City Council
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Special Minister of State, also the
Leader of the Government, who is the minister
responsible for local government integrity. Noting the
appointment of a board of inquiry at the Greater
Geelong City Council, will the history of bullying on
the part of Labor councillors Andy Richards and Jan
Farrell be the focus of the inquiry, or will Labor
misbehaviour be swept under the carpet?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am in some
difficulty in the sense that I am not aware of these
matters or of whether or not these matters are in the
public domain in terms of issues at Geelong. In fact I
must confess that I did not even know that a panel had
been appointed or that an investigation had been
launched, so to that extent I am unable to adjudicate on
the validity of this question in the context of my
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attitudes to intruding on political party matters.
However, from the tenor of the question that has been
put, it would seem to me that the question relates to the
conduct of people in public office, which is therefore a
matter that is relevant to the public record. I am not in a
position with any other knowledge to rule the matter
out, so I invite the minister to respond to that question.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Thank you, President. I appreciate your consideration
of the question that Mr Davis asked. The first issue I
want to draw attention to is the very partisan nature of
the question and the self-serving and selective nature of
the question, and indeed in my answer I am not in any
shape or form confirming any aspect of the allegation
that Mr Davis has framed within his question.
The inquiry that is being undertaken will look at the
behaviour of all councillors and their relationship with
the council staff of the City of Greater Geelong, and
this inquiry has been formed on the basis of advice that
came to my colleague the Minister for Local
Government, who then provided me with some advice
about the way in which the administration, the
behaviour of councillors and the council are worthy of
examination and independent scrutiny. My colleague
has taken action. I support that action, and I am not in a
position to be able to talk about the aspects of that
inquiry in any further detail. I absolutely repeat my
refuting of any allegation put on the public record by
Mr Davis or what he may be seeking to obtain through
his question.
Supplementary question
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — It is
important to note that some of those matters that I
referred to are matters of public record. My
supplementary question is: will all of the information
that was collected during the workplace culture review
undertaken by Susan Halliday be available to the board
of inquiry that has been appointed?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — One
of the difficulties that Mr Davis provides us with
evidence for time and time again is that he sometimes
does not quite appreciate how due process works. Due
process relies on some independence in relation to the
way in which inquiries are undertaken and the
professional acumen of the inquirers or the inspectors
who are appointed to acquit their responsibilities. They
will form a view about the information that should be
made available to them. It would be my expectation
that if they seek information which is relevant, it will be
available to them. I think it would be premature to start

Wednesday, 9 December 2015

intruding and speculating on the sources of information
that the inquirers may seek.
Mr Davis — On a point of order, President, my
question was very specific and referred to a particular
review of workplace culture that occurred at Geelong. I
am seeking a very clear indication from the minister as
to whether that exact review would be released to the
relevant board, but he did not mention the Halliday
review once.
Ms Shing — It does not flow from the initial
question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Shing and I
sometimes have different views as to how apposite
some of the supplementary questions are. I believe the
question was in order because it did go to a report that
presumably had discussed some of the matters that
were pertinent in the substantive question.
In respect of the minister’s answer, for starters, as
members know, I cannot direct a minister in terms of
how to answer, but I think the minister’s response was
responsive to the supplementary question despite the
fact that he did not happen to use the report’s name. His
response was that it is up to the panel of inquiry to seek
out whatever information it needs to complete its task.
As a pure layman, I would have thought that that would
be one of the first documents it might reach for, if it
was in existence. The minister has certainly not
indicated that it is out of bounds; he simply said that it
is up to the inquiry to determine what information it
requires to satisfy it, and I think that is a responsive
answer to the supplementary question.

Infrastructure Victoria
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question is to the Special Minister
of State. Legislation for Infrastructure Victoria has been
in place for three months, the board has been in place
for two months, the chief executive has now been
appointed and the agency has been assigned an annual
budget of $10 million, so I ask: why was Infrastructure
Victoria not consulted about the western distributor
project, given the business case was only forwarded to
the federal government last week?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Rich-Phillips for his question. It is a
reasonable question, unlike the way this was dealt with
by his side in the other place. The provocative way that
Infrastructure Victoria has been dealt with by the
opposition in the Legislative Assembly has led to a very
defensive and perhaps bullish response from my
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colleagues in the other place. I do not feel the need to
do that, because that has not been our experience of the
consideration of Infrastructure Victoria in this chamber.
We had a fulsome committee stage. We understand the
importance of establishing a program for Infrastructure
Victoria, developing an expectation of it driving a
30-year strategy of infrastructure pipeline as its primary
task. It has residual capacity to have a look at the
intervening government response to the 30-year
strategy, to make comments on it and to then have a
further power to look at the value of specific proposals.

from that. We said the east–west project should not
proceed. We said we would take it to the election, and
we acted accordingly after the election. We do not want
that to occur in the future. We do not want political
argy-bargy about these matters. We do not want to
throw Infrastructure Victoria into the deep end in
assessing projects that have already gone some way
through the approval process before it develops its
30-year plan.

As the lengthy committee stage of the bill in this
chamber discussed, we are at a pivot point in its
establishment, between pre-existing projects that have
either been committed to by the government — for
instance, the 50 level crossings removal program across
metropolitan Melbourne, which we are very determined
to deliver on, and the Melbourne Metropolitan rail
system that we are committed to and which has been
preloaded — or indeed what was just announced, which
is the consideration of the market-led proposal in
relation to the western distributor. Those were all
projects that were announced and processes that were
commenced before the establishment of Infrastructure
Victoria.

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for his answer.
The minister referred a number of times to the 30-year
plan that Infrastructure Victoria is charged with
establishing. The question relates to Infrastructure
Victoria’s consideration of individual projects, which is
also part of its brief, so I ask: has the government
referred any specific individual projects to
Infrastructure Victoria for advice or comment?

We always indicated that whilst Infrastructure Victoria
in the years to come will be able to look at, in real time,
the consideration of market-led proposals — and that
has not been deserted by the government — what we
are talking about at this moment — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — Opposition members have been
fairly considered in their responses up until this series
of interjections. In the other place, after we adopted it
fulsomely here, on its very first day out its board
appointments were assaulted by the opposition in the
Assembly. From day one, before board members even
began their task of establishing the bipartisan —
hopefully — non-political 30-year strategy, before they
even embarked upon their method they were under
political assault. Why would a government want to, at
this moment, with pre-existing projects that have
already gone through a process before Infrastructure
Victoria has developed its street cred in relation to
being bipartisan, be put into a position where it is
making instantaneous assessments of what might be
politically charged projects that may not be projects the
opposition supports, given the opposition’s track record
of making issues political?
In fact, to be perfectly honest, in opposition we did as
well; I acknowledge that. At no stage have I baulked

Supplementary question

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — No,
we have not, for the very reason that I just outlined.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — Opposition members may have
chosen to interject significantly for the last minute of
my answer, but if they had stopped interjecting and
started listening, they would have heard me outline the
reasons why the government, on balance, has decided
to give Infrastructure Victoria clear air to establish its
30-year strategic pipeline of infrastructure investment
rather than be subjected to the carry-on that the
opposition is quite capable of, on any given day, of
contaminating its work and not even allowing it to be
established or to receive some credibility on a
bipartisan basis across Victoria. The 30-year horizon
has been selected by this government as a way in which
we can finally overcome the political argy-bargy that
those opposite want us to dive into. We are not going
to.

Infrastructure Victoria
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question is again to the Special
Minister of State and again relates to Infrastructure
Victoria. In response to a question about why
Infrastructure Victoria had been bypassed on the
western distributor project, the Premier indicated the
project ‘went through similar and thorough scrutiny by
officials’. If, in the Premier’s words, officials are able to
provide similar and thorough scrutiny on the project,
what role will exist for Infrastructure Victoria in
providing scrutiny on individual projects?
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Rich-Phillips for his question. The question
has probably taken a shorthand version of the full and
complete answer of the Premier, because I am certain
the Premier would be mindful that the market-led
proposal that he is referring to — the western
distributor — went through an independent process.
That independent process at the early stages of the
market-led proposal assessment was undertaken by
Kerry Schott and Tony Canavan, who were contracted
by the government to make an assessment.
I have talked about that independent assessment
previously in the house. It may be in the memory bank
of the opposition. Those opposite may have forgotten
that there has already been discussion in question time
about that independent assessment to enable the
market-led proposal to go from stage 1 to stage 2. In
fact the government announced the creation of that
independent panel by Kerry Schott and Tony Canavan.
The member may selectively try to say that that is a
method that will in the future be available to
Infrastructure Victoria to assess projects, when
Infrastructure Victoria is up and running, as a method
that is accepted and recognised by the community as
being rigorous and independent. The government
chose, through this process, to give maximum
independent and appropriate scrutiny to enable it to go
to the market-led proposal stages.
It was not exclusively an assessment by Department of
Treasury and Finance officers. It was not necessarily
exclusively the domain of high-risk, high-value
proposals. It was independently assessed by those two
well-recognised individuals, who have great standing in
infrastructure assessment and capability across this
nation. The government is very proud of the fact that
we made that wise decision. It is a great pity that that
has not been remembered by the opposition.
Questions interrupted.

MOTIONS TO TAKE NOTE OF ANSWERS
Infrastructure Victoria
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I move:
That the Minister for Utopia’s answer be taken into account
on the next day of meeting.

The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Davis will permit
me to vary his motion to a form that is more acceptable
to the Chair and, I think, to the dignity of the house.
That is:

Wednesday, 9 December 2015

That the minister’s answer be taken into account on the next
day of meeting.

I have already reflected on those throwaway lines,
which I think are inappropriate. I do not want to hear
them.
Motion agreed to.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Infrastructure Victoria
Questions resumed.
Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for his answer. I
point out, though, that the principal question was not a
construction by the opposition. It related to comments
attributed to the Premier yesterday, when he was
specifically asked why Infrastructure Victoria had not
looked at this project. He referred to similar and
thorough scrutiny by officials. Members of the
government in this house have spoken about the role of
Infrastructure Victoria in assessing individual projects.
That has been raised a number of times by members of
the government in this house. I ask: in view of what the
minister has already informed the house about his
intention for Infrastructure Victoria initially, and given
what has been attributed to the Premier about the
western distributor project, what criteria will the
government use to determine which individual projects
should undergo Infrastructure Victoria consideration?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — The
criteria that will be used are similar to the criteria that
have already been described by me in my two
substantive answers. I have already said the
government appreciates that for market-led proposals of
a significant order of magnitude that come to the
government, such as the western distributor, there needs
to be appropriate independent verification of the scope
and appropriateness for those projects to be pursued. It
would also be available to the government to seek
independent assessment of procurement and
appropriate models — an in-house build or a
public-private partnership model — for major projects
into the future. The government will be taking advice
from independent sources about those matters.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Wednesday, 9 December 2015

COUNCIL

5457

Government procurement policy

Ambulance services

Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — My question is to the minister
representing the Minister for Finance, Mr Jennings.
Australia’s only integrated manufacturer of office copy
papers and printing and publishing papers is, as the
minister would know, located here in Victoria. It is
called Australian Paper. Australian Paper supports
6000 jobs and generates $754 million towards
Australia’s gross domestic product. The company also
contributes $432 million to the annual revenues of state
and federal governments through taxes and direct
purchases. I could go on, but I am sure everyone
appreciates the value of supporting Victorian-made
products. My point is this: I believe the Victorian
government should have in place procurement policies
that cover, for example, state government departments
and even encourage the offices of MPs such that
Victorian paper products are given priority over
imported and often inferior products. My question is
quite simple: will the government support a review of
procurement policies in the area of paper products, and
if so, when can we expect such a review to take place?

Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Families and Children,
representing the Minister for Emergency Services.
Lynette Collie from Mumbannar, a hamlet near the
South Australian border, contacted me and related that
last week a 75-year-old gentleman collapsed and
required an ambulance at the Dartmoor Golf Club. The
ambulance was called at 3.00 p.m., and the staff were
told not to move the man, who lay on the concrete
verandah to wait for the service. At 3.40 p.m., after the
man felt worse, staff contacted the ambulance service
again and were told that the ambulance had been
dispatched with lights flashing and sirens blazing but
could not be given details of where it was coming from,
when it may arrive or where it was. At 3.50 p.m. the
ambulance arrived from Heywood, which is some
25 minutes away, but it took 50 minutes. I ask the
minister: what is being done to improve response times
for emergency services in rural Victoria?

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Dr Carling-Jenkins for her question. Indeed the
simple answer to the question is yes. Already my
ministerial colleague the Minister for Finance has
written to all my cabinet colleagues seeking their
support for the outcomes Dr Carling-Jenkins has
described and asking about the current situation in
terms of our procurement policies.
My colleague the Minister for Industry continues to be
vigilant and determined to try to make sure that the
Victorian industry participation program is given full
effect and will work with my colleague the Minister for
Finance to try to ensure that we provide appropriate
support and a market base for Victorian-made products
to find themselves within the public sector or more
broadly to determine what market opportunities may be
available to us.
My colleague the Minister for Regional Development
and Minister for Agriculture reminded me as the
member was completing her question that the federal
government’s intervention in this space of recent times
has not been necessarily helpful. The Victorian
government will be trying to take some
counter-directions in terms of policy settings, because it
in fact accepts the logic, the principle and the outcome
the member is trying to obtain on behalf of Victorian
industry. We will look at ways in which we can do it,
and hopefully we will not be adversely impacted by
commonwealth reforms in this area.

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for his question
regarding ambulance response times, and I share the
member’s concerns about this matter. Under the
coalition government ambulance response times
deteriorated significantly. In 2013–14 ambulance
response times were the worst on the Australian
mainland.
I am disappointed to hear about the experience that this
particular gentleman had in not receiving a timely
ambulance response as he would have expected, and I
would be grateful if the member were able to provide
further details about this particular instance so that the
Minister for Ambulance Services can follow up the
details of this case and investigate the particular matter
and provide further contact with the gentleman
involved.
We know that ambulance response times are not good
enough. They are not meeting the community’s
expectations, and this is why the government is doing a
significant amount of work to improve response times
right across Victoria, including in regional Victoria.
One of the first actions of the Andrews Labor
government was to establish the Ambulance
Performance and Policy Consultative Committee. That
committee released an interim report in March, and it
found that dispatch now takes 1 minute longer
compared to six years ago and that almost 60 per cent
of emergency incidents were classified as code 1 but
that on arrival paramedics found that a code 1 response
was not required.
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These issues reflect an ambulance system that was left
in crisis by the previous coalition government — —
Mr Davis interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — The former responsible minister
should stop interjecting, because we know how things
deteriorated under his watch. The committee has been
undertaking significant work this year to address this
crisis. The government has already taken action. We
have invested $99 million to improve our ambulance
service and to improve response times. That
includes — —
Mr Davis interjected.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Mr Davis
The PRESIDENT — Order! Under standing
order 13.02, I ask Mr Davis to vacate the chamber for
15 minutes.
Mr Davis withdrew from chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Ambulance services
Questions resumed.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Our government has taken a range of
actions already. We have invested $99 million to
improve our ambulance services and improve response
times. That includes $20 million to upgrade ambulance
stations and $20 million to upgrade vehicles and
equipment. We have removed the bypass to improve
ambulance distribution right across the system and
ensure that patients are transported to their local
hospital.
These and other reforms are already yielding positive
results. We have arrested the decline in response times
that occurred under the coalition government, and we
are beginning to see improvement. The first quarter of
this financial year showed a 3 per cent improvement in
response times when compared to the same quarter last
year under the previous government. This is an
improvement of 30 seconds, and we know that every
second makes a difference in relation to these matters.
There is more work to be done to improve our response
times and rebuild the community’s confidence in our

Wednesday, 9 December 2015

ambulance services, and this government is absolutely
committed to doing just that. The Ambulance
Performance and Policy Consultative Committee will
deliver its final report by the end of the year, and that
report will detail further reform that needs to be
undertaken to improve response times right across
Victoria, including in rural and regional Victoria.
Supplementary question
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — I thank the
minister for her response. The gentleman is okay, by
the way. Considering the Dartmoor Golf Club could not
get details of where the ambulance left from, where it
was or how long it was going to take, why is it that if I
order a pizza from Domino’s, I can track on my phone
its progress from when my order arrived in the store to
when the pizza went into the oven and then track on
GPS the delivery driver’s progress all the way to my
front door? Even Uber uses GPS tracking so you can
watch your illegal ride approach through a mobile
phone app. I ask the minister: why is it that a pizza
delivery service and an illegal taxi service are able to
provide more information on their progress to their
customers than our emergency services?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Mr Purcell for his supplementary
question. The dispatch of ambulances is a significantly
more complex issue than pizza delivery or even a taxi
service. The call-and-dispatch system administered by
ESTA, the Emergency Services Telecommunications
Authority, manages constant and competing demands
on ambulance resources, so when a code 1 case call is
received there is a reprioritisation that takes place to
ensure that life-threatening cases receive the most
urgent response.
It is often the case that an ambulance en route
responding to a low-acuity case will be diverted to
respond to a code 1 case; it is not therefore possible to
always be able to track the progress of an ambulance
that has been dispatched. However, it is also true that
for our most urgent cases there are sometimes multiple
ambulances dispatched, so additionally this government
has expanded the emergency response program to the
Country Fire Authority, ensuring that in addition to
dispatching an ambulance, other emergency responses
might also be dispatched in response.

Firefighter cancer compensation
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Special Minister of State. As the
minister would be aware, many firefighters, both career
and volunteer, and their families are becoming very
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anxious about presumptive legislation and when it will
be introduced. Obviously their concern is about it
providing fair coverage for firefighters with cancer and
what detail the bill may have. The minister can
understand how difficult it is for firefighters who are
touched by industrial cancers and that they should not
have to worry about their finances and their medical
treatment. Obviously in previous times this has been
extraordinarily difficult, and I would like to give them
some relief from their anxiety, so my question is: when
will an exposure draft on this legislation be made
public, and when exactly in 2016 does the government
intend to introduce presumptive legislation to the
Parliament?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Ms Hartland for the interest she has demonstrated
not only today but over a long period of time in terms
of the resolution of these matters. On this side of the
house we have joined in our desire to ensure that we
introduce this legislation. The government has actively
considered those matters during the course of this year,
and recently my colleagues the Minister for Emergency
Services and the Minister for Finance have led active
discussions within the government to ensure that we
apprise ourselves of the various models used in other
jurisdictions. For instance, Tasmania is often cited as a
jurisdiction we may wish to model ourselves on when it
comes to the availability of access for professional and
volunteer firefighters to open, reliable and, as much as
possible, equitable outcomes.
What we have seen in recent times in terms of the
underlying anxiety and concern that is evident amongst
firefighters both on the professional side and on the
volunteer side is an escalation of either industrial or
campaigning issues that have not necessarily assisted in
the dispassionate reconciliation of how you design a
scheme to come through and provide appropriate
access. In fact there has been some counterproductive
campaigning undertaken to try to divide the firefighting
community and the Victorian community, rather than
assist in an amicable resolution of these matters.
The issues concerned in the demonstration outside were
not primarily driven through the prism of presumptive
rights; they were in relation to unresolved enterprise
bargaining issues — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — I am very optimistic that the
government will be able early in the new year to
resolve both of these matters. My colleagues are
anticipating coming back to cabinet in the new year
with specific proposals which would then enable us to
go into the public domain to make the community very

5459

clear about the scope of how we think we can provide
an equitable, reasonable and compassionate response to
great health concerns.
I would anticipate that early in the new year there will
be a public exposure of these issues, if not the exposure
of a piece of legislation which would underpin these
proposals. But ultimately that timing will be dependent
upon my colleague the Minister for Emergency
Services, supported quite enthusiastically and
fulsomely by the Minister for Finance.
Supplementary question
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister. My supplementary question — and I
know the minister has covered it somewhat in his
answer — is around volunteers. The minister is correct;
there is a campaign running. Personally I was a bit
shocked at it, considering it seems to be coming from
The Nationals and the Liberal Party, which blocked this
legislation at every turn in the last Parliament, and
given Mr Guy, the Leader of the Opposition in the
Assembly, has now said in the public domain they got
it wrong. Can I have some assurances for those
volunteers that they will be considered with equity in
this legislation?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Ms Hartland will note that I resisted the temptation to
talk about the duplicity, if not the hypocrisy, of other
members of Parliament. Ms Hartland chose to take us
there, and if people reflect on their actions in the past
compared to their current actions, then maybe that is a
worthy outcome of her question. I would think that is a
good thing. I would think it is good for all of us to unite
as a Parliament on these matters.
Within what is equitable in relation to the design, the
equitable situation is the complex issue about what the
preconditions are by which eligibility for presumption
is determined. For full-time professional firefighters in
the metropolitan area who go to many events that have
intense outcomes, that is relatively clear. For others, it
is a more complex formula that needs to be accounted
for in the work that is being undertaken.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
have written answers to the following questions on
notice: 43, 45, 1226, 1512–27, 1991–92, 2008,
2426–27, 2456, 2466, 2479–80, 2500–02, 2504,
2507–08, 2510–15, 2518–21, 2531, 2583–84, 2616,
3888, 4043–44, 4261, 4350, 4393–94, 4398.
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but also from a practical point of view to make sure that
Hansard is able to maintain an accurate record.

Written responses
The PRESIDENT — Order! In respect of today’s
questions I have a question from Mr Davis to
Mr Jennings in regard to a piece of land that he
identified, which he expected was to be retained as
public open space. He asked whether or not this land
was now possibly going to be used for another purpose.
The minister and the house were not in a position to
understand if what was being talked about was the
same piece of land, so the minister has undertaken on
both the substantial and the supplementary question to
identify the particular land that is referred to in the
question, what considerations might have been made
for the use of that land and whether or not they have
changed from a previous occasion. That is a two-day
response time.
Mr Rich-Phillips’s supplementary question on his
second question to Mr Jennings went to criteria that
might be used for referring projects to Infrastructure
Victoria. The minister provided some advice to the
house on some of the matters that might be explored as
part of that process, but I am not sure that it met the test
of the criteria that Mr Rich-Phillips is looking for, so I
ask for a response — only in respect of the
supplementary question — to the second question
posed by Mr Rich-Phillips. It went to the question of
criteria on projects that might be sent to Infrastructure
Victoria. Is that in the minister’s domain?
Mr Jennings — Yes, it is in my domain.
The PRESIDENT — Then it is tomorrow for a
response.
Mr Jennings — Otherwise I indicate that
Mr Rich-Phillips has had a very good day.
The PRESIDENT — He is smiling. In relation to
Ms Bath’s supplementary question on percentage, I
sought from the minister some clarification of his
answer. There was a bit too much interjection and noise
today around a number of questions, which made it
difficult for me to determine whether or not some
answers were responsive to questions. It obviously also
makes it very difficult not just for the minister but for
Hansard in recording the proceedings and looking for
an accurate record of matters. That record is relied on
by members and often quoted back at ministers on
subsequent occasions, so it is important that we
maintain the decorum of the house not just for the sake
of everybody recognising the respect within the house

In the case of Ms Bath’s question to Mr Herbert, I had
some difficulty in determining whether or not the
answer did go to her question. The minister and I have
had a brief conversation, and I thank him for that
courtesy. The question went to whether or not there was
a percentage target for private for-profit providers in the
contracts in 2016. I could ask the minister for a written
response, but he has indicated to me that he could
clarify that now. Is that the case?
Mr Herbert — Yes.
The PRESIDENT — Order! With the courtesy of
the house I ask the minister to dispatch that one
instantly.

Vocational education and training
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — It is very difficult to answer a question which
is not based on any fact. On the issue of percentage
targets I have never commented that there are any
percentage targets; the government has never
commented on that. It has not been part of any policy. It
is a dumb question. Then we get a question that asks
me about how we are going to apply a concept that has
never been discussed and has never been part of our
agenda or anything. I answered that question — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HERBERT — No, come on. It is a made-up
proposition from over there. I answered in the best way
that you can answer these to say that the process for
contracts for private registered training organisations,
which is what is at the base of this, has not changed and
that they are already on the public website. In fact
expressions of interest are in. We have had
255 applications — about the same as last year — and
50 have already been notified of how successful they
have been. The only thing that has changed is that we
have tightened up the contracts to make them more
accountable for public use. There are no percentage
targets; there never have been, and I have never
commented on it.
Ordered that answer be considered next day on
motion of Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern
Metropolitan).
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Written responses
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, President, I
ask whether Mr Jennings will be providing me with a
written response to my supplementary question about
the cost of the implementation of the
20 recommendations from today’s report. The minister
said that the Minister for Police would be the
appropriate minister for that information and that he
would be pleased to consult with him, and without
putting words in his mouth, my recollection is that he
would make that information available. I would
appreciate if it could be done in writing according to the
standing orders.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister indicated
that he would be keen to provide that information at the
earliest opportunity, and I think that was responsive to
the question. The minister indicated that he did not have
all the information available at this time and that his
colleague the Minister for Police was scoping the cost
ramifications of the matter that was raised in the house.
The minister indicated he would be prepared to provide
that information to the house and expects it to be
publicly available when that information is available.
What he has said at the moment is that it is not
available. On that basis I thought the answer was
responsive, and it would be not appropriate to ask the
minister within a one-day or two-day time frame to
provide a written response. Obviously it is a matter of
concern to Mr O’Donohue, and I appreciate his genuine
interest in these matters. I think it is one that he needs to
monitor and perhaps come back to at an appropriate
time.
Sitting suspended 1.01 p.m. until 2.05 p.m.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Western Victoria Region
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Sport and is
in relation to the disappointing announcement that the
new Ballarat basketball stadium bid for the latest round
of funding from the National Stronger Regions Fund
was unsuccessful, as have been the previous bids in the
last five rounds under the federal Labor government.
This is always a risk, and that is why the Victorian
coalition government committed to fully fund the new
stadium with $15 million, but the Andrews
government, with its normal, half-baked commitments,
only partly funded the new basketball stadium with
$9 million in the hope that someone else would fund
the shortfall.
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Peter Eddy has been a long-term passionate advocate
for the new stadium for over 30 years, and now Ballarat
will only have a stadium of four indoor courts instead
of having one at the national standard of six courts.
Mr Eddy is fearful that the national tournaments will be
lost to Melbourne and Werribee without additional
funding, so I ask the minister if the state government
will provide the additional funding for the two
additional courts to complete the stadium to a national
standard.

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Education.
Many members of my community are concerned about
the removal of remnant vegetation to accommodate
new portable classrooms at the Montmorency Primary
School. Requests for double-storey portable classrooms
were submitted; however, these requests were rejected.
As a result, up to seven indigenous trees will be
removed, and a piece of adjoining bushland is also
under threat. Will the minister now consider that
double-storey portable classrooms should be installed at
this school so as to minimise the impact on remnant
vegetation and alleviate community concerns?

Western Victoria Region
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Industrial
Relations, and it is in relation to the MV Portland
vessel and its 38 Australian seafaring crew. The
MV Portland has been carrying alumina from Alcoa’s
Kwinana plant to its smelter in Portland for 25 years. In
the past, both through its smelter and through the use of
the MV Portland, Alcoa has supported local people for
local jobs and maintained a good relationship with the
Portland community. This latest decision to use foreign
crew on a different ship to carry alumina is, however,
extremely disappointing. It is a deliberate decision that
raises a number of concerns about Alcoa’s approach
and also about the federal government’s
decision-making process. A community assembly has
been present on the port for over three weeks now,
supporting these workers and supporting local people
for local jobs. My question to the minister is: what were
the outcomes of her recent discussions with the federal
government and Alcoa on this issue, and what will be
the resolution of this important matter?

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. I refer to the Premier’s announcement
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regarding the western distributor or, as some refer to it,
the western diversion. Aside from questions
surrounding the business plan — such as: is there
one? — and the funding of this very mysterious project,
very real concerns exist among residents of
Melbourne’s inner west as to the impact this road will
have on their lives. Requests by concerned locals to
Transurban for the release of consultation reports have
been met with the response that it is up to the
government to do that. Taking that advice on board, I
ask: when will the minister publicly release these
reports on consultation with local residents?

Eastern Victoria Region
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — My question
today is to the Minister for Police. Retirement is the
golden age in most people’s lives. After many decades
of being valued and contributing members of society
we are then afforded the time to do the things we could
not do when we were working. Superannuation or the
pension is the source of income for the majority or
retirees, and both of those tend to be fixed incomes.
This obviously means that we need to be careful with
our money. It is common practice for concessions to be
made to pensioners; indeed a drivers licence has a
pensioner concession. Strangely enough, shooters
licences do not have a concession for retirees. This fact
was raised by one of my constituents recently. My
question is: will the minister implement a shooters
licence concession for retired people and bring it into
line with drivers licences and other licences?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. I have raised on numerous occasions
concerns from local residents and businesses about the
increased congestion and associated health and safety
aspects of increasing large truck movements to and
from the port of Melbourne along Beach Road and
Beaconsfield Parade. On 8 October the member for
Albert Park, Mr Foley, wrote to one of those concerned
residents saying:
As indicated we have this week launched the data-gathering
material on identifying truck numbers and curfew
management as we committed to in the election and … we
took the important step this week of installing the camera data
collection material on Beaconsfield Pde/Marine Pde. You will
see these cameras currently in place.

However, in mid-November the cameras along
Beaconsfield Parade were removed from the original
site of placement only a few weeks ago. When
VicRoads was contacted and asked why they had been
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removed or if they had been moved to another location,
it was unable to provide an immediate answer.
My question is: why have the cameras been removed
from the site in Beaconsfield Parade, and when will the
data and findings from that monitoring process be made
available, as Mr Foley suggested they would be?

Western Metropolitan Region
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Health. Last week the Australian Atlas of Healthcare
Variation was released by the Australian Commission
on Safety and Quality in Health Care. It found an
asthma rate of 531 per 100 000 children aged 3 to 19 in
Maribyrnong, which was the highest in the state. This is
72 per cent higher than the national average and twice
the rate in some eastern suburb locations. We know
diesel fumes cause elevated rates of asthma in children,
so we can now clearly link this finding to the massive
numbers of diesel trucks in the inner west.
My question for the minister is: what will the
government do about this? Will it extend school time
curfews to Francis Street or finally commit to a ban on
container trucks on local streets when new roads are
built?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Public Transport and
concerns the Hughesdale railway station. I was there
just last week with Mr O’Donohue, and we were both
very concerned about what we saw. The first issue is
that there are no protective services officers (PSOs) on
this railway station. The coalition government pledged
to have PSOs on that station by December 2014, but a
year later there are still none there. The safety risks as a
consequence of this are obvious. The second issue is
that there is no non-slip tread on the edges of the two
platforms. Constituents have raised their concerns, and
quite reasonably so, about slipping and injuring
themselves as a result.
My question is: will the minister commit to fixing these
glaring safety issues by funding the installation of
non-slip tread on the edges of the two platforms at
Hughesdale station as a matter of urgency, and can she
confirm when PSOs will finally be deployed to the
station?
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Western Metropolitan Region
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is directed to my colleague in the
other place, the Honourable John Eren, the Minister for
Veterans, Minister for Sport and Minister for Tourism
and Major Events. As most of us are aware, we have
just recently celebrated Remembrance Day. Celebrating
a day of remembrance, however, will never be enough
to honour the sacrifice and noble service of every
Australian man and woman who has died or suffered
while protecting our country in wars and other armed
conflicts. That is why it is important that support for the
veterans community extends well beyond
Remembrance Day to such an extent that state aid to
ex-service men and women becomes a well-known fact
of life in Victoria and in my electorate. My question is
for the minister to update me on what is being done to
support the veterans community in the western suburbs
of Melbourne.

Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Education,
and it is regarding the government’s decision to remove
a portable classroom from Malmsbury Primary School
and relocate it to Brandon Park Primary School in
metropolitan Melbourne. The Malmsbury Primary
School community is understandably upset that this
will place their students at a disadvantage. The school
has an enrolment of 73 students, which has been stable
for about five years. The portable is currently used as a
performing arts and French classroom. These programs
are greatly valued by the local community, and there is
no real alternative space to deliver these programs on
the school site. The portable also houses the school’s
data cabling, and the school has been told it will have to
cover the cost of removing and installing the cabling
elsewhere. To add insult to injury, the recipient school’s
November newsletter reveals that in addition to the
portable, a new building is being built over the
Christmas break. They also state they do not want their
school to grow to become a larger school. I ask the
minister to reverse this decision and allow the
Malmsbury Primary School to keep the portable that is
vital for the delivery of quality education for the
children of Malmsbury.
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LAW REFORM, ROAD AND COMMUNITY
SAFETY COMMITTEE
Reference
Debate resumed.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — Before question
time I had the opportunity briefly to commence my
contribution to the debate on Mr Purcell’s motion. I will
not seek the house’s indulgence for too much longer,
but I was just partway through outlining some of the
Andrews government’s commitments to young drivers
and their safety on our roads. In addition to the
graduated licensing scheme, in 2014 an election
commitment — and what is shaping up to be delivered
over the course of the next 12 to 18 months — was
made to deliver a $146 million young driver safety
package. It is aimed solely at reducing road trauma
among young people, and it will cement Victoria as a
the world leader on youth road safety.
The package is made up of five initiatives, including a
road safety education complex, a practical safe driving
program, continuation of the L2P learner driver mentor
program, a reduced fee licence scheme that rewards
safe drivers, and community grants, a communication
fund and student forums.
At the moment we have a task force that is chaired by
my parliamentary colleague the Parliamentary
Secretary for Transport, Shaun Leane. It has been set up
to oversee the development of the initiatives by a group
comprising VicRoads, the Transport Accident
Commission (TAC), the Department of Education and
Training, as well as Victoria Police. They are in the
early stages of engagement with a range of industry
experts to scope the initiatives to ensure that they are
developed in line with evidence and best practice
principles.
I will quickly outline in a bit more detail what those
initiatives involve. We will have the road safety
education complex. It is extremely exciting that we are
looking at having a world-class facility that will feature
evidence-based and best practice programs to extend to
and engage young people in the community in the
prevention of road trauma, consistent with the safe
system approach. The $80 million complex will be a
global hub for road safety primarily targeted at senior
level students and beginner drivers, but it will also be a
resource and centre for experts from around the world
to congregate and discuss developments in this space.
The project’s scope will be developed during the next 6
to 12 months and the opportunities for it are endless.
The people there will be looking at driving simulators,
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computer-based programs — the latest technology,
which is probably beyond my remit of expertise. It is a
very exciting development, and I am very much
looking forward to seeing the details of that project as it
starts to firm up.
With respect to the practical safe driving program, I
happened to be with the then shadow Minister for
Roads, now the Minister for Roads and Road Safety,
before the election when Labor made this
announcement at the Driver Education Centre of
Australia in Shepparton. The response to it was
immense. It is a practical safe driver education and
training program designed predominantly for year 10
and equivalent students. It is not intended to be a
defensive driving course but will be focused on a
practical component as well as an education
component. It is one of the things that I know Mr Leane
is passionate about, and he is in the process of working
out the specifics of the curriculum. We expect to begin
delivery of that program in 2017. I know many parents,
grandparents and young people themselves are very
excited by the prospect of being able to get behind a
wheel with expert advice and education behind them
for those first steps as they enter their driving lives.
With respect to the L2P learner driver mentor program,
Labor stepped in and made an election commitment
that it would continue that program. Under the former
government it was going to lapse because it made no
commitment to continue it. L2P is integral to making
sure that every young person has access to driving time
on their Ls. It is a community care program that recruits
volunteers to provide supervised training. It is
particularly relevant for those kids whose parents may
not have a car or a drivers licence or may work shift
work and not have the time to help their kids get
120 hours of driving experience. It is a really
worthwhile project.
Some of the community feedback I have had has not
only been positive from the young people, but councils
are also looking at the program and how they might
integrate it to work as a community-based transport
option. For example, perhaps an older person who
needs to be taken to a medical appointment may be able
to link in with this program. The program would not
only benefit young people but also benefit the
community as a whole. The feedback from volunteers
is that this is one of those programs where a volunteer
signs up and they are volunteers for a long time because
it is very enjoyable. They form great relationships with
the young people in their community, and young people
get the opportunity to meet some older people in their
community and learn from them, people with whom
perhaps they would not otherwise have crossed paths.
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We have education programs, TAC ads and things like
that, not to mention the stories in the papers of crashes
and fatalities. There is a lot out there to encourage
drivers to keep safety at the front of their minds, and
our free three-year licence scheme is a financial
incentive which adds to that. This program is designed
to reward the most responsible young drivers with free
three-year licences if they complete the full four years
on their red and green Ps with no traffic offences. It is
an added incentive which aims to promote safe and
responsible driving.
The community grants, communication fund and the
student forums are basically something the TAC will be
operating and extending in its current engagement
programs. Six road safety forums will also be held in
Melbourne and regional Victoria to encourage young
people to talk directly to government — to the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety — about their views and
experiences and the challenges they may face on the
road. The forums will ensure that we have bureaucrats
and ministers who are fully aware of the perspective of
young people when they are thinking about policies that
affect young people. It is a great thing to involve more
people in that development.
Specifically, coming back to Mr Purcell’s motion, I
echo the sentiments of other speakers before me today
by saying this motion is very welcome. In relation to
lowering the probationary driving age, it is well known
that this policy position is not one that the Premier and
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety are interested
in entertaining at this point in time, but the sentiments
of the motion are very welcome. Exploring the
relationship between the probationary driving age and
high youth unemployment in regional areas is
something I am particularly interested in. Having
grown up in the country, I am very aware of the issues
around the lack of transport that may inhibit
opportunities for training and employment, but equally
not many of us country kids have escaped being
touched by road trauma. I am a little bit conflicted
when I discuss issues because I can see both sides.
Road safety has to be paramount to other matters when
we are talking about things like licensing.
I will be interested to see the outcomes of the proposed
inquiry, and I am very supportive of the government’s
amendment put by Mr Leane earlier today that
broadens the scope of Mr Purcell’s motion. While the
motion is very much focused on the probationary
driving age and how that might impact on opening up
employment, training and study opportunities for young
people in rural and regional Victoria, it is important to
note that in the event that there may not be a policy
outcome, the committee is being given wide scope to
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look at all kinds of solutions to problems, barriers and
inhibitors for kids wanting to access education, training
and employment that is not within close proximity to
their home.
I am glad we have been able to broaden the scope of the
reference. It will be a well-received inquiry. I heard
Ms Patten say earlier in the debate that as a member of
the committee she is excited to be looking at this
reference. On that note, I thank Mr Purcell for his
reference today and thank the other speakers on the
motion. It has been a very worthy debate, and I indicate
that the government is happy to support Mr Purcell’s
motion as amended.
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — I start by
thanking everyone who has contributed to the debate. It
has been a very healthy debate with many issues
covered. I will not take a long time in my summation of
this motion. The idea for the motion started over
12 months ago when we were contacted before the last
election by a number of constituents who were
concerned about rural public transport and being able to
get their 17-year-olds to work or to education or
training. From that, we undertook to do something
about it. You may have heard Dr Carling-Jenkins say
that we developed an eight-point employment plan.
One of the items in that plan was trying to do
something about the driving age.
Members who are interested in what my next motion is
likely to be should look at the Vote 1 Local Jobs
website, where they will see the eight-point jobs plan. It
is quite likely that some of those points will feature
prominently in the next motion that I put up. They
range from such things as payroll tax, government
agencies and ‘buy local’ programs to relocating
government businesses. No. 4 is lowering the driving
age to 17, particularly for apprentices and those looking
for work during daylight hours. The plan goes on to
cover better funding for TAFEs; using the money from
the grand prix to improve our road network; protecting
agricultural land, which raises the coal seam gas issue
that is topical as the report was handed down yesterday;
and then supporting working parents by doing
something with regard to child care, which ventures
more into the federal area. That is where it started, and
the issue developed from there.
When we did some research on the driving age, it
became very evident that Victoria stood out as being
different from the rest of Australia. It is the only state
where 17-year-olds cannot get a probationary licence.
As I mentioned earlier, I have friends who live on the
border with South Australia and they have friends who
are just a few kilometres over the border in South
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Australia who can get their licence — a few years ago it
was at age 16, now it is at 17. It is the same along the
Murray River where, within a few kilometres,
depending on which side of the river you reside, you
can get your licence at 17. If you are in Victoria, you
are in the only state where you will not get your licence
until you are 18 years old. This then goes to the heart of
whether we believe our 17-year-olds are any less
responsible than the 17-year-olds in any other state. We
do not believe that is the case. We believe that
17-year-olds in Victoria are just as responsible as those
in the rest of Australia.
I support the amendment that the government has put
up. It takes the proposed inquiry to the next level by
saying that even if we do not get to a stage of reducing
the driving age to 17, we will have a look at doing
something about making certain that 17-year-olds do
get to work, that they do get an opportunity to do their
training at 17 and that their education can also fall
under the same category.
My motion is not about changing the law. It is about
ensuring that before we do anything else we make
certain that we have all the data and information at hand
so that we can make a decision based on fact rather than
on guesswork. That is what this house does very well
through the committee system, and I am sure this
committee will do the work that is necessary to ensure
that this house has the information it needs to make a
decision for the state of Victoria.
The proposed inquiry will also look at the link between
youth unemployment and public transport in regional
Victoria, where public transport is limited if not
non-existent. One of the big issues, and it is always a
big issue, is the linking of two activities happening at
once. Here it is trying to delink the drinking age from
the driving age. I think most of us at period in our lives
experienced it as a time when many things were
happening, and being able to legally drink and legally
drive at the same time was an issue. I have no doubt
that it has caused many an accident in the state.
With international licensing, we do not live in a bubble.
We need to look at other aspects of licensing, certainly
throughout the Western world, to see what can be learnt
from the experience and research that has been done in
other parts of the world.
A common theme running through the debate today has
been safety. It is one we need to take on board, and I
believe the committee will take it into serious
consideration. I do not think any of us would want the
law changed if we thought it was going to affect a
single person. From my research, as I said in my
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opening remarks, it is clear that it is not age that causes
the accidents, it is experience. The work that the
committee does may highlight that even though we
have some of the best predriving training, we need to
look at it again as it could be the next area that we look
to to reduce the road toll.
That is all I need to add at the moment. I thank
everyone for their contributions. I commend the motion
to the house.
Amendment agreed to.
Amended motion agreed to.

DROUGHT ASSISTANCE
Debate resumed from 11 November; motion of
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria):
That this house —
(1) acknowledges the serious drought that is continuing to
develop in Victoria;
(2) notes that —
(a) monthly rainfall has been up to 50 per cent below
the statewide average;
(b) some regions are experiencing a second
consecutive year of extensive crop failures;
(c) comments by the Minister for Agriculture
delighting in the continued lack of rain over the
grand final eve long weekend;
and calls on the government to develop urgent assistance
packages for farmers and country communities.

Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — Whilst I had a
chance to contribute 4 or 5 minutes to this debate some
four weeks ago, I really only had a small time before
we had to finish the day’s work and move on to
statements on reports and papers, so I would like to
quickly take people back to when it was that I put this
motion on the notice paper. It was done in an
environment where we had just had the AFL Grand
Final, we had just had the most ridiculous comments
from the Minister for Agriculture and it seemed as
though she had no idea that a large part of the state have
been gripped in an ever-worsening drought.
To a large degree in the six weeks since this motion
was put on the notice paper it has done its job. Three
weeks after the notice of motion we had the very first
offerings by this government; it took three weeks to get
the Premier out into regional Victoria, but nevertheless
he got out into regional Victoria. He had a
one-and-a-half-day trip on a Sunday afternoon and a

Wednesday, 9 December 2015

Monday, and he laid out a $27 million support package
that effectively acknowledged that the government had
no answers and no idea what it wanted to do. However,
it was put in a manner that was going to let the
communities come up with the answers, and the
packages that have been put together have a very strong
resemblance to many of the packages that were put
together during the millennium drought.
There is no doubt that this is an incredibly serious issue
for many of the agricultural sectors, and it was born out
of the alarming language that was used by the minister,
who in the week leading up to the AFL Grand Final
posted on Twitter the most inappropriate comments. I
do not know whether it was hurtful or naive or whether
it was just ignorant or whatever; however, it was
appalling of her to be basking in delight at the
upcoming hot, dry weather in the week leading up to
the AFL Grand Final so that her Premier could have a
rain-free public holiday when a large portion of those
working in her industry were entering a second
consecutive year of drought and a second consecutive
year of crop failure that was putting them back into a
financial mire that is going to be very difficult for them
to get out of.
As it turned out, within the three weeks it took for the
minister and the Premier to get out to regional Victoria
they were able to come up with a few initiatives. The
main language up until that stage had simply been this
ridiculous little squabble that they were having with the
federal government as to who was going to pay for the
administration costs of setting up these concessional
loans, which have the capacity to take very serious debt
levels from farmers and offer them rates at significantly
reduced rates. That has the potential to be of real
assistance to the farming sector, and to think that they
spent so long arguing about administration costs is quite
distressing.
The language that was being used by the minister and
government members led me, along with some of my
colleagues, to get active in this space and to make sure
that this government is aware of what is actually going
on out there at the moment. We wish to ensure that the
Minister for Agriculture gets connected and stays
connected with her sector. This is the thing that people
going through drought — people going through any
hardship — want: they want their leaders to be engaged
and connected.
Up until that stage we had a total disconnect. We had
not even a mutter from this government in relation to
anything to do with drought assistance or drought
packages. The minister got to her feet today to reinforce
some of the initiatives that came out of the $27 million
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that was announced some three weeks ago, on 15 and
16 November. I would like the minister, if she comes
into the chamber again, to clarify what it was that she
said today, because it sounded as though she was
putting in place a range of initiatives that were going to
enable recipients to spend $10 million of the
$27 million. I do not know whether she was cocooning
$17 million for another area or whether her comments
just did not come across in the way they were meant to.
It certainly sounded as though she was only putting
forward $10 million of this package at the moment.
I suppose when you drill down into it, a Minister for
Agriculture who is truly representative of her portfolio
would be feeling every dry day that Mother Nature
throws up and would be feeling every little bit of pain
when she sees the yields that are coming in now
because farmers have started stripping their crops
months earlier than normal. We have seen many
farmers turn their crops into hay for a return of
approximately half, or perhaps a third, of what they
would otherwise receive. You would have thought a
minister who was truly engaged with her sector would
have been riding every rise and fall with her people.
However, that was simply, very obviously, just not the
case.
We understand that it was incredibly hurtful to so many
of these people that the minister who is supposedly
supporting their industry seemed happy that they were
going through this problem. I have no doubt that the
minister had not one skerrick of nastiness at all and was
not revelling in anyone’s misfortune — that is not the
insinuation at all. It was just a total disconnect that
would lead a minister to go down this path.
The other aspect of it was the total lack of
understanding that 2014 was such a sporadic year, and
while we were not hit with a statewide drought I cannot
ever recall in my time having a season like 2014 where
farmers around the Mallee had a reasonable year but
coming down into the Wimmera it was terrible. There
were horrible yields for the cereal crops. If you went
across towards the mid-west of the state it was horrible,
with just terrible results. If you went across towards the
middle and then around towards the east, some of those
farms had some of the best crops that they have ever
had, so there was an amazing concoction of different
results and different yields in different areas that in a
sense masked some of the hardship and financial ruin
that beset many of the farmers in those areas that
missed out for two years in a row. That is something
that we need to be very aware of. Because it was not a
millennium drought in a statewide area, that does not
mean that those who got hit were not in a really bad
way.
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Looking at the situation — and unfortunately we had
more than ample opportunity to look at how
communities react in serious and prolonged drought
throughout what is now being called the millennium
drought — we understand that there are many
thousands of farmers who have been hit with this
drought, but only a few are going to put their hands up.
We need governments that are truly engaged that will
be able to connect with these people. The state needs
personnel who are on the go now. The state needs
people who are touching base with small country
communities and personnel with the skills to engage
with people who are going through hardship, because
many of these people will simply fob them off and say,
‘Yes, I’m going okay’, when that is clearly not the case.
We know that most farmers will put up a barrier
because they do not want to be seen as some sort of
failure in their profession. Those of us on the outside
might have a very strong view that we understand that
it has got nothing to do with your ability as a farmer
when you are experiencing a year or two years of
drought conditions; however, those who are
experiencing it certainly do have that sense of failure
that they feel is associated with them, and many of
them are not prepared to put up their hand for assistance
unless it is offered in a very professional manner.
There are a whole range of assistance packages that we
could be looking at. It is not as though the government
has to rewrite the book on this, as many of these
opportunities were offered throughout the drought in
the early part of the century. We simply have to go
back and look at some of those provisions to see
whether we can reignite some of those options. When it
comes to school costs, we had a situation where
principals were given discretionary funds, which they
were able to use to assist struggling parents with school
trips, excursions, uniforms and books so that the kids
coming from those households were not overly
disadvantaged. There were rebates on shire rates for
those who were forced into financial difficulties, and
that gave them the opportunity, if they happened to be
located in an exceptional circumstances area, to apply
for a range of rebates associated with shire rates. There
was a whole range of other assistance as well.
The minister mentioned today that some money has
been made available for community events, and they
are very important. Certainly once the previous drought
took hold in a prolonged way community events were
seen to be a fantastic way of bringing those
communities together and helping everybody to realise
that they were in it together. The minister also
mentioned the stock containment areas today, but there
has been no mention of them in previous weeks. Some
mention was made of $2000 grants to enable farmers to

DROUGHT ASSISTANCE
5468

COUNCIL

create some stock containment areas to minimise the
areas in which stock can roam, but at this moment I am
led to believe that there really is not any grant available
for assistance in relation to stockfeed or water.
When it comes to water, one of the most pressing costs
that a farmer faces and one of the more worrying
accounts that come across a farmer’s desk every year is
the cost of water for his stock. During the previous
drought there were fixed rates for the cost of water, and
that is also something that the minister could engage
with and look at putting provisions in place for. There
are a whole range of things that can be done. The most
important thing is that it seems now we have a
government that at least seems to be listening. We now
have a government that has put some money on the
table. We now have a government that is prepared to
use the word ‘drought’ and that seems to understand
that many of our people — —
Mr Barber — Are you prepared to use the words
‘climate change’?
Mr DRUM — Absolutely. Why would you say
something like that?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Through
the Chair!
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you need’, is not really what I would call being
engaged. What we really need is a government and a
minister that are living in this space each and every day
and truly understanding what it is that each of these
sectors and regions needs.
As I said, these regions, industries and different parts of
the agricultural sector are all going to have different
needs. It is the government’s role to come up with the
policies that each of the sectors needs so that we can
help each region and sector. What we have seen to date
can be very clearly categorised as being way too little
way too late.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
Greens are pleased to support this motion relating to
drought conditions in regional Victoria, acknowledging
the serious drought that is continuing to develop in
Victoria and calling on the government to develop
urgent assistance packages for farmers and country
communities.
Leaving aside the issue of an ill-considered tweet by the
Minister for Agriculture, on which Mr Drum spent
some time, what we have in front of us is a very serious
problem requiring some very serious consideration by
the house. I think it is appropriate that the house spend
some time laying out the sorts of measures and
considerations that we think government should be
taking, because it will certainly not be the last time we
are called upon to address the consequences of drought
and in particular drought that has been introduced and
enhanced by global warming.

Mr DRUM — It is fine that the government is now
starting to roll out some initiatives. It has been
disappointing that it has needed to be kicked along in
this way before being proactive with any of these
initiatives. What the government needs to do now is to
look at the major costs associated with the agricultural
sector and at all the different costs and needs within the
different sectors of the agricultural industry. As I am
sure those associated with the agricultural sector will
realise, there are many different sectors within the
agricultural industry, and each of those sectors is going
to require different types of assistance. At least now we
have a government that seems to be in the space.
Hopefully it can now become truly engaged with the
VFF and its counselling services to work out how it is
going to assist with these support packages.

Some of us have been here a little longer and know the
many issues and challenges that were brought before
the Parliament as a result of that long dry spell. Like
me, Mr Drum would remember many debates about the
proposed north–south pipeline, such as how it was to be
built and where the water was to come from. There was
the response to the bushfires royal commission that has
seen many pieces of legislation go through this
Parliament and so on and so forth right throughout that
time when climate-related issues seemed to occupy an
extraordinary amount of Parliament’s attention.

I will conclude with those comments. The fact is that all
along what we have needed is a government that would
engage with these communities, and at the moment it
seems to be making the right noises. Certainly for the
first six to eight weeks, when the alarm bells were
really ringing, there was absolutely nothing from this
government. For the Premier to make a
one-and-a-half-day trip to western Victoria and say,
‘We’re going to put a bucket of money on the table, and
we’ll leave it up to you to decide what sort of assistance

Here we are again, with looming El Niño conditions
and their impact being felt on both sides of the Pacific
Ocean. Scientific and meteorological experts on both
sides of the Pacific Ocean are watching for its next
move very carefully. It would be a brave person who
would predict that this will be a problem that will just
disappear next year and that we will return to some sort
of historical norm. The types of measures that therefore
need to be put in place relate not just to an immediate
crisis or to a drought of indeterminate length but to the
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highly predictable impacts of global warming as they
bring these sorts of conditions upon us more and more
frequently and with greater and greater severity.
It is true that the Andrews government has announced a
number of measures in the intervening time since the
last Parliament debated this motion. On 15 November it
announced a whole package of measures more in the
realm of social support, such as mental health, first aid
training, the state school relief program for
out-of-pocket costs associated with keeping kids at
school, kindergarten participation funds and camp,
sports and excursion funds to ensure that, along with all
the stresses put upon families by these conditions, kids
do not feel like they are missing out on the activities
that their fellow students are getting to do.
Along with that there were a number of measures
around financial counselling and farm planning. Both
the drought extension program and the rural financial
counsellors program should be very useful assets for
those farmers who have to not only deal with what is
happening right now in this season but also start to plan
for the next and the next and the next. With that there
are a whole series of questions around their financial
reserves — how much to invest; what loans do they
need to make — because as the climate becomes more
variable, less predictable and less friendly than it has
been since our various rural industries were established,
there is no doubt that greater resilience and financial
buffers are going to be required.
As the need for greater buffers and working capital
grows, there is an associated financing cost. That
eventually starts to impact on underlying asset prices,
the biggest asset being the value of the land itself.
When those land values start to change you can get
caught in a cleft stick between falling asset prices and
the rising costs of finance that is secured over those
assets. If that goes on for a few years, you start to see
some quite dramatic changes to patterns of land use.
The announcement of that package got us so far; it got
us through the beginning of what will inevitably turn
into a crisis. The Victorian Farmers Federation seems to
have welcomed it; I have met with its staff and
discussed these issues with them. As an initial response
I think it is a good start by the Minister for Agriculture,
the Minister for Water and the Premier.
There are also some funds to employ drought-affected
farmers and farm workers on environment projects.
There is always a great need for more funds for
environmental projects, to protect the productive areas
of our land and also to protect the biodiversity that is
intermingled with all those farms and communities. In
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fact it has been a very successful exercise over the years
to employ farmers in this way. It keeps them doing the
thing they love doing, which is being outdoors and
working to produce something that is quite tangible.
Often it means they will be working with their friends
in the community to do something for the community.
For that matter, Landcare groups, football clubs and
other local groups that bring people together can be
really valuable in these communities, so that people do
not find themselves isolated, depressed or stuck at
home with an uncertain future. I have seen for myself
the way these social networks operate to keep people in
good spirits and with a sense of connectedness to their
friends, who may very well be going through the same
things. They are an enormously valuable resource.
When it comes to what is traditionally thought of as
drought assistance we are in a state of flux. The federal
policies on drought assistance, which were reviewed by
the Productivity Commission some years ago, have
more or less been scrapped. There were arguments put
forward that they did not operate ideally. Of course if
someone is facing a future of long-term unviability,
then drought assistance that keeps them in that unviable
situation is not really a social good or necessarily good
for those people. On that basis the old system of
drought assistance was scrapped. Unfortunately it is not
really clear what the new system consists of. There
have been some ad hoc responses. The Victorian
government has gone through the steps to get the
necessary declarations in place. I think that was
happening either side of the election last year, and
certainly it has been happening this year. Whether that
then leads to the sort of assistance communities believe
is necessary is another matter.
We have to address the question of what measures are
necessary when drought as traditionally thought of —
natural variability but sometimes severe variability —
starts to turn into something different, something more
resembling the long-term trends we expect to see in
Victoria associated with global warming and climate
change. Then I think the flavour of Mr Drum’s motion
starts to change a little bit. We are talking not so much
about drought assistance but about climate change
adaptation, which can be a very different thing.
Members who want to contribute to this debate could
draw on the resource of the previous government’s
Victorian Climate Change Adaptation Plan. It was a
pretty good effort to get such a document out when the
dominant ideology of that government seemed to be
that global warming did not exist, but that if it did exist
it was not going to do anything about it, and nor should
the federal government. Various topics are covered in
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that document, which as far as I understand is still the
working draft of the climate change adaptation plan
required under Victorian law. A number of these issues
go directly to some of the challenges Mr Drum has
highlighted for us: managing risks to public assets and
services, managing risks to natural assets and natural
resource-based industries, building disaster resilience
and integrated emergency management, improving
access to research and information for decision-making,
supporting private sector adaptation and strengthening
partnerships with local government and communities.
I have raised in this chamber on a number of occasions
the fact that we are moving into a period of much less
favourable climate conditions. It would have to be on
top of the government’s to-do list to develop
comprehensive responses for this summer and all the
seasons ahead. I do not intend to go through this
document comprehensively, but in it we can see a
number of the sorts of measures we are talking about.
There is a case study about reaping the rewards of
climate adaptation in relation to the Birchip Cropping
Group, which some people seem to think is some sort
of greenie plot. Actually it is just a group of farmers
who are looking to the future and working with CSIRO
on forecasting yields; managing climate, soil and water
risk; making informed decisions about fertiliser and
irrigation; and matching inputs with the yield potential
of their crop. It is a software-based system using both
historical climate data and also projections of the
possible effects of climate change.
The first group of farmers to have been hit hard by this
El Niño and global warming induced drought has been
the cropping farmers, who have had to sow seeds and
hope to get a healthy crop up, even producing grain,
right when we have been hit hardest by the short, sharp,
intense heatwave that I think initially led Mr Drum to
frame and put forward his motion.
If we look at the isohyets — the rainfall bands —
across a map of Victoria, what is interesting is how
close together those lines are. It means that when there
is a shift in rainfall averages, the area in which a certain
crop or cropping system might be viable moves south
very quickly. Once upon a time the Wimmera and the
Mallee were seen as the home of cropping, but now you
can drive down the Princes Highway and see them
growing canola on the back of the Otways. There are
great fields of yellow up there. The first time I saw it I
thought, ‘Gee, they’ve got a bit of a capeweed
problem’, because this was traditionally a dairy farming
area where capeweed was a pasture weed. But in fact it
has now turned into a viable area for grain growing, and
that is due to the changing seasons and the movement
of cropping systems all the way from the north of the
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state down to the very south. Of course it was spud
country as well. To see crops growing there is really
quite a sight.
Further on in this document we can look at some of the
things the Goulburn Broken Catchment Management
Authority has brought in. The entire catchment strategy
for the 2012–18 period takes an approach that identifies
the risk that climate change poses to various social and
ecological systems and then sets out the actions and
priorities it has identified. Let us hope that the funding
has been made available to deliver on those priorities
for Goulburn Broken and all the other catchment
management authorities.
Of course this is not simply about drought and dryness.
For these communities, and even our urban
communities, heatwave is going to be a major issue to
deal with. I shuddered last week when I saw the
weather conditions in Adelaide. There were three
stinking hot days interspersed with two warm nights.
Based on past experience here in Australia, we know
those are the conditions when a large number of
vulnerable people will start to die because of the
inability to get relief from the heat when there are hot
days followed by hot nights. We know from the
experience of the heatwave that preceded the Black
Saturday tragedy here in Victoria that those exact
conditions caused more premature deaths than the
Black Saturday fires themselves. In fact we have had a
parliamentary inquiry into that very issue.
Let us hope that the necessary measures are in place to
protect vulnerable people, who are often old or isolated
or have low incomes and live in poor quality housing
stock. There are people whose finances are so tight that
they cannot even afford to run air conditioners. We
know of examples of people going around to each
other’s houses and sitting in the one house with an air
conditioner going because they could not afford to run
them individually, or even examples of people going to
libraries or sitting around in shopping malls to get some
relief from the heat. There should be proper systems in
place in Victoria to organise all of that, as there now are
in European countries, which also experience some
severe global warming driven heatwaves.
In the section of the report that talks about supporting
private sector adaptation it discusses building standards,
design and so forth in relation to surviving bushfires
and even the question of how we facilitate insurance
markets. Here in Victoria we still put a tax on
insurance, which leads to underinsurance, particularly
of small businesses. Then at the end of every one of
these natural disasters, be they fire, flood, heat or
anything else, we find that people are underinsured and
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funds have to be made available to get them back on
their feet. Tax reform to actually get taxes off insurance
would be one of the things that could meet the aims of
this report. There is a whole section in the report on
heatwaves, as I mentioned, and also on water
allocations.

in terms of representing the people and their interests in
this, holding the government to account and of course
understanding, when legislation to respond to the many
issues that I have outlined comes before the house, that
that is adequate legislation and that it is an adequate
response.

Moving on to the issue of irrigation farming, at the
moment, at least in the Goulburn area, the water
allocations have been, I think, somewhere around 75 to
80 per cent. We know from past droughts that even
when allocations fell dramatically, production did not
fall in the same way, which is to say farmers found
more ways to be efficient with their water. But are any
of those further efficiencies still to be had, or have we
got most of those? Make no mistake: the scenario if we
keep on heating the earth past 1 degree, 2 degrees or
3 degrees is the eventual destruction of the
Murray-Darling Basin, which will experience in turn a
higher rate of warming than those global averages.

While this motion simply calls on the government to
take action, it is actually a very good use of the house’s
time to debate these matters, and I have been glad to
take a small amount of time in contributing to the
debate.

Global averages is exactly what we are discussing in
Paris right now. The science is very clear; in fact it is
almost chilling that we are able to predict with such
certainty the likely impacts of various concentrations of
CO2 and that world leaders can sit around and say,
‘What do you reckon, guys? Do we want to heat the
earth 1.5 degrees, 2.5 degrees? Take your pick, because
whichever number you choose we’ll dial back and get
you the amount of polluting you can do’. The answer in
all cases is not much. There is not much more polluting
that we can afford to do if we are to stabilise the earth’s
temperature, let alone try to mitigate some of these
impacts. It may be reasonably easy to model the impact
of CO2 concentrations on average global warming, but
to then know the effects that that will have on each and
every country, on each ecosystem, on each industry and
on each community is much more difficult and much
more uncertain. It really makes the price of taking
action to reduce emissions quite small compared to
some of the costs that we are facing associated with
those risks.
There are questions of the infrastructure itself, be it in
the area of transport, energy, water or the built
environment. It will not be long before Mr Drum comes
in here talking about the poor quality of the V/Line
services, because with the heat we can expect there will
be cancellations, delays and new, slow timetables
brought in. All of that infrastructure needs to be made
much more resilient to the new and much less friendly
climate that we can expect in coming years.
This is a very timely motion by Mr Drum. It is
important that members of the house turn their minds to
all these issues. We have an important role to play here

Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I am pleased
to make a contribution to the debate on this motion
given that I think I am the only practising farmer in this
chamber and perhaps the only practising farmer in the
Parliament. I stand to be corrected on that. Given that
history, I have seen many droughts, perhaps the worst
being the 1982–83 drought. For those who can
remember that far back, the Ash Wednesday fires
started in January 1983 about 10 kilometres from the
property I now own at Deans Marsh and wound their
way down to Lorne and along the coast.
I have very vivid memories of not only droughts but
fires and have suffered through them all as the manager
of a farming property over the last 30 years, so I can
relate to what farmers face, specifically in the north but
even on my own property, where we are now carting
water and having to sell stock because we do not have
enough grass. We are also buying in hay because we do
not have enough moisture to stimulate pasture growth
for the cattle. Even in the south people are finding it
tough going to hold onto stock, and I guess we are
lucky that our commodity prices are at a level where
people are still able to sell and make reasonable profits
through the stock markets, even in the grain growing
areas where, although the grain is not worth harvesting,
the cereals are of a quality to make hay. Despite a drop
in price per tonnage of around $150 to $180 a tonne,
farmers are still able to sell their cereal grains, not as
grain but as hay fodder, for a reasonable price. We are
lucky in that respect.
Countering that is the cost of feeding livestock and
carting water. They are the two issues I want to refer to.
I congratulate Mr Drum while he is in the chamber
because I firmly believe his motion was the catalyst for
the government having a better understanding of what
is happening out there in regional Victoria. I remember
tweeting the Minister for Agriculture, Ms Pulford —
and I am glad to see she is in the chamber — on
2 October when she tweeted a brief description of the
wonders of the Dunkeld pub and the beautiful steak she
was enjoying at the time. I said to her in a retweet, ‘The
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most important thing for farmers right at this moment is
moisture. We need rain now or we will all be stuffed’. I
would like to think those comments might have made
Ms Pulford somewhat more aware of what was
happening out there in regional Victoria in relation to
drought-like conditions.
The Bureau of Meteorology has a map which shows a
very deep red area which is an indication of the worst
rainfall records ever. It covers an area from almost the
South Australian border, running from the north of
Victoria through to central Victoria and down to the
south. There is a small very deep red band that shows
we have among the most deficient rainfall levels ever
recorded in that particular area. It can be seen that the
drought is severe and having a significant impact, and I
remind the chamber that we are only in the second
week of December. Traditionally we have to get
through the months of February, March and April
before we get any substantial autumn rain. This is just
the start of what I see as being a real challenge for our
agribusiness industry over the next few months.
Having said all that, though, and being somewhat
critical of what is the slowness of the Andrews
government to respond to pleas for help and
assistance from the farming community, I
congratulate Minister Pulford for the work she has
done, along with the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water, in providing a number of
assistance packages to farmers who are facing severe
hardship in the north. I briefly want to identify a few.
Government, through its statutory authority water
boards, has responded in relation to providing some
water connections so that farmers can access water
for stock. Stage 1 of the South West Loddon rural
water supply project has been fast-tracked. There is
about 40 kilometres of pipe in that project that has
been fast-tracked to have water available for farmers
to access. GWMWater has received $1.1 million to
connect three small areas around the water authority
region to the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline.
There is a call for 14 standpipes — and again I am glad
to see Ms Pulford in the chamber at the moment, and I
hope she is taking notes — which will require
government support. The Northern Grampians have
been calling for water cartage subsidies. As I said, I
know about the cost of water because I am carting it
myself at the moment. Carting a 3000-gallon, or
12 000-litre, tank just for a minimal distance is chewing
up about $800 every third day. That is $2500 a week
for a very small herd of cattle, so I can imagine what
the cost must be for larger herds in the north, where
water has to be carted larger distances.
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I know the Victorian Farmers Federation (VFF) is
calling for some relief in shire rates. That has worked
very well in the past. The coalition provided shire rate
relief, and I am hopeful that through the monitoring
process that is going on at the moment the government
will see fit to support the VFF’s calls for farm rate relief
through a subsidy. I am pleased to see that the
government has seen fit to provide kindergarten and
school subsidies for students — $125 for primary
students and $250 for secondary students. That is a very
good assistance package for those families who have
children at school.
I am also pleased to see social support for the
10 declared areas. That was very effective in previous
droughts when we provided a similar type of assistance.
I am equally pleased to see the mental health forums. I
remember that at Warracknabeal we asked Jeff
Kennett, who was then and is still the chair of
beyondblue, to come and talk to those farmers and their
families affected by the drought.
Suicides were going up at that time, and we were
particularly concerned about the mental health of many
of those families who were farming up in the areas that
were very water deficient. The halls were packed
everywhere that Jeff Kennett went. Those who assisted
in the workshops and social activities — it was not all
about workshopping but provided some entertainment
relief to families as well — were well supported by
their communities. I encourage Ms Pulford to provide
some light relief to the families, particularly as we head
into February and March, when I think the conditions
will be even more challenging. Apart from the
workshops I encourage her to provide some social relief
as well as social support. All of those packages are
good.
Stock containment is another area where nationally we
looked at trying to provide some predrought assistance.
Mr Barber is in the chamber, and that is good because I
remember that when I was with the VFF we spent a lot
of time in Canberra trying to encourage the federal
government to put in a drought-ready plan where
farmers could prepare for drought with a whole lot of
programs, whether it was environmental stewardship,
water conservation, fodder conservation or looking at
grasses that were more hardy or drought-tolerant.
Sadly the industry slipped back to the old ways of not
wanting to lose the interest subsidies that were attached
to their outstanding loans — and possibly forward
loans — through the drought period. I know the dairy
industry was very reluctant to give way to the interest
subsidies. But time has moved on, and now I see that
the assistance package does not include interest
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subsidies as such on loans — certainly concessional
interest rates, but not full interest subsidies — and I
think that is a good thing, because what we found was
that those who had those subsidies long term were
never going to be viable in the future. With the
introduction of the rural counselling services, which
provide financial advice to many of the farmers who are
marginal and reliant on drought assistance interest
subsidies, they have finally seen fit to exit the industry
and new blood has come in with a different way of
managing risk, and that is a good thing for the industry.
As Mr Barber said, having the catchment management
authorities providing work for farmers who are
suffering financial hardship through the drought is an
excellent idea. It has worked well in the past, and I am
pleased to see the government take on board the success
of that program. Hopefully it will provide some
additional money through the catchment management
authorities to allow for those additional workers.
The additional $270 000 for the Rural Financial
Counselling Service has been well received by the
farming community because it plays an important role
particularly where there is financial hardship in the
industry. It has been in place for a long time now. It is
continually reviewed on its impact in providing
financial advice that would not be able to be obtained
commercially by farmers in a tight financial position,
where bankers are perhaps not providing the sort of
assistance you would expect from bankers. I have been
through that process. When cash flow is tight and the
drought looks like it is never ending, the banks are not
always your best friend, so it is nice to have a third
party that can provide some advice without the
pressures of the banking institutions wanting you either
to sell up or to reorganise your farm to a point where
you feel the only way out is to exit. That is not always a
good strategy. Sometimes it is, but not always.
There is not much more that can be said at this time. I
am reluctant to go into climate change, as Mr Barber
has done, because it invariably ends in tears, but I am
pleased to see that the government has provided a
package to our farmers particularly in the north that is
very similar to past packages. I have identified areas
that the government could perhaps look at in
addition — that is, some sort of assistance for water
access, water cartage and shire rates relief. Many
farmers are facing bills of $60 000 to $70 000, which
takes up about 10 per cent of their total operating
budget. Ten years ago they would have been lucky for
it to be 1 per cent or 2 per cent, but now it is a
significant part of the costs, and to provide the sort of
rates relief that the coalition did in the past in drought
was a huge bonus for them, and I suspect the VFF sees
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that as a priority for the government to commit to as the
drought goes on.
I am interested to know from Ms Pulford — and she
might like to provide the information — who sits on the
Victorian Agricultural Advisory Committee. I suppose
I could look it up on the website that she indicated this
morning. I hope it is a cross-representation of industry,
departments, stakeholders and financial institutions, as
it has been in the past, where you get a good mix of all
those involved in the industry providing advice to the
minister on current and future climatic conditions,
which will have an impact on farming businesses.
In summary, I congratulate Mr Drum for bringing
forward the drought assistance motion. It has stimulated
the government to take action and provide some
financial packages. My hope is that we do not have the
argy-bargy with the federal government in relation to
declared areas for the concessional loans through the
Rural Finance Corporation. I thought we had sold it; it
must be still there in name, but perhaps not in building.
Perhaps now the Bendigo Bank owns it. I hope the
government continues to monitor and provide
additional packages as required and as requested by the
industry. February and March will be very challenging
for Victorian farmers not only in the north but right
across Victoria. Yields are down, water supply is down,
fodder is down and it looks as if there will be a
significant fire period ahead. I thank the house for the
opportunity to contribute to the motion this afternoon.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I was
furiously looking up the latest composition of the
Victorian Agricultural Advisory Committee so I could
answer Mr Ramsay’s question. There is a small piece in
the Weekly Times today which names the new members
of the committee. It was established in part as a
response to the new national drought policy framework,
which Mr Ramsay spoke about in his contribution. It
was due to finish, and we made the decision that it is an
incredibly valuable committee and advisory group for
the government. It is no longer a short-term committee;
it is now a permanent advisory committee to the
Victorian government. Mike Taylor, who has been the
chair of the committee, is continuing as chair, and Alex
Gartmann, Sue Brumby and Peter Tuohey are the
continuing members of the committee. They are joined
by four new members of the committee, who will make
a fabulous contribution.
I had the opportunity to meet with the committee last
week. It provides fabulous holistic advice that very
much complements the advice I receive from the
department but also takes into account the social and
emotional conditions on the ground in communities that
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are affected by drought. I congratulate the members of
the committee on their appointment or reappointment
and very much look forward to receiving their advice as
we move through what will be a very difficult period.
I would like to take the opportunity today to provide a
little further information to members about the types of
support the Victorian government is providing to
communities that are affected by drought. Firstly, I
would indicate to members that there are
10 municipalities the government is providing this
support to at the moment: Northern Grampians, West
Wimmera, Hindmarsh, Buloke, Yarriambiack,
Horsham, Central Goldfields, Loddon, Pyrenees and
Gannawarra. As members will appreciate, this is a
group of local council areas in the north-west and
north-central parts of the state. This is where the impact
of drought is most severe; however, this is not a fixed
and firm list. This is a list of a group of communities
and councils representing a point in time. We are
monitoring conditions very closely, and conditions are
changing quickly.
Our initial response to drought, which was announced
as part of a visit to a number of these communities by
me, by the Minister for Environment, Climate Change
and Water, Ms Neville and by the Premier on 15 and
16 November, represents the government’s first
response and an escalation from a stage 1 response to a
stage 2 response. I would encourage members to
familiarise themselves with the national drought policy
reforms that have occurred. Again Mr Ramsay spoke in
some detail and from a position of considerable
firsthand experience about the discussions that occurred
over a number of years preceding my time in this role.
The Victorian government adopted the national drought
policy framework in mid-2014. This has presented
some challenges in terms of the way the community
understands how we respond to drought and what the
triggers are. People are still waiting for a declaration as
such, but that is among things that ceased to be as a
result of that policy change. In essence a stage 1
response is close watching and monitoring, stage 2 is an
escalation in support and stage 3 is obviously a greater
level of support and a further escalation in response to
conditions, and there are a number of triggers for
stepping from one stage to the next, which is what the
initial drought response represents.
I thank members for their comments about the
government’s initial response, and I will briefly recap
and provide some further advice about eligibility for
each of the initiatives. This information is on the
department’s website, and I would encourage members
to share this far and wide, particularly those who
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represent communities affected or who represent the
many communities in the areas that are experiencing
uncertainty around dry conditions — not as acutely as
in the north-west and north-central parts of the state, but
it is certainly very dry compared to an average year
nonetheless.
With respect to the stock containment areas initiative,
those eligible are farmers with demonstrated ownership
of property in the Wimmera, Mallee, North Central and
Goulburn Broken catchment management authority
(CMA) regions. There have been 60 expressions of
interest to date, and the property assessments are
commencing today. The CMA drought employment
program will be rolled out in the Wimmera, Mallee,
North Central and Goulburn Broken CMA regions. The
Rural Financial Counselling Service has been provided
with a boost. This is something we fund in partnership
with the commonwealth government. We will continue
to monitor very closely the pressure that service is
under. At the moment the trigger point for additional
resources is measured not by the number of people or
where they are but by how long people need to wait if
they are seeking assistance. Members will not be in any
way surprised to learn that there is a high demand for
that service. The additional rural financial counsellors
who will be available as a result of the funding boost
will, therefore, be very busy from the first moment, I
am sure.
Drought extension services offered by the department
are continuing. There have been a great many
information sessions hosted where farmers affected by
drought are able to access information and departmental
expertise to help inform decisions they need to make
around their own businesses. I fear that I may have lost
count of the number of these, but it is certainly well
above 20. They are occurring in affected communities,
and again I would encourage members to make
themselves familiar with the program as it continues to
be rolled out. The National Centre for Farmer Health,
of course, does a particularly fabulous job in supporting
the health of farmers across Victoria. We were very
pleased to provide funding to restore the centre to its
full and former glory in our first budget. Whilst funding
for the centre was in the budget rather than in the initial
drought response package, the way the centre works
and operates is that its efforts can be directed to
particular areas of acute need, and I am sure everybody
would support the idea that its particular focus at the
moment be around the communities that are most in
stress. The centre plays a great role in promoting mental
and physical health messages for farmers.
Applications can be made for the back-to-school
aspects of the package. In relation to support for
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kindergarten participation in drought-affected
communities, I have been surprised by just how
important this has been and also the community
response to it. I was at a meeting in Wedderburn with
the Victorian Farmers Federation — there were many
of the federation’s members, 70 or 80 people, in the
room — as we were preparing our initial response. This
was certainly not the only meeting of its kind that I
attended, but it was a really important opportunity for
me to hear firsthand from people about what they
thought would be the most useful interventions from
government, particularly in the early stage response.
Again, we are talking about farmers who have
experienced extraordinary transition and who are
visited by people from around the world to see the
extraordinary yields that they get relative to rainfall,
particularly in the north-west of the state. What many
people said to me was that our effort needs to be around
supporting their communities as much as it is about
supporting them directly, and support for kindergartens
was a recurring theme in the discussions.
I was more than delighted when the Minister for
Families and Children, Jenny Mikakos, announced
yesterday some additional assistance for kindergartens
with very low enrolments. This was in direct response
to conversations that the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water, Lisa Neville, and I have
been having in drought-affected communities and
conversations we have been having with
Minister Mikakos around the fundraising requirement
for very small cohorts of kindergarten children, their
families and their communities. This is a very welcome
addition indeed, because of course investing in young
people in these communities is one of the most
important things that we can do.
In regard to the Camps, Sports and Excursions Fund in
the 10 local government areas that I mentioned at the
beginning of my contribution, the existing eligibility for
access to the funding is being extended to
drought-impacted families — so, not requiring the
means-tested concession card, which is the usual
eligibility — to ensure that young people in these
communities are able to fully participate in school life.
Small business workshops are being held, and there is
some funding support available to the 10 affected local
councils for the provision of that very important service
that pulls all of these bits and pieces together and
provides a bit of a one-stop shop for people to access
the information that they need. It is really important that
we all work together to ensure that people have access
to the information they need, and right now access to
the kind of support that enables good business
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decision-making and support for communities has been
the focus of our efforts. But, as I indicated, this is an
initial response to a set of conditions that are changing
all the time.
Part of the $27 million was a $10 million drought
support fund that is yet to be allocated, but we are
having discussions, and last week I had discussions
with the Victorian Agricultural Advisory Committee
and had a number of other conversations with affected
communities about what is the best use of this resource.
Many and varied suggestions have been made, which I
am happy to share. I know Mr Ramsay offered a few
suggestions as well. People have talked about the need
for recreational water to, for example, keep the footy
oval playing surfaces in the kind of condition that will
enable that important community activity to continue.
People have talked to me about the need for access to
occasional child care so they can participate in off-farm
work to generate additional income. We will continue
those discussions with communities about what is the
best use of those funds.
Of course in the many discussions that the Premier, the
water minister and I have had with people, there has
been talk around notions of municipal rate subsidies
and additional CMA employment programs.
Fortunately and unfortunately, I suppose, we have at
hand a lot of knowledge about what works and a lot of
experience about what is effective. There are so many
good ideas. We will continue to assess these conditions,
monitor them closely and support these communities as
required as we go forward.
I would like just to add a couple of comments about the
conversations that we have with the federal government
around these issues as well and advise the house that
the national drought response framework policy that
was agreed between the commonwealth and the states
in the lead-up to and during 2014 clearly delineates
what is federal government responsibility, what is state
government responsibility and areas of shared
responsibility. It is an important framework. The
federal government is providing the farm household
allowance. It has made available concessional loans
which, through us, Rural Finance is administering, and
additional support to a rural financial counselling
service. We have had some good discussions with the
commonwealth about our needs, and I certainly look
forward to continued dialogue with the commonwealth
about this.
I appreciate that the situation that New South Wales
and Queensland farmers have experienced is different
from that being experienced by Victorian farmers and
indeed those in South Australia now, but I would very
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much welcome the federal government’s interest and
investment in making available some of the kinds of
initiatives that it has been able to provide to New South
Wales and Queensland to Victoria. That is a
conversation we will continue to have with the federal
government, but there has been significant assistance
through drought employment program funding for
other states.
I welcome the opportunity to provide the house with an
update. I encourage members to continue to watch
closely and to provide support to these communities in
whatever way they can. I will respond quickly to
Mr Ramsay’s request that we also give some thought to
events funding. I indicate by way of response that as
part of the package some small grants have been
provided for events funding to the three most
profoundly affected municipalities.
We were also able, through the Regional Jobs and
Infrastructure Fund, to fast-track a number of projects
in Buloke, Loddon Mallee and Yarriambiack that were
announced over the course of the few days that I was in
the region with the Premier and the water minister. I
indicate to the house that there were a number of
project grants totalling $1 million, including the Foletti
Park upgrade; for Donald, the Donald archives
museum; the Buloke major towns central business
precinct master plan; and a really important project,
which may be of interest to members, for advancing
intensive agricultural opportunities in the Loddon
Mallee region.
We have had a lot of interest from the community this
year about intensive agriculture, its impact on
communities and the pressure that community
campaigns can put on our growing agricultural
industries. The councils of Buloke, Loddon,
Gannawarra, Central Goldfields, Campaspe and Greater
Bendigo are working together to facilitate the
identification of areas that would be suitable for broiler
sheds and other intensive agricultural industries. That
project is now on in earnest. There is community events
funding for each of Buloke, Loddon and Yarriambiack.
There is a lovely $400 000 project at Bridgewater, to
which the government is contributing $300 000. It will
facilitate a lovely link between the main street in
Bridgewater and the Loddon River. In Yarriambiack
there is a project to upgrade a number of the shire’s
walking tracks, streetscapes and a traveller’s rest in
Minyip — —
Ms Crozier — On a point of order, Acting
President, I am just referring the minister to the motion
that has been put to the house by Mr Drum about
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drought conditions. I am just wondering what the
minister’s contribution has to do with the very pertinent
points that Mr Drum has made. I wonder if you would
draw her back to the motion.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! It is not a point of order, but I was a little bit
confused myself. I am not sure if this is a regional
development statement or — —
Ms PULFORD — On the point of order, Acting
President, it is integrally related to the topic and directly
in response. Shall I continue?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I have ruled that it is not a point of order. I ask
the minister to refer back to the motion about drought
and drought assistance.
Ms PULFORD — What I was doing, just to assist
Ms Crozier, who may need a map, was outlining the
fast-tracked — —
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms PULFORD — I indicate to Ms Crozier that I
was explaining what we were doing, in direct response
to Mr Ramsay’s request for the government to think
about events funding, with the three most profoundly
impacted communities. I was explaining the
fast-tracked regional development grants that are part of
the $27 million package. If that is a bit tricky, that is not
my fault.
Ms Crozier — On a point of order, Acting
President, the minister is debating across the chamber
with me. Do you want me to read out Mr Drum’s
motion again?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! No, thank you. I know the motion. That is not a
point of order. If Ms Pulford is not raising a point of
order, is she finishing her contribution in relation to the
drought motion?
Ms PULFORD — Yes. Just briefly, before I finish,
the projects that were fast-tracked as part of the drought
response in the three most profoundly affected
municipalities include the Minyip and Brim streetscape,
the Woomelang shopping precinct upgrade, the
Wheatlands Warracknabeal Agriculture Machinery
Museum upgrade and the business case for the
Wimmera weather radar, and I will talk briefly about
the last project.
The Wimmera weather radar problem has existed for a
long time, and the Wimmera Development Association
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is absolutely to be congratulated on its advocacy on this
project. A number of years ago I raised in the house a
matter for the then Premier, Mr Baillieu, where I sought
his government’s assistance to advocate to the
commonwealth government about the need for this
weather radar to be pushed up the project list. These are
things that are funded by the Bureau of Meteorology,
and in the hierarchy of allocating resources it does not
consider the economic benefits that can flow from
weather radar towers. It is very much a lower order
consideration for the Bureau of Meteorology.
Ms Crozier — How are the wi-fi towers going?
Ms PULFORD — They are coming along very
well. I thought you wanted me to stick to the motion,
but we can talk about trains if you like.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! Through the Chair!
Ms PULFORD — The government’s investment
and partnership with Telstra and the federal government
will also do a great deal to eliminate black spots in
108 locations across regional Victoria. That project is
well underway, but Ms Crozier seems keen to drag me
off the topic. The Wimmera weather radar business
case will now be completed by the end of the year. The
West Australia government has taken an innovative
approach to working with the commonwealth
government in funding this project. Normally state
governments do not get into weather radar
infrastructure, so I look forward to that business case
because I would very much like to explore anything
that we can do, and indeed what the federal government
can do, to provide some relief to the radar information
gap that is occurring, with nothing between Mildura
and Mount Gambier.
The area most profoundly affected by drought
corresponds with the area in this information blackout.
This information is, of course, incredibly important,
particularly for our grain farmers in the north-west of
the state. As part of the drought package we were able
to fast-track a number of important regional projects
through the Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund,
because it is very hard to see us supporting our rural
and drought-affected communities with regional
development in isolation, and to do so would be absurd.
I thank members for their contributions to the debate on
the motion. I thank members for their words of support
to our farming communities and those who are most
profoundly affected. I look forward to an ongoing
dialogue with all members in the house about the kinds
of things they think will be good additions for us to
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consider, perhaps as part of that $10 million to be
allocated. I am acutely aware that the intense period of
pressure for these communities is yet to come. What I
have been saying to those communities in frequent
visits to the region is that we understand, we are
working closely with their communities, we will be
with them for the duration and we will continue to
provide an appropriate response as required. I welcome
the opportunity to provide those updates on the
government’s initial response to drought in Victoria.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I am very
pleased to be able to make my contribution to the
debate on Mr Drum’s motion on drought conditions in
regional Victoria. It is particularly pertinent to make the
point that it was after Mr Drum’s motion was proposed
to the house that we saw the government make some
movement on its response to what is a significant
drought affecting regional Victoria. I was also pleased
to hear that the Acting President may have made a
contribution by way of a tweet to draw the
government’s attention to the drought conditions we are
seeing in regional Victoria. It is good to see the
coalition holding the government to account to ensure
that it understands that the state does extend past the
Western Ring Road and that there are parts of the state
that do need to be looked after, particularly in times of
dry conditions.
It is important to note that the season started out quite
well. I recall being in Wycheproof earlier this year and
talking to some farmers up that way who were positive
about the outlook because there was some early rain
and it looked like it may have been a good season, but
unfortunately the rain stopped. There were no further
rains, and their crops and the like did not progress in the
way they may have liked. Since those early rains, dry
conditions have persisted in the Mallee and most of the
Wimmera practically all season. In parts of the Western
District they were tracking well until early October,
when we saw high temperatures, and again the lack of
rainfall had a significant impact. Frost was also a major
problem, with the El Niño bringing worse and more
frequent frosts, which are always of concern to farmers.
The timing of the recent rain was beneficial for some
Western District farmers as well as dairy, cattle and
sheep farmers, but it came too late for the Mallee, most
of the Wimmera and parts of the Western District. As
we have heard, many of the crops were cut for hay, but
as they were drying in the paddocks many were
unfortunately ruined by rain. The harvest is underway
in the Mallee and northern Wimmera. Rain did little
more than delay the harvest, but it did cause more
damage to the crops as well. I have heard from farmers
that the yields are down on average years by between
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20 per cent and 70 per cent, depending on where you
may be in regional Victoria. That is going to have a
significant impact on farmers and what is going to be
coming out of the crops.
Both Mr Drum and Mr Ramsay have highlighted that a
response to the drought conditions in regional Victoria
over the last little while was required. The slowness of
the response from the government was of concern when
these conditions were evident to coalition members
who represent the regional areas in Victoria and
understand the damage that drought conditions can
cause the community. It is important for us to
understand that drought conditions do not just affect the
financial livelihood of regional communities. They can
have a huge effect on the physical and mental welfare
of those in regional Victoria and also have a significant
impact on communities as a whole.
Our farming communities are very resilient. They have
a great capacity to deal with conditions such as drought
that create difficult situations in regional Victoria.
However, it is incredibly important that the government
recognises the concerns of these communities and
responds to them well. I was pleased that some support
was announced by the government in a flurry of media
releases on Sunday, 15 November, even if it was
belated. Some of the support packages were aimed at
supporting regional communities — —
Ms Pulford interjected.
Mr MORRIS — Perhaps I get my emails a bit later
than everyone else, Minister Pulford. I was pleased to
see that some of the support packages would deliver
mental health first aid training across 10 identified local
government areas to ensure that the mental health and
wellbeing of those who are affected by the drought are
addressed. We are beginning to recognise more and
more that those in regional communities represent over
the odds in terms of issues relating to mental health and
mental wellbeing, and that is particularly prevalent
during difficult times such as droughts, so I was pleased
to see that being addressed in the packages.
I listened to Mr Ramsay’s contribution with particular
interest. The points he made in regard to water cartage
support and council rates relief are two sensible
responses to the drought that I encourage the
government to take note of. Despite the fact that there
have been some support packages made available, there
is more that the government can do to ensure that the
needs of regional communities are addressed
throughout this period of drought.
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It is important to understand that whilst the season
looked as if it would turn out well — and I think those
who were fortunate enough to spend a bit of time in the
great city of Ballarat would recognise that we had quite
a cold winter — unfortunately it was not a wet winter.
People who live in the metropolitan parts of Victoria
may have thought that as a result of having a cold
winter the farmers may have been doing okay, but that
has not been the case. The rainfall has been well below
average — 50 per cent lower than the average in many
parts of Victoria — and that places a significant strain
on regional communities.
In closing, I commend Mr Drum on bringing this
motion to the house. I was pleased to see that this
motion prompted action from the government, which
was too slow in responding to the needs of our
drought-affected regional communities. I also
commend my fellow member for Western Victoria
Region for tweeting the minister and ensuring that she
understands the concerns that regional Victoria has
about the drought conditions that it finds itself in.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I rise to speak
on the motion moved by Mr Drum and congratulate
him on bringing it before the house. It is a very
important motion for communities in the north of the
state, in our electorate, that are experiencing drought
conditions. I also congratulate the government on
acknowledging that there is a drought. This is an
improvement on the Bracks years, when in 2002 former
Premier Steve Bracks would not say the d-word. In fact
the government kept referring to ‘dry conditions’.
There is a famous photograph of Steve Bracks visiting
the north of the state, where he picked up some earth,
which just filtered through his fingers, and said, ‘We
are obviously in the midst of dry conditions’, when
those of us in the north of the state knew we were well
and truly in the grip of drought — and we are back
there. Not long after the last drought, the millennium
drought, which was so devastating to our community,
our community is back in drought.
The drought package that the government announced
the other day was a welcome first step, but it needs to
go much further. As the minister herself acknowledged
today, that package is largely for only 10 local
government areas, and there are lots of other areas that
are hurting. I also put on the record that not all of the
money in the package is new money. That was
particularly obvious when you looked at the
$5.8 million for the Camps, Sports and Excursions
Fund, which will ensure that kids in drought-affected
regions do not miss out on these important educational
experiences. People will know that money comes out of
a government election commitment, so it is not new
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money for those areas; it is money that those areas were
going to receive anyway.

qualify for this announcement made by Jenny Mikakos
today.

The same is largely true of the $960 000 to support
children’s participation in kindergarten. The people in
the areas covered by this drought package earn some of
the lowest average incomes in the state. Many of the
children in these areas already qualify for kindergarten
fee relief, which is what that $960 000 provides. A lot
of that money would have been spent in these areas
anyway.

I would also like to talk a little bit about the other areas
in our state that are hurting, and why this government
needs to support those. I thank the Minister for
Agriculture and also the shadow minister, who both
accepted my invitations to visit horticulturalists in the
Goulburn Valley last week. We have had two severe
hailstorm events that came within a month of one
another, in October and November. They wiped out
around 90 per cent of the stone fruit in the orchards that
were affected. Around 50 per cent of the apples and
30 per cent of the pears have also been damaged. This
has been devastating for these growers.

In her contribution, the minister also congratulated
Jenny Mikakos, the Minister for Families and Children,
on the small rural kindergarten grants. They are not
new either. I wrote this policy when we were in
opposition in 2010 and worked very closely with a
number of small rural kindergartens on this policy
because they were really hurting back then. Many of
these kindergartens were having to go out and raise up
to $50 000 just to cover the cost of employing their
teachers. They were appealing to Maxine Morand and
to John Brumby for some assistance, and that was
falling on deaf ears under Labor. Labor was happy for
these kindergartens to close down, and as we can see
from the way that the implementation of the new ratios
is going, Labor is probably still happy for these
kindergartens to close down.
This was a policy I developed with a number of small
rural kindergartens, and I would like to particularly
acknowledge Amanda Kumnick from Willaura and
District Kindergarten, who was a great advocate for
these grants. I worked with Amanda and her committee
and went to a fundraiser that the kindergarten had on
21 November 2010. It was the Sunday before the
election, and I made the announcement that a Liberal
government, if elected, would provide up to $20 000
each year for these small rural kindergartens. It was
well received. We had a budget for that. Originally it
was only supposed to go for four years, but I locked
that budget in so that it would be ongoing. Jenny
Mikakos has been the recipient of the work that I did to
get the money out of Treasury to lock those grants in as
an ongoing support for small rural kindergartens.
There was always excess in that budget, so there were
always opportunities to increase the amount. We
increased the amount from $20 000 to $25 000, but I
note that with the announcement today that those grants
will now go to $33 000 there has also been a tightening
of the criteria. We have now gone from small rural
kindergartens, which are kindergartens with a number
of enrolments at 14 children or less, to very small rural
kindergartens, with enrolments of 8 children or less, so
those kindergartens that have 9 to 14 students will not

These growers had invested in getting their crops to the
point of harvest. In fact the stone fruit was only about a
week away from harvest when it was destroyed by the
second hail event. They not only had invested in getting
these crops to harvest stage but also, between the two
hail events, had gone through and thinned off the
damaged fruit to leave the good fruit there for the
harvest. Unfortunately the good fruit then got destroyed
by the second hail event. That was an additional cost; it
was very expensive to thin the fruit. Then they just had
to knock what was left off, and we stood amongst
rotting apricots when we talked to the orchardists last
week.
The orchardists talked about the impact that is having
on them and their families. They had, as I said, invested
in getting those crops to that stage. They now have no
income coming in next year, but they need to invest in
another crop, so they will be two years behind by the
time they have invested in this year’s crop and next
year’s crop, without any income next year. This makes
it very difficult for them.
Household assistance, as the minister pointed out, is
available to them. They are all pretty proud, but we are
encouraging them all to go and get that household
assistance, which is provided by the federal
government, to ensure that they can put food on the
table. They talked about the other types of assistance
that they need from government, including things like
local government rates subsidies and some investment
from the government to assist them in putting up hail
netting to prevent the loss of future crops.
Our dairy farmers are also suffering significantly in the
irrigation area. The price of temporary water is
hovering between $250 and $300 a megalitre, and the
dairy farmers just cannot make money at that price for
water. It is cruel that when the Bracks government
unbundled land and water, many of the banks
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foreclosed on people’s water. We used to have the
visuals of banks foreclosing on farms and turfing
people off the farm; on A Current Affair nearly every
night there was a story about a farmer being turfed off
his property. The banks got clever about it and said,
once water and land were unbundled, ‘Well, you can
keep your land, but we want your water. Sell your
water and pay off your debt’. That left them on
unproductive farms or on farms where they relied on
the temporary water market. At the time, the temporary
water market was about $40 a megalitre. It is now at, as
I said, up to $300 a megalitre, and dairy farmers just
cannot make money at that price.
We have a lot of particularly young dairy farmers who
have invested in farms. These are young people who
want to work and want to work hard. They do not want
to sit at home and get the dole, but they would actually
be making more money if they were just sitting at home
on the couch and collecting the dole, rather than trying
to run productive farms. We need to see some
assistance not only for farmers in the dryland farming
areas but also for those in the irrigation areas who are
suffering from the drought or for many other reasons,
such as having lost their crops from hail. In the case of
dairy farmers, it is a drought of a different kind — a
drought of money to purchase water. Whilst they can
purchase water, it is just out of their reach. We need to
see a lot more assistance from this government.
I would like to finish with a story that I heard from a
farmer when I was campaigning in 2002, before I was
elected to Parliament. It was at the time when the
drought was really taking hold in northern Victoria, and
I went to the Elmore Field Days and listened to a
farmer being interviewed. He talked about the effect of
the drought on their families. He said, ‘I feel very sorry
for people who lose their job — people like the Ansett
workers — but the reality is, if you work at Ansett and
you lose your job because the business has gone broke
and closed down, you lose a job and that is it’. He went
on to say that people in this position might go onto
government assistance for a little while until they find
another job, but they continue to live in their home and
everything goes on.
But farmers suffering in drought conditions or, as at the
moment, horticulturists who have lost their crops and
will not have any income for the next 12 months, still
have their job to do, but there is no income coming in.
Often they cannot apply for household assistance —
they certainly could not back in 2002; there was no
household assistance for them. They still have the job,
but they have no income coming in. As well, if they do
lose their job, they actually lose their farm. For many of
them that means losing the family home, the property
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that has been in their family for generations; they are
the ones who lose it. There is so much more at stake for
those farming families. They will not only be out of
work, but they will lose their family heritage and family
properties. This is why we see so much depression in
country Victoria and such a high rate of suicide
amongst our farmers, and it is absolutely cruel.
Just touching on suicide, I will tell another story of the
last drought. Sharman Stone, the federal member for
Murray, was living across the road from me at that
time. Each night either I would pop across to
Sharman’s or she would come over to my place, and we
would talk about what had happened during the day,
who had called into the office and what sorts of issues
they had called in on. One night my dad was there
when we were talking about the number of farmers who
had rung in that day and threatened suicide. My dad
said to me, ‘What do you do when someone rings in
and threatens that?’. We said we have to take it
seriously, even if we think they are only threatening.
We would ring one of the financial counsellors or the
rural counsellors and send them out to do a cold call at
the farm to assess the situation and find out what
assistance could be given to that farmer. My dad then
said, ‘But who counsels the two of you?’, and our
answer was, ‘No-one; that’s why we talk to each other’.
As country members of Parliament we cope with so
much more than many of our city counterparts. During
that same drought I had the member for Brighton in the
Assembly, Louise Asher, visit, and we talked to a
whole range of women in Rochester. They had not had
an irrigation allocation for a number of years. At that
meeting tears were flowing freely, so much so that I
had to go across to the supermarket and buy boxes of
tissues. After the meeting Louise said to me, ‘We don’t
have things like this in our electorates’. That is right;
metropolitan MPs do not have things like that in their
electorates. If large companies such as Ansett or Ford
close down, governments rush from everywhere to
provide assistance, but in the country we not only cope
with drought; we cope with floods and bushfires and a
whole range of natural disasters that impact on our
communities and the livelihoods of many of the people
in our communities. They are absolutely devastating,
and that is why this government needs to step up and
offer more drought assistance to those communities that
are suffering in country Victoria at the moment.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — I acknowledge
Mr Drum’s motion today and recognise that it is a very
important issue for rural and regional people. Recently I
had the pleasure of going to Swan Hill and Echuca, and
through Cohuna, Gunbower and Terang in the
electorate of the member for Murray Plains. I noticed

DROUGHT ASSISTANCE
Wednesday, 9 December 2015

COUNCIL

the shocking reality of the lack of water throughout that
land. I rode a pushbike as part of a team event, and as I
slowly pedalled along my way through that district
there was dirt and dry grass, the land was destocked of
animals with a few sheep from time to time and
withering thistles and saltbush. There was no grass. The
only green parts that one could see was the land under
irrigation, and even those patches were few and far
between. It was a shocking reality for me to see that
area and how the farms, towns and small businesses
have to cope in that environment. It is quite soul
destroying to be in that space, and I acknowledge those
people — and I only saw a very small part of that
situation.
Water is such a vital commodity. Next to people and
land, it is the most important commodity in our state. In
terms of a dairying industry in my electorate of Eastern
Victoria Region, we are having what could be called a
green drought. The land looks good, there is still green
grass and many of the farmers in Gippsland have
produced their silage and are in the process of baling
hay, but there is no water content left in the ground and
no major grass regrowth coming through for pasture
production or for milk production in cows. The
farmers’ dam reserves are diminishing, and it is quite a
serious situation.
I have been speaking with people in South Gippsland in
and around Yanakie, Fish Creek and Waratah Bay, and
they have identified to me that this October the rainfall
was down 50 per cent compared to last year, and last
year was a below-average season. This points to
hardship amongst the dryland dairy farming
community. With respect to wetland farming, recently I
have been speaking with people in and around the
Macalister irrigation district (MID). I have visited the
farms, and the farmers commented that they view water
as liquid gold, not because it makes them a fortune but
because it represents such an important asset to their
livelihood.
This is why it is important that this Labor government
come to the table and support the MID 2030 Southern
Tinamba pipeline modernisation, which we
affectionately call phase 1B of the project. In the past
both the state coalition government and the irrigators
themselves developed phase 1A, and both supported it
with $16 million coming to the table for its completion.
At the moment phase 1B requires $60 million over five
years, with the federal government to provide
$20 million, stakeholders another $20 million and the
state government $20 million to complete the project. It
needs to do this unconditionally, with no strings
attached.
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The next phase of the MID 2030 will enable increased
water efficiency and therefore increased production. It
will unlock parts of this district so that they have the
full potential to reliably deliver water to the ground and
grass. This is an area that produces significant dairy and
also crops and vegetables, and this can be expanded. It
will be a modern, efficient and responsive system.
Within five years the project is projected to save and
reinvest almost 10 gigalitres of water. There will be less
run-off into our streams and rivers from dairies and
farms. This is a major environmental saving and will
reduce the amount of contaminants. It is going to be far
more efficient. It will also mean more water is available
for environmental flows from the Lake Glenmaggie
Weir.
Recently the Deputy Prime Minister, Warren Truss,
visited the area in Gippsland. A federal white paper has
identified the MID as a priority project. The federal
coalition government will put $500 million on the table
for the national water infrastructure fund to develop
water assets, including dams. Recently in the Gippsland
Times the Victorian Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water reaffirmed Labor’s commitment to
the project by pledging $20 million but only when the
port of Melbourne lease legislation goes through the
Parliament. I find it very disappointing that this
government is talking about linking the MID to the sale
of the port of Melbourne. My point is that the MID
infrastructure project in the past was bipartisan and
should still come with no strings attached. Mr Truss
said the federal government is now negotiating with the
states on how this funding should be allocated and that
clearly, if Victoria is interested in this project, there is
real potential to be included in that funding program.
By their very nature farming people are fighters; they
are resilient and the dairy industry is a proactive one.
Farming groups are sharing their solutions to tough
conditions. Leading bodies Dairy Australia and
GippsDairy have organised Tactics for Dry Times
workshops, which have been held across Gippsland to
provide ideas and resources to help farmers through
these tough times. These workshops are free and
highlight areas such as summer feeding plans, feed
options and cost; grazing and protecting pastures; farm
water supply; young stock feeding strategies; animal
health; working with farm finances and debt; and
government farmer assistance. There is a workshop
coming up in Maffra on 15 December. Workshops have
already been held in Inverloch, Warragul, Yarram and
Drouin. The workshops help farmers cope with the
pressures of drought and dry conditions.
The coalition has called on the government to act for
months, and Mr Drum’s motion highlights the need for
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support. Three weeks ago we saw some drought
assistance measures announced. The drought support
package is a starting point, but it should go further to
support the farmers and small businesses that are under
huge financial strain. Some of the programs are
reannouncements, as we have heard this afternoon.
Missing were the helpful rebates for water charges and
rates and more targeted business support measures. In
the last drought, which occurred under the coalition
government, farmers were offered discounts on their
municipal rates and fixed water charges. It would be
most beneficial if the Andrews government included a
similar package of rate relief support programs in its
current package.

Before the election, competing views were put on how
to address this issue. The Napthine government
identified a site in Ferrars Street. It spent many millions
of dollars buying that site. It cleared the buildings that
were on the site and got on with the job of budgeting
$5 million in its last budget to deal with soil preparation
and the site in general. It also started work on a master
plan. It indicated that this was its preferred site for a
new school in South Melbourne. The site is also on the
edge of the Fishermans Bend area, where there is
obviously going to be a huge amount of population
growth in years to come. This was a site that the
government had identified and got on with the job of
delivering.

Recently the federal Minister for Agriculture, Barnaby
Joyce, said it was time for the state to put its hand
firmly into its pocket with respect to the drought. It has
done so to some extent, but it needs to go further.

The then opposition had a different view. It identified a
site in Albert Park — the park and not the suburb — on
Albert Road. It indicated that this is where a school
should be built. It called it the South Melbourne Park
Primary School. The member for Albert Park promised
that it would be delivered in the first term of
government. I have just gone back and checked his
publicity on this at the time, and that is precisely the
phrase he used.

In summing up I would like to congratulate Mr Drum
on bringing this important issue to the house. I
commend the motion to the house.
Motion agreed to.

GOVERNMENT PERFORMANCE
Debate resumed from 25 November; motion of
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan):
That this house condemns the Andrews Labor government on
its first year in office, a year of putting politics before people
and failing Victorian families as a result of economic
mismanagement, infrastructure projects cancelled or stalled,
service delivery failing, increased burdens on business,
election commitments broken, factional fighting and
inappropriate union influence.

Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) — I
am pleased to rise to speak on this motion. I am sure
that it will come as no surprise to members that I will
be speaking about the actions of the government in the
seat of Albert Park. My electorate office is in Bay
Street, Port Melbourne. It is a terrific community that
faces many challenges, which it works on in a very
collegiate way. One of those big challenges is
education.
This is an issue that goes back a number of years. There
has been a huge growth in the number of primary
school-age children in the electorate. It has been an
issue of some discussion as to how to address this
growth. Both sides of politics agree that there is a need
for at least one new primary school in the electorate —
certainly in South Melbourne, where there is currently
no primary school at all.

What has actually happened is quite different. We have
seen a number of announcements trotted out, and they
have all been put in very positive terms. But what they
really represent are broken promises and delays. This
has been caused by a simple lack of action. There was a
school site ready to go in Ferrars Street. If it had really
wanted to get on with the job of building a school, the
government could have built one on the site in Ferrars
Street. It chose not to. The land was owned by the
education department, the site had been cleared and
there was even money to be spent on preparing the site.
However, what we saw in the budget papers earlier this
year was that very little of the $5 million that had been
allocated by the Napthine government had been used to
continue work on preparing the site. This is a great
shame and quite frankly amounts to negligence on the
part of the government. In the meantime the
government has apparently spent some time trying to
develop its own preferred site in Albert Park. This is a
problem because the site it has chosen is currently
occupied by Orchestra Victoria and Parks Victoria, and
they need to go somewhere before the buildings are
partially demolished and prepared to be redelivered as a
school. But the government has not got on with this,
and that is enormously negligent.
I had an answer from the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water on the question of Parks
Victoria and where it is going to go — more delay and
lack of activity. There is currently no agreement on
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where Parks Victoria will go within Albert Park. Parks
Victoria and the education department are still debating
it. Sites have been identified as possibilities, but no
decisions have been made in a year. The people of
Albert Park were told prior to the election that this
school would be delivered in the first term of
government and that money would be allocated in the
first budget of an Andrews government, but that was
not true. There was $1 million allocated in the budget
towards a school in South Melbourne. That is for
preparation work; $1 million is not going to deliver a
school.
The government has said it will commit $11.5 million
to building a school, but it has not seen fit to do so.
Delaying means the work does not happen, and the
promises that were made to people who voted in good
faith for the Labor Party, believing what it said — that
it would deliver the Albert Park school in its first term
of government — have been broken. They have been
shown to be simply hollow words.
In the answer I received earlier today the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water indicated that
it was anticipated that Parks Victoria would be moving
out of its current premises at the old depot site in
December next year. It will be December next year or
maybe January 2017 before any work starts on that site.
That site will require a huge amount of work. It is an
old army depot. It was the centre of military activity in
Albert Park in the 1940s. A very large section has been
used for maintaining and housing vehicles. I would be
very surprised if there have not been facilities there for
petrol. As with almost every site that is built upon in
South Melbourne and the City of Port Phillip, it will
require very careful attention to ensure that the ground
has been appropriately treated so that it can be safely
built upon and people who use those facilities are not at
risk.
This work, however, is all in the future. At the moment
there is no school to go to. The Ferrars Street site
appears to have been totally untouched over the last
year. It is sitting there fenced off with a big sign saying,
‘Get out, don’t come in’. No work has happened there
that is obvious in any way. There is a master plan that
has maybe been tweaked slightly; it is hard to know. In
opposition Labor criticised the Napthine government
for having a plan for a multistorey school. I point out
that most of the schools in the electorate of Albert Park
have more than one storey, and that is because of the
nature of this inner-city suburb. These two-storey
schools were built well over 100 years ago because land
in that area has always been at a premium.
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Labor said one thing in opposition but in government is
quite happy to continue working with the multistorey
master plan that the previous government did the hard
yards on. It does not seem that the government has
made any significant change to or progress on that plan.
It has coasted along using the work of the previous
government, work that it was quite happy to criticise in
opposition as inappropriate.
In the meantime other local schools are bearing the
brunt of the lack of work done by this government in
relation to education in Albert Park. They are
overflowing with students. This has been the case for
many years; it should be no surprise to anybody. I have
spoken a number of times in this place about the issues
that are confronted by Albert Park Primary School and
Port Melbourne Primary School in particular.
Port Melbourne Primary School had a very simple
request: it wanted to lose two single-storey portables.
They were very old. They were known to be full of
asbestos. Some of this was arranged to be removed a
couple of days after I raised it in this place earlier this
year. The school had been politely requesting for it to
be done for quite some time, and it had not happened.
Lo and behold, it has happened, and the safety issue has
finally been dealt with, but the outstanding issue is
space. What the school wants to do — and I think it is a
very modest request — is get rid of two single-storey
portable classrooms and replace them with two
double-storey portable classrooms. The double-storey
portables are much better made than the old ones. The
single-storey portables look to me like the portables I
went to school in, which was many years ago now.
Ms Lovell — In Belmont.
Ms FITZHERBERT — In Belmont, that is right,
with the member for South Barwon in the Assembly. I
look at these double-storey portables and can see why
the teachers I speak to like them so much. They are
better insulated, offering way better protection from
cold and heat. But the critical thing for this school is
that it will free up more ground space, and that is what
it needs. It needs more classrooms, but it also needs
more room for the children to move around in. The
government has been very slow in responding to this,
and it has unfortunately only delivered one
double-storey portable, not the two that are needed.
That school is still working out how it is going to
accommodate its students.
Similarly the government has been very late to come to
the party on the issue of additional land for Albert Park
Primary School. This is something the school has been
speaking to the government about for months. It wanted
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to be able to expand into a part of Moubray Street so
that it could get additional land and put in some of the
additional facilities that it sorely needs as well. The
school was hoping to be able to do all of this
housekeeping stuff before the start of the 2016 school
year, but this will not be possible because the
government has been so slow in paying any attention to
the school’s — again — quite reasonable requests.
The school staff are saying that under the guidelines set
out by the Department of Education and Training they
are short dozens of toilets, but equally under the
guidelines of the education department the school does
not have enough space to put them in. They are saying,
‘We need to be able to expand our grounds so that our
550 kids have room to run around’. There is a space
where they can do this. The neighbours support this
idea, as they can see the need of the school and they
know that it is not going to interfere with their own
amenity as local residents, and yet the school has to
wait.
The school has repeatedly asked the Minister for
Education to come to have a look, and my
understanding is that on at least two occasions an
appointment has been made but then pushed to one
side, because there are other things that are more
important than kids who need space for toilets. I might
add that the staff at the school have to share their own
toilets with students, and this is unreasonable for
everybody concerned, I think, but in particular for the
teachers. It is totally unreasonable, yet again it goes
unaddressed.
While all of this is happening a constant refrain that I
hear when I raise this issue in question time, through
letters and through other means — particularly from the
member for Albert Park in the Legislative Assembly —
is about the years of neglect that have taken place in
education. Let me put this into perspective: the member
for Albert Park, as I recall, has been the member since
2007. The Napthine and Baillieu governments were in
office for four years, but before that we had 11 years of
a Labor government. When I look at what happened in
the four years of the Napthine and Baillieu
governments in relation to school education in Albert
Park I see expenditure of some $15 million, which went
into identifying, buying and clearing land, creating a
master plan and then allocating an additional $5 million
so that that site could be prepared.
What we have got from this government for the last
year is a total lack of activity. There has been very little
action. The government could have, as I said earlier, got
on with building on that site, but it chose not to. Instead
it has messed around in relation to its own preferred site
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in Albert Park, and it is now saying that Parks Victoria
will hopefully move out a year from now. It will be
another year before any action happens, and yet
government members have the hide to criticise the
coalition parties and say that it is due to years of
neglect. If there have been years of neglect, I would say
they were during the 11 years of the Labor
administration, when there was a local Labor member
for Albert Park and a Labor state government, and yet
South Melbourne was without a primary school. Now
when they are playing catch-up, and not even doing that
particularly effectively, they have the nerve to blame
the coalition parties for this.
As I said earlier, they have coasted along on some of
the work that was done by the coalition. There is a
really simple solution to this: just get on with building
on the site in Ferrars Street. Someone else identified it,
bought it and paid for it. Someone else even left money
in the budget to get on with the planning, but the
government has not bothered to do anything about it.
Building the school would be the way for the families
in Albert Park to get the relief that they are seeking.
When I look around my electorate I see that the big
issue that is worrying parents is education. It has been
an absolute failure by this government, and I simply
will not put up with claims that it is due to years of
neglect from a coalition administration. It is actually the
local Labor member, and the Labor Party members
who have supported him in office for 11 years, who
have neglected to do anything there. They had it all
handed to them on a platter. They could have got on
with it but they chose not to, and nowhere is that more
obvious than in budget planning.
Those opposite will talk about how they have
committed — that is their word, ‘committed’ — to
$11.5 million. That is a commitment, but nothing has
actually arrived yet. There was nothing in the budget
papers. If you were looking for $11.5 million of capital
spending, you would have been very sorely
disappointed. There is $1 million for planning, but that
is not going to go very far on two schools.
The government has chosen to go out on the front foot
on this, and in what I think is a quite cynical exercise it
announced that it is going to open the South Melbourne
Park Primary School in 2019. Before the election when
the local people were thinking about voting and when
the Labor Party was actually interested in what these
people might want, it told them that the school would
be delivered in the first term of government. Now even
on the most optimistic view, it will not be. It will arrive
about a year afterwards. The government also said that
it will deliver not just that school but the Ferrars Street
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school as well. On the figures that have been bandied
about, the government is saying it will open in 2018.
Judging from the progress that has been made so far, I
am not terribly confident that this will happen either.
What I would want for a school that is going to open in
2018 is some indication of the plan — which was
already started by the previous government — being
finalised and some money allocated, because capital
funding is really the big thing that is missing in all of
this.
If I were to give some marks to the government in
relation to its first year and to the centrepiece of its local
offering to the voters and people of Albert Park, which
related to education, I would give it a big fail. The
government sat on its hands. It has chosen not to
allocate money and it has chosen not to start building. It
has persisted in devoting its time to progressing a
school in Albert Park which had some obvious
challenges, to use a polite word, with the site. It is well
known that there is historic use of the site in Albert
Park, which means that there needs to be some careful
planning done to make sure it is safe. It has at least two
current tenants, which need to be relocated to another
home. They do not have one yet. The other issue is that
the site itself is heritage listed, so there are issues in
terms of how it can be dealt with and how it can be
reconstructed.
Lastly, it is my understanding that like many old
buildings it contains asbestos. It is an enormously
challenging site. I will freely concede that it is difficult
to find appropriate sites within Albert Park. It is a
built-up inner city area, and it is hard to find a site that
is going to accommodate a school in an adequate way.
But there is a site there; it was left to the government. It
is owned by the government and it is ready to go, and
the government has chosen not to use it. As I said
earlier, my advice to the government would be to focus
on that and try allocating some capital funding because
that is what will get it done.
When I look at the issue that the government set itself
up on in terms of delivery, it is a big fail, and no
amount of trying to dress that up is going to change it.
People need to enrol their children in schools now.
People who are sending their kids to local schools are
dealing with the practical fallout from the failure of this
government to address the issue of space which it has
had years to address. It has simply chosen not to.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I am delighted to speak on this absolutely
foolish motion. Goodness me! No wonder those
opposite lost the election 12 months ago. Talk about
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living in fairyland. Seriously, we have a motion like
this from a party that gave us the most moribund
government this state has ever seen. It is a party that left
this state with the highest unemployment rate in
13 years — 6.7 per cent. This was a government that
every single correspondent and every person in the
industry recognised had left this state with a moribund
economy, with business confidence at rock bottom,
with schools that were strapped for funding and with
TAFEs that were absolutely devastated.
What a disgrace this is. It is as if those opposite have
forgotten what happened during those years when they
were in government. Remember those first three years
under Mr Baillieu? Nothing happened. We had the first,
the second and the third year, and people were waiting
for something to happen, for anything to happen, for
anything to be said. No, it was like the Tweedledum
and Tweedledee show — inactive, no policy, no action,
no capital projects. The ministry was on a go-slow.
Ministers were locked in their ministries and not getting
out in the country and doing anything.
This is not me complaining. This is not Labor
complaining. This was being said right across Victoria,
and that played out at the last election because those
opposite did nothing — absolutely zip, zero, zilch!
There was no leadership. There was no action. This
state fell down the ladder of economic development.
We used to be proud competitors with New South
Wales, and we are again, but not under the leadership
of the coalition, not after the last four years.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HERBERT — You can talk, but the facts are
there. After one year we have an unemployment rate
that is down to 5.6 per cent. We have the highest jobs
growth in the country. We have overtaken New South
Wales in economic growth. We have developed 72 000
new jobs in 12 months. They are real figures. Those
opposite can bang on as much as they like. I hear them
talking about Prahran Primary School. Is there a time
warp here? Do those opposite not remember that the
massive TAFE campus at Swinburne in Prahran was
closed under their government because of the funding
cuts they made? It is like the last three years have all
been blanked from their minds and now they are living
in a little hobbit hole in their own little world, totally
devoid of reality. The reality is here. We have a
government that is on the move, is doing things for this
state and is active.
Those opposite can wail and cry. What about the
$4 billion education budget. We are the education state.
We said we would be the education state and we have
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given this state the highest education budget it has ever
had. It is $4 billion. Those opposite should think of that
when they are considering the cuts they made over the
previous four years. It was an absolute disgrace.

$9 million blitz this year alone, and $10 million extra
for the next three years to crack down on the rorters
who flourished under the coalition’s administration and
bring back quality to our TAFE and training sector.

There are new industry initiatives, there is a new deal
for rural Victoria and there is a massive boost to TAFE
of course as part of that education initiative. I am happy
not to go through every single achievement because,
quite frankly, I do not have time to do that. However, I
will talk about TAFE because that is something I am
pretty proud of. I will talk about training. Let us talk
about TAFE and training. In four years we saw TAFEs
and training in this state plummet from being the best in
this country to being indisputably the worst. That is
shown on every single index. We saw 3000 teachers
pulled out of our TAFE colleges. We saw campuses
closed right across the state. Members of The Nationals
sat by and let the economic rationalists in the Treasury
gut their country TAFEs, close their campuses, slash
their staff, and stop that opportunity. They sat by with
their heads between their legs while the economic
rationalists that are their coalition partners gutted
country TAFEs. They know it, their country towns
know it and their country TAFEs know it.

When it comes to TAFE, let us be clear. This
government’s first act was $20 million to rebuild
funding. Its second act was $15 million in Back to
Work funds for TAFEs to realign their businesses with
local and community activity. We have just announced
$20 million for a reconnect for those young people who
cannot do straight-off training but need an opportunity
to get in there. There is $8.4 million in the south-east
for an industry plan with Holmesglen and Chisholm
TAFEs to give retrenched automotive workers a chance
to get another job. There is $15 million for jobs and
skill sectors right across the state to link real skills.
There will be one-stop shops where students and
businesses can come in and get real advice about jobs
and training opportunities to give them a chance.

Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Acting
President, I would hate the minister to be inadvertently
misleading the house by alleging — which contradicts
what he said today — that we had deregulated the
TAFEs when it was his own party that did so in 2009.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Mrs Peulich knows very well that she is
debating the issue. That is not a point of order.
Mr HERBERT — Nothing could be further from
the truth than what was just said. But let us not talk
about those dark, dreary, glum days that destroyed
opportunities in TAFEs and in communities across this
state. With our hands on our hearts, let us have a look at
what has happened. Quality control went out the
window. Nothing was happening under the previous
government. Rorting was rampant. Industry would not
accept the qualifications.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HERBERT — You can squeal now. Why did
you not squeal when you were in government about
what your cabinet did to training and TAFE in this
state?
We have had the biggest quality review in our state’s
history. We have backed it up not just with words, not
with empty fairy floss rhetoric, not with just a bit of
babble here and a bit of babble there. There has been a

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HERBERT — I know members opposite do
not care about that. I understand that they do not care
about those opportunities. They are on about rhetoric,
and we see that in the motion. There is a bit of drivel
here and a bit of rhetoric there. We are on about real
achievements and giving people a real chance.
There is $50 million to boost skills and apprenticeships,
and I will say a little more about that because these
reforms are occurring at a time when apprenticeship
and traineeship numbers right across the east coast —
in fact right across Australia — have been in decline,
and that has made them difficult. But I will tell
members where it has come from. It has come from the
massive rorting of federal VET FEE-HELP, sucking
thousands of young people, including apprentices who
should have been doing proper certificate training, into
online degrees and diplomas that will never get them a
job. Quite frankly the federal government should have
acted more quickly, and instead of banging on here,
opposition members should have done something about
it, but they just sat there.
Of course there is then the reopening of the Lilydale
TAFE. We made a commitment. The coalition
government let the only university TAFE in the Yarra
Valley go under as a result of its funding cuts.
Opposition members could not open it; it was all too
hard, so they opened a little factory on the road for a bit
of online learning. We said we would open the TAFE,
and we have opened it. It will start next year, and there
will be good enrolments in its first year.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Wednesday, 9 December 2015

COUNCIL

In relation to TAFE teachers, I said that 3000 had gone.
For three years when in government, opposition
members could not get a salary rise for them. They
could not get a piece of paper past their Treasurer for a
salary rise for the hardworking TAFE teachers. We
have done it in our first year in office, and that
enterprise bargaining agreement has brought stability.
While these measures are designed to strengthen our
TAFEs — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I say to members on my left that I would like to
hear the minister.
Mr HERBERT — There is $150 million over and
above our TAFE Rescue Fund and over and above the
$39 million which was still trickling through from the
TAFE Structural Adjustment Fund. I am happy to
admit that. I am happy to admit that there was a bit of
money still struggling through. That is real money, real
initiatives and real support.
Over and above that I have said many times that the
system and the changes that occurred in 2012, when the
former government changed the subsidy rates to raise
the cost of training to unaffordable levels, skewed the
entire quality debate. We have had Bruce Mackenzie
and Neil Coulson, who are great educators and industry
representatives, working through a report. They have
had extensive consultation with industry and training
providers right across the sector, and that will be the
basis for a new funding model.
It has been a big year. It has been a successful year, and
vocational education and training has been the same as
every other industry. Government members have got
down to work. We have not sat in cabinet twiddling our
thumbs saying, ‘What am I going to do? We can’t trust
the public service. We don’t know where we should go.
Don’t say anything because you might get into trouble’.
This government has got down and done the job. This
state is better for it, and if the opposition were to realise
that, stop talking fairy floss rhetoric and do its job
properly, the state would be even better.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
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contribution of the Minister for Training and Skills.
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Coincidentally my contribution to statements on reports
and papers today is on Department of Education and
Training strategic planning, so there is a little bit of a
confluence of good fortune.
In talking about the Department of Education and
Training and its many challenges that lie ahead, I will
first talk about the lack of vision and the lack of
appreciation of reality that we have just seen from
Mr Herbert in trying to revise history by attributing the
deregulation of TAFEs to the Liberal Party. I remind
the house about Labor’s shameful record on education,
which unfortunately has extended over many years.
After 11 years in office, before the coalition
government won office — that is, before 2010 —
Victorian Labor left a $420 million backlog in school
maintenance. It would have been really nice to have
been able to build new schools or upgrade schools to
meet modern needs, but we had to patch up the
shambolic state of the schools left by Labor after
11 years in office.
In 1992, after the Cain and Kirner governments, there
was a $620 million backlog in school maintenance.
That in itself shows the failings of Labor and,
regrettably, the lack of strategic planning by the
department, which I must admit we were unable to turn
around in a mere four years under a coalition
government.
It shows there are problems especially in financial
administration, which is commented on in today’s
Auditor-General’s report entitled Portfolio
Departments and Associated Entities — 2014–15 Audit
Snapshot. It identifies the problem of the financial
reports of individual schools being fully substantiated
and verified and therefore being incorporated into the
consolidated reports of the department. Clearly tight
financial administration of schools is absolutely critical,
especially in a more autonomous environment. Any
government should be looking at making sure that the
principal of a school is the educational leader of a
school and not necessarily the business development
and financial administrator.
In addition it is clear that we need to beef up the skills
of school councillors, essentially the school board,
which plays a critical role in overseeing the operations
of schools including the financial reporting processes.
The Auditor-General claims they have demonstrated
poor reconciliation preparation and poor controls
surrounding journals and the financial statement report
preparation process as a whole. These issues do not just
dog the education department; they are a problem
across many departments.
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Coming back to the lack of strategic planning, I note
that the inability of the government that actually
introduced a reform such as the deregulation of TAFE
to be honest about what it was trying to do does not
augur well for the department’s strategic planning.
Labor’s funding of vocational education and training
was 50 per cent lower in 2010 than it was under each
year of the Victorian coalition government’s term, so
there goes the lie that Liberals — the coalition — cut
education. It is an absolute lie that is continually
perpetuated by Labor and each of its successive
ministers, and Mr Herbert sang from the same hymn
book.
In 2008, when Labor deregulated TAFEs, the
Australian Education Union federal TAFE secretary
said the reforms ‘amount to the dismantling of the
public TAFE system’. Those opposite, however, keep
on talking about how the Liberals cut TAFEs and how
the Liberals gutted TAFEs. It was Labor, and we have a
question: why did Labor do it? It did it because it would
see the movement of public funds to registered training
organisations affiliated with Labor’s unions — with
Labor’s henchmen. There is a need — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
the member’s time has expired.

Standing Committee on the Environment and
Planning: onshore unconventional gas in
Victoria
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Today I
would like to make a statement on the Inquiry into
Onshore Unconventional Gas in Victoria — Final
Report, which was completed by the Legislative
Council’s environment and planning committee. When
the report was tabled the other day I did not get a
chance to really express my appreciation and
admiration for the secretariat members, who came
along with the committee to a number of regional
hearings, including overnight trips, who had to process
a record number of submissions made to this committee
inquiry and who did a great job in supporting us in
developing this report. I pass on my admiration and
appreciation to Keir Delaney, the secretary; Dr Catriona
Ross, the inquiry officer, who did a lot of the drafting
work; Ms Annemarie Burt, who did a great job as a
research assistant; and also — coming on late but a
great help — Mr Ben Hall, from the RMIT school of
civil, environmental and chemical engineering, who
helped us with our queries around the water table; and
the people in the Council committees office, especially
Anthony Walsh, who did a great job in assisting us as
well.
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As I said, this inquiry received a record number of
submissions. There was great interest from people
wanting to present at the hearings. There were a
number of regional hearings, including in Sale,
Hamilton and Torquay — areas that could be affected
by an unconventional gas industry. I appreciate the
efforts and the work of committee members who made
the effort to go to those hearings. I want to make
mention of the chair, David Davis, and the deputy
chair, Harriet Shing, for chairing and getting the rest of
the committee to work together quite well. As I said, it
was a difficult report to work on and to deliver. There
were varying views on the outcome, but I think the end
report, in terms of being a tool for the government, will
be a good tool for the government to go ahead with.
Ms Shing and I came to a conclusion, which led to a
vote in the committee which was supported by
Ms Dunn and Mr Young, with respect to our belief that
there should be a permanent ban on unconventional gas
exploration that involves fracking. We weighed up the
community interest and the interests of established
industries such as the dairy industry and other
agricultural industries, including lamb and beef exports.
We learnt a great deal about those directly from farmers
at the hearings. At one hearing at Hamilton a number of
farmers presented to us in person, and one farmer
provided great detail about the accreditation process
farmers have to go through to export their produce via
Queensland. It is a process where they have to
acknowledge that the produce they are sending out is
clean and green, and if they do not sign off that there
might be an unconventional gas exploration operation
nearby, they are breaking the law, and that will affect
their market. They are 100 per cent of the belief that
operations like this will affect their exports.
To me it is madness to jeopardise great, established
industries for the sake of an industry in relation to
which, as the evidence indicated, no-one is really sure if
there are commercial pockets of gas that can be attained
by unconventional extraction means. That led me to
believe that this is an industry that should be banned
permanently. It is not an industry for Victoria, which is
a small geographical state with very precious industries.
As I said before, there is the dairy industry — and I
think 80 per cent of Australia’s dairy products come out
of Victoria — and the state has a small geographical
area. That industry represents a great economic input to
the state, and it should not be jeopardised, especially by
the main proponents — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
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Standing Committee on the Environment and
Planning: onshore unconventional gas in
Victoria
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I too would
like to speak on the Inquiry into Onshore
Unconventional Gas in Victoria — Final Report, and I
too would like to very much thank the staff, who had a
very difficult job in compiling the report given the
complex nature of the inquiry. Thanks go to Keir
Delaney, Catriona Ross and Annemarie Burt, as well as
to Ben Hall from the school of civil, environmental and
chemical engineering at RMIT University and also to
Kim Martinow de Navarrete, Esma Poskovic and
Anthony Walsh, who also contributed and supported
the committee in its deliberations.
This was one of the biggest inquiries I have participated
in as a committee member, with 1862 submissions. I
cannot remember there being an inquiry, certainly in
my short time here in this place, that has dealt with so
many submissions, as well as most of the submitters
having their submissions posted publicly on the
website. The chair, Mr David Davis, was very keen to
make sure that all the submissions made — where there
was not compromising of some of the detail — were
put straight onto the website so that people could have
easy access to the submissions.
The committee made 15 recommendations in its report,
and I think it will help pave the way for the government
in its deliberations, particularly in view of the Victorian
Auditor-General’s report, on a risk management and
regulatory framework around the current
unconventional gas exploration requirement. There has
been a lot of discussion around whether we should ban
onshore unconventional gas exploration totally or in
part through a moratorium. But let us not forget the
15 recommendations in the report, which were agreed
to by all members and which will help mitigate the risk
in relation to the regulatory framework that the
government should look at when formulating its final
position on this issue.
I have certainly been asked through Twitter and
Facebook my position on unconventional gas, given
that I am a farmer. I have sat through all the hearings.
As Mr Leane said, the committee went to some trouble
to make sure that regional Victoria was represented, so
it held regional hearings, including in Sale. Obviously
in East Gippsland there is a basin that the industry is
looking at for potential unconventional gas extraction,
and in Hamilton and in the Otway Basin the industry is
also looking at potentially some shale and tight gas
extraction. It was important for us to make sure that we
heard from the communities of those two areas.
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Equally, there is real concern among community
groups down at Torquay particularly about the impact
of fracking, or hydraulic fracturing, as a method of gas
extraction, especially along those coastal belts. There is
no doubt that those communities told the committee
loudly and clearly that they want a total ban on fracking
in their communities along the coastal strip. The
farmers up in Hamilton said they also wanted a total
ban. They made clear their real concerns about their
livelihood, the quality of the water and the potential risk
of contamination of the environment and the land and
said they felt that nothing less than a total ban on
onshore unconventional gas exploration would meet
their needs.
On the other side, the mining industry said it needed
some certainty from the government as to the position it
might take and whether there would be any opportunity
for them to invest in some exploration work to see
whether the extraction of unconventional gas is viable
or possible. They have indicated they need to know the
government’s position so they can have some long-term
certainty about whether or not they will be allowed to
extract unconventional gas in Victoria.
Of course in the mix we currently have a moratorium
which does not separate conventional from
unconventional gas exploration. In its deliberations the
committee was, I guess unfortunately, working on the
basis of the current moratorium under which
conventional and unconventional gas exploration were
thrown in together, whereas we know there has been
quite successful gas exploration by use of conventional
methods down around Port Campbell, both on the
land — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
Mr Ramsay’s time has expired.

Standing Committee on the Environment and
Planning: onshore unconventional gas in
Victoria
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I also rise to
speak on the final report of the Standing Committee on
the Environment and Planning on onshore
unconventional gas in Victoria. It has been interesting
to note the minority reports appended to the final report.
They show that four coalition members want an
extension of the current moratorium, two government
members want a permanent ban on unconventional gas
and one government member wants a three-year
moratorium on unconventional gas with the removal of
conventional gas from the ban.
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I have to say that in this case I can only concur with
those members of the committee who believe a
permanent ban is the best way forward for Victoria in
terms of not only providing certainty to the many
stakeholders who presented to the committee but also
protecting Victoria’s environment, water supply, air,
soil and public health as well. At this point, given what
appears to be a split in the views of government
members in relation to this matter, the government
really needs to determine whether it wants to be
pro-polluting industry or pro-community. That is the
choice it has.
The reality is that we received hundreds of submissions
from community members, all of them very heartfelt,
describing the amount of angst that exists in regional
Victoria in relation to unconventional gas activities. I
thank those communities for their efforts and their
constant advocacy around this issue. There have been, I
guess, some extraordinary displays of opposition to
unconventional gas activities in Victoria. At the current
time I believe 69 communities across Victoria have
declared themselves gas field free. That is an
extraordinary number of people from 69 different
townships in Victoria saying, ‘Enough is enough. We
don’t want this industry here. This isn’t for us. Our
future is, in the main, either within tourism or in
agriculture’.
I must say those Victorians in regional Victoria are
immensely proud of their contribution to our economy.
We heard from many farmers who have very grave
concerns about the impact of unconventional gas
exploration or extraction on their farmland and also the
impact on their reputation as clean and green primary
producers. There is a consistent message out there in
Victoria that we have a wonderful reputation when it
comes to our product and that that reputation would be
very much compromised should we go down the road
of unconventional gas activities.
It was disappointing to me that the committee could not
resolve the main question around a permanent ban
versus an extension of a moratorium. As I stated earlier,
in my mind the only way to make sure that the views of
the community are reflected and those environmental
protections are in place is to have a permanent ban. It
was also disappointing to me that we could not go to
other states in Australia to have conversations directly
with those communities about their experiences in
relation to unconventional gas exploration activities.
The best I could get was a viewing of Frackman, which
I have to say was compelling in the sense of the impact
on the community of Chinchilla and the story of what
happened there. It is a very sad tale indeed, and I would
hate to see that tale repeated in Victoria.
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I can only hope the Labor government makes the right
decision, and that is a decision that is pro-community
and pro the voices of all those people across Victoria
who completely reject unconventional gas as a way
forward in our state. This will be the real test for the
government as to whether it really wants to see action
on climate change because of the fugitive emissions
involved with an unconventional gas activity, and it
will be the test of whether it really does care about
communities and about regional Victoria.

Standing Committee on the Environment and
Planning: onshore unconventional gas in
Victoria
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I too rise to speak on the report of the Standing
Committee on the Environment and Planning on its
onshore unconventional gas inquiry. There was
unanimous agreement among members of the
committee concerning the putting in place of
appropriate legislative and regulatory safeguards should
an unconventional gas industry commence in Victoria.
The major point of difference was when or indeed if
this industry should get the go-ahead in Victoria. The
two competing principal propositions considered by the
committee were as follows: an outright ban on the
unconventional gas industry in Victoria or a five-year
extension of the current moratorium.
While I acknowledge the powerful evidence received
by the committee concerning the risk of unconventional
gas extraction to human health and the environment, I
do not believe an outright ban is the right action to take.
An outright ban on unconventional gas does not make
allowances for future technological advances that may
make unconventional gas more palatable in the future,
so it could result in missed opportunities for the
competitiveness of our economy and the living
standards of Victorians. However, a moratorium on
unconventional gas should only be applied for another
three years — not five — given the speed at which
technological advances may take place. I also reject the
recommendation of extending the current moratorium,
since a mere extension of the current moratorium as
proposed by coalition members would incorporate
conventional gas.
The refusal of coalition members of the committee to
decouple conventional and unconventional gas from
their recommendation to extend the moratorium on
onshore drilling, when the committee’s terms of
reference did not require the committee to investigate
conventional gas, is misleading because it creates the
impression that the committee investigated the
extraction of conventional gas. I therefore believe the
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inclusion of conventional gas in the five-year
moratorium, as recommended by the committee
coalition members, is arbitrary. It is not based on any
evidence received by this inquiry. As a result of
coalition members recommending an extension to a
moratorium on conventional gas as part of the
moratorium on unconventional gas, I incorporated
recommendations concerning conventional gas into this
report.
The committee heard significant evidence that pressure
is mounting for domestic gas prices to rise to a level
equivalent to international prices, before the cost of
liquefaction and transport is added. This would result in
a doubling of gas prices for the domestic market. Yet
cheap gas is the backbone of Victoria’s manufacturing
industry, and it is also used extensively in domestic and
commercial premises as both a feedstock and an energy
source. It also has the potential to be an interim form of
base load energy as the state transitions from brown
coal to renewables.
While the committee emphasised the importance of
maintaining a cheap ongoing supply of gas to Victoria,
it did not make recommendations on the importance of
implementing policy instruments to put downward
pressure on gas prices. The importance of proceeding
with onshore gas production in the medium term cannot
be overemphasised. In the United States rising shale gas
production has had an enormous impact in terms of
jobs, increased manufacturing competitiveness and
boosting the economy. This is because, as in Australia,
gas is an important component in manufacturing and
industrial processes. As a result the United States went
from being an importer of energy, mainly from the
Middle East, to now being a net exporter of energy. If a
non-fracking onshore conventional gas industry is
allowed to proceed and it finds considerable onshore
gas that can be extracted using conventional means,
there are potentially massive benefits for the Victorian
economy.
In conclusion, where governments have policy levers at
their disposal they should be using them if it means
saving or creating jobs. The policy levers the Andrews
government can utilise are, as I outlined in my minority
report, to immediately discontinue the moratorium on
conventional gas wells on the basis that any proposal to
drill a conventional well will include a number of
commitments by the applicants, including a
commitment to reserve a percentage of the resource for
local businesses or consumers at a price below the
prevailing local price.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
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Standing Committee on the Environment and
Planning: onshore unconventional gas in
Victoria
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — I rise to speak
today on the final report of the Standing Committee on
the Environment and Planning inquiry into onshore
unconventional gas. The environment and planning
committee, of which I am a member, sought
stakeholder and community views on a range of issues
relating to unconventional gas and had an
overwhelming response with submissions. There has
been much interest from stakeholders, including
farmers, environmental and community groups, the gas
industry, scientists, state and local governments, and
members of the public.
As a member for Eastern Victoria Region, the issue of
unconventional gas has been a hot topic in my area. In
Victoria the onshore portions of both the Gippsland and
the Otway basins have been identified as regions where
unconventional gas may be found due to the geology of
the area. The prospects are still questionable. There are
no guarantees that unconventional gas is even there,
and if it were there, whether it would be commercially
viable to extract. As the interest in Gippsland from
companies exploring these resources grew, so too did
community opinion on unconventional gas mining.
There have always been concerns about the impact of
contamination from this type of mining on prime
agricultural land, which Gippsland has in abundance, as
well as the impact on the water table and the
environment. In 2012 the then coalition government
announced a moratorium on issuing new exploration
licences for coal seam gas and on fracking. This also
covers new development of conventional gas on land.
Currently the unconventional gas industry, which
includes shale, tight and coal seam gas, is substantial in
states such as New South Wales and Queensland, but
there has been no commercial extraction in Victoria and
only limited exploration, which was approved under the
former Labor government.
The report before us today looks at the background of
unconventional gas, Victoria’s prospects for
commercial sources of unconventional gas and,
importantly, the risks of unconventional gas extraction.
The report also summarises community and industry
views and touches on some of the scientific research
and regulation of the industry. The exact way forward
in relation to regulating the industry could not be agreed
on by a majority of the committee. Unfortunately due to
the abundance of information, submissions and
research, the committee did not have the resources to
sufficiently examine all aspects of the evidence
submitted.
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The Liberal-Nationals coalition members minority
report points out that the hurdles faced by the
committee included the fact that we were not able to
travel interstate to properly examine other regulatory
systems, even though we were advised to do so. It was
also disappointing that the Minister for Energy and
Resources failed to appear before the committee on two
occasions.
That aside, it became very clear to me and to my
coalition colleagues that there is still much work to be
done in investigating this issue. With the information
and evidence before us, the coalition members felt a
further five-year moratorium on all onshore gas
exploration and production in Victoria was the best way
forward. I believe this is a sensible approach. This
proposition is also in line with the Victorian Farmers
Federation’s view on extending the moratorium to
2020.
When in government we put in place a moratorium. I
believe the Auditor-General’s report tabled in August
proved there is still a lot more work that needs to be
done around investigating water and land use. This
five-year moratorium would also permit further
investigation of other jurisdictions’ regulatory
frameworks, which could not be done properly this
time around, and also development of a world’s best
practice regulatory environment for Victoria.
Unfortunately our proposition was rejected.
My concern is that banning the unconventional gas
industry in Victoria does not address the onshore
conventional gas industry. Our proposed moratorium
covers a hold on granting exploration licences for all
types of onshore gas — tight, shale, coal seam and
conventional gas. Labor’s ban on unconventional gas
could potentially mean wells could pop up on
properties around the state in no time, and I do not
believe we are at the stage to let any onshore gas
activity go ahead as inherent risks such as aquifer
contamination are similar to those of mining
unconventional gas. Under no circumstances can we
put the health of our natural environment at risk,
because Victoria’s farming economy is critical to the
health of our state.
While it is disappointing that the committee could not
agree on recommending either a moratorium or a ban,
we still have to respond to our terms of reference, and
therefore the recommendations relating to any future
unconventional gas industry in Victoria stated in the
report are sensible. I thank the committee, the
secretariat and Hansard staff for their work.
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Standing Committee on the Economy and
Infrastructure: infrastructure projects
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I am
delighted to rise to speak on the First Report into
Infrastructure Projects, which was prepared by the
Standing Committee on the Economy and
Infrastructure. I thank all those who contributed to this
report, as I outlined on Tuesday. In addition I would
like to thank those who appeared before the committee
during public hearings for their time and effort. They
are Mr Scott Charlton, Mr Kevin Devlin, Mr Gary
Liddle, Mr John Merritt, Mr Evan Tattersall and
Mr Robert Vaughan. In addition I thank the Minister
for Public Transport, the Honourable Jacinta Allan for
her ongoing contribution and support.
The report is the first from the committee on this
inquiry. Reports will be released every six months on
the progress of the selected key infrastructure projects
in Victoria. These five projects include the level
crossing removal program, the western distributor, the
Melbourne Metro rail project, the sale or lease of the
port of Melbourne and the Melbourne Airport rail link.
The creation of infrastructure projects in Victoria
provides significant opportunities and benefits to the
state’s economy and the livelihoods of Victorians
across the state. Currently infrastructure projects
commenced by the Victorian government are worth
more than $49 billion. Following the last state election
the Labor government proudly announced the level
crossing removal program and, in addition to this, the
Melbourne Metro rail project and the western
distributor. All these important projects have been
designed to keep Victorians safer when using Victoria’s
roads and transport system and to get them to their
destinations sooner.
On completion of this first report, the projects
examined are still in their very early stages, with many
details yet to be finalised. Therefore the overall goal of
the committee during 2015 has been to focus on
identifying the government’s expectations of what
benefits the projects will deliver and how they will be
managed.
The five key infrastructure projects that the
committee’s report analysed are pivotal for Victoria.
The level crossing removal project was the result of the
government’s commitment to remove 50 of the state’s
worst level crossings. The government has undertaken
to remove 20 of these crossings by 2018, which will be
of significant benefit to motorists and all Victorians.
The western distributor is a key proposal by the
government to take traffic off the West Gate Bridge by
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providing an alternative route from the West Gate
Freeway to West Melbourne. The proposal includes a
tunnel and elevated motorway through Yarraville and
Footscray, which has been of considerable concern to
residents living in these areas.
I note that Transurban has indicated in the report that
the western distributor will nearly halve travel times for
trips to the city from the M80-West Gate Freeway
interchange during the morning peak and help wipe
15 minutes off trips to the city from Geelong and
Ballarat. It will take up to 50 per cent of trucks off local
roads in the inner west, improving livability.
The report also outlines plans for the Melbourne Metro
rail project, which involves building two 9-kilometre
rail tunnels from South Kensington to South Yarra,
travelling underneath Swanston Street in the CBD. The
tunnels will link the Sunbury line with the
Cranbourne-Pakenham line and allow for five new
stations at Arden, Parkville, CBD North, CBD South
and Domain.
The report did not look at the proposed lease of the port
of Melbourne, as another committee was considering
this matter in more detail at the same time. I wish the
committee all the best for its next report on these
innovative projects. I commend the report to the house.

Port of Melbourne Select Committee: port of
Melbourne lease
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise this evening to speak on the Legislative
Council Port of Melbourne Select Committee inquiry
report into the proposed lease of the port of Melbourne,
which was tabled in Parliament yesterday. This is a
very topical subject, and I have to say this report is an
excellent contribution by members of that committee. I
note that Mr Purcell is in the chamber, and I commend
him on the contribution he made, along with many
others, in particular the chair of the committee, Gordon
Rich-Phillips, who, from what I can gather, conducted a
thorough and well-thought-through inquiry process on
this important issue.
If you look at the Chairman’s foreword in the report,
you will see that it states:
The committee has considered a number of key elements of
the proposed lease, looking at the long-term interests of
Victoria, and the need to maximise flexibility and certainty
for Victorians.
…
The inability of government to provide certainty as to how
key provisions of the transaction will work, and the resulting
exposure for the state in the longer term is of concern.
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They are salient remarks, and they indicate the reason
why there is considerable discussion amongst the
government and the opposition in relation to the
proposed bill and getting a proper process for future
Victorians — not just our generation, but the
generations to come.
There are many elements of the port proposal that I am
particularly concerned about after having had time to
read the report. The port of Melbourne is in my
electorate of Southern Metropolitan Region, and I have
previously raised concerns in the house about the large
number of truck movements along Beach Road and
Beaconsfield Parade. After reading this report I am
particularly concerned at the projections of how big the
port will potentially be and the increase in traffic flows.
The considerable health, safety and environmental
effects from the truck movements alone are of concern.
I note the contributions by the many submitters. One of
the submitters who made their concerns known about
the environmental impacts in a number of areas was the
Association of Bayside Municipalities. The association
was particularly concerned about the dredging of the
bay. On page 45 of the report there is talk of the impact
of traffic around the port of Melbourne and also the
need for ongoing monitoring of the bay. But I would
like to draw attention to the environmental impacts,
because the report highlights that:
Between 2008 and 2009, PoMC undertook an almost
$1 billion infrastructure project to deepen channels in Port
Phillip Bay to allow access for larger container ships with
draughts from 11.6 metres to 14 metres. In addition to
deepening the channels, the project involved transporting and
disposing of dredged material to underwater storage sites,
upgrading shipping berths to accommodate larger vessels in
deeper water, upgrading, replacing and installing new
navigational aids and protecting utility tunnels, pipelines and
cables affected by the dredging activity and the movement of
larger cargo ships.

So if that happened back in 2008 and 2009 with the
ship movements that we are seeing today, just imagine
what will be required to cater for the larger ships of the
21st century — more movements and a greater size of
ships. I think that is a considerable concern, which I am
particularly concerned about, in relation to protecting
the amenity of our bay.
There are many other aspects I want to speak about in
relation to this report, but there is one element I would
like to go to finally, and I will speak to it further I am
sure in other contributions. I was disappointed to read
that members of the government had written in their
minority report regarding the compensation clause:
To provide bidders with absolutely no clarity or certainty in
relation to key aspects of sovereign risk could result in
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multiple bidders dropping out of the tendering process and
remaining bidders heavily discounting their bids.

I find that an extraordinary statement from this
government, which has sent ricochets right around
the world in relation to its conduct in ripping up the
east–west link contract and the concerns of
sovereign risk for future Victorian governments.

Auditor-General: Local Government — 2014–15
Audit Snapshot
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak to the Auditor-General’s report entitled Local
Government — 2014–15 Audit Snapshot. As a former
local government councillor I was pleased to see the
outcome of the snapshot report on the performance and
financial status of local councils across Victoria for the
year 2014–15.
According to the report, the sector generated a net
surplus of more than $900 million annually in each of
the past five financial years. The sector’s net surplus
was $1.5 billion in 2014–15 and $923.6 million in
2013–14. The increase was partly driven by the
advance payments of $269.8 million of commonwealth
grants in 2014–15.
There appears to be a degree of underspending in the
capital works area and a reluctance to financially
maintain existing assets by some local councils. But to
my mind it seems mean or carping to excessively
criticise the overview result of the audit, given the
apparent financial good health of local councils overall.
However, notwithstanding their current economic
viability, ongoing improvements should be made to
strengthen the framework around risk identification,
management, monitoring and reporting.
If assets are not maintained, they will very quickly
subsume the savings made at the outset and in the long
run they will be more costly to replace than to regularly
maintain. There is still some work to be done by a
number of councils in line with the new reporting
mechanisms established this year to highlight possible
risks encountered by low maintenance and management
of infrastructure assets over time. Local councils must
face the challenge of meeting the higher costs of
maintaining their assets, because with the introduction
of rate capping in 2016–17 they will need to have a
sound practical strategy in place to meet the growing
needs of residents and ratepayers.
The Auditor-General has made a couple of
recommendations, which are, as always, worthy of
support and implementation. They are to, firstly,
actively manage and monitor their rate of capital and
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renewal spending to at least meet the consumption rate
of their assets, and secondly, annually review their
landfill sites for remediation and after-care costs and
recognise a liability in accordance with the accounting
standards.
I thank the Victorian Auditor-General’s Office for its
interesting and well-written report.

Department of Economic Development, Jobs,
Transport and Resources: report 2014–15
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I rise to speak
tonight on the annual report 2014–15 of the Department
of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources, and particularly about the transport part of
this department. In the report, in volume 1 — it is a
three-volume report — on page 9 it says:
Transport — plans and coordinates the state’s transport
system, including leading strategic policy development and
transport reform, integrating network planning, overseeing
transport regulation and safety, and coordinating the delivery
of transport infrastructure projects.

I have a few infrastructure projects that the department
might actually be interested in. Everybody in the house
is probably well aware that we have a number of
problems on the Shepparton line, and I will go into
some of those, particularly in relation to Shepparton, in
a minute. First of all I would like to talk about a
constituent who contacted me this week. She was very
unhappy about the state of the service that she had
experienced during the rail portion of a return trip from
Cobram to Melbourne. She is also concerned about the
lack of direct passenger rail services from Cobram to
Melbourne and back.
This constituent actually said that while she and her
four travelling companions reserved seats for the return
leg of their journey, there were no seats that were
physically reserved for them. She also advised that
there was no overhead luggage rack, no buffet car and
that it was a slow, rough and noisy journey overall.
Essentially she felt that the standard of the service was
not suitable for a long journey. This is not something
new; this is something that everyone who travels on the
Shepparton train says. Of course if you are on that train
going to Cobram, when you get to Shepparton you need
to transfer to a coach service. In her own words, she
said:
When compared to the services on Bendigo and Gippsland
lines, we are very much given a second-rate service.

The people of Numurkah and Cobram, as I said, would
like to see a direct rail service extended from
Shepparton to Cobram rather than a rail service to
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Shepparton which then transfers to a coach service to
Numurkah and Cobram. That is one project that the
department could look at — a service to Shepparton
that travels on through Numurkah to Cobram, giving
the people of Numurkah and Cobram a direct rail
service — but the rail services between Shepparton and
Melbourne are appalling. We have virtually no service.
An email that I received last night at 11.29 p.m. states:
When are they going to do something about our trains? I
travelled last Wednesday on the 6.30 a.m. train to Melbourne.
It was hot on the train, and when the train started up the
heater/aircon come on and all we could smell was dust. I was
unwell all day with a headache. This carriage was dirty, and
when we got past Seymour, people were standing in the
unreserved carriage coming home on the 6.20 p.m. Once the
tickets were checked we did not even see the conductor. In
the unreserved carriage there were young teenagers jumping
over seat to seat. There was no-one around to stop them. If
these children were on drugs (ice) they may have been mad.
Who was around to help passengers if they were on drugs?
Where is the security on the train …

That was from another constituent. We know that the
services between Shepparton and Melbourne are
appalling and filthy, the carriages are old and need to be
improved. Our service needs to improve, and we need
additional services. The Sunbury and Diggers Rest
communities had an additional 80 train services
announced for them by this government, but the
Shepparton service consists of only four trains daily
from Shepparton to Melbourne, three return from
Melbourne to Shepparton and two return services on
Saturdays and Sundays. We are very much the poor
relation when it comes to rail services. As I said, the
trains are antiquated and slow.
We also need additional bus services in Shepparton.
Public transport in Shepparton is a disgrace. There has
already been a review of the Shepparton line. The
government should get on with delivering some of the
outcomes of that review. We have seen a number of
outcomes announced for other areas. I have spoken
about the outcome for the Sunbury and Diggers Rest
communities. A bigger, better bus service for Bendigo
was recently announced, but in Shepparton we cannot
even get buses on Sundays or Saturday afternoons, so
Shepparton is being treated unfairly by the Andrews
government. We would very much like to see some
investment in rail services for Shepparton and also
public transport services. The Cobram and Numurkah
communities would like to see investment in services
for them.

5495

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

Prescription monitoring
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment contribution tonight is for the attention of
the Minister for Health, and the action that I seek is that
she commit to and implement a comprehensive
real-time prescription monitoring system as soon as
possible. There are some key elements of what a
comprehensive scheme would look like, which I will go
through, and that is what we need to have implemented.
This is an issue that the coroner has repeatedly raised in
association with many deaths. Real-time prescription
monitoring can save lives. In 2014 the Coroners Court
investigated 384 overdose deaths, 82 per cent of which
involved prescription medicine. More Victorians are
dying from prescription drug overdoses each year than
on the state’s roads. It is a dramatic number and needs
action.
What does a comprehensive scheme look like? The
elements have to include that it is real time so that the
pharmacists and the doctors can get real-time,
up-to-date data. It needs to be a compulsory scheme so
that everyone is involved, and it needs to include all
drugs of addiction, not just the schedule 8 drugs. It
needs to integrate all prescribing and dispensing
systems, and it needs to make sure that all doctors and
pharmacists are engaged. They need to be able to use
the system seamlessly. The scheme needs to allow for
the legitimate use of analgesics by specific consumers
such as those who are receiving palliative care. We
need to make sure that the rollout has appropriate
training and also referral pathways for patients and
individuals who are identified as part of the scheme.
In the lead-up to the last election the coalition
committed nearly $7 million to the rollout of real-time
prescription monitoring, and we heard nothing from the
Labor Party. But we did get $300 000 in the budget this
year for planning. Consultations are underway, and
stakeholders are very concerned that the scheme will
not be comprehensive. Particularly they are concerned
that it will be restricted to schedule 8 drugs only and
will not include all drugs of dependence. Some
schedule 4 and schedule 3 medicines play a very
significant part in drug misuse and overdose deaths,
such as benzodiazepines and over-the-counter codeine.
Secondly, stakeholders are very concerned that the
scheme will not be integrated in terms of the
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prescribing and dispensing, the involvement of doctors
and pharmacists, and also the IT platforms that are
used.
I have a letter from Ben Marchant, who is the Victorian
branch president of the Pharmaceutical Society of
Australia. It says:
Through the consultation meetings we were led to believe that
the above issues were already set in stone and as such are
non-negotiable. If this is the case the proposed system will not
be of any real value to doctors and pharmacists but another
administrative process that brings no improvement in patient
care or public safety.

I advise the minister that these concerns are real and
concern the lives of the individuals we are talking
about. I ask the minister to help stop this epidemic, stop
the suffering and stop the loss. We need a
comprehensive real-time prescription monitoring
scheme up and running as soon as possible, and I ask
the minister to make the commitment to deliver that
scheme for Victorian families.

Eastern Health MRI licence
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Health, and it regards the federal licensing for an MRI
machine which is currently underway for the premises
being built at Maroondah Hospital. I had a discussion
with the leaders of Eastern Health recently about what
the licensing means to its MRI service when it is up and
running as far as Medicare entitlements are concerned.
This is a very important provision that Eastern Health
needs. Currently it has patients who are sometimes kept
in hospital a day longer while they are waiting for
appointments at a private MRI facility, because of the
wait as far as the Medicare rebate goes.
The action I seek from the minister is that she lobby her
federal counterpart when a round of licences are
released — early next year is our understanding — and
engage with her federal counterpart so that the federal
process would look kindly on the application by
Eastern Health for a licence for this important piece of
equipment. That would be much appreciated.

Yarrawonga ambulance services
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Health, and it
is regarding the Yarrawonga District Hospital’s
ambulance patient intake policy and the availability of
ambulance services in Yarrawonga. I have recently
been advised that the Yarrawonga hospital has a
permanent policy not to take patients who present by
ambulance between 11.00 p.m. and 7.00 a.m. daily. My
request of the minister is that she either provide
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increased service capacity for the Yarrawonga hospital
to be able to take patients who present by ambulance
between 11.00 p.m. and 7.00 a.m. daily or provide an
additional Yarrawonga-based ambulance crew to
service the Yarrawonga district overnight.
Concerns have been raised with me that between the
hours of 11.00 p.m. and 7.00 a.m. ambulance patients in
Yarrawonga must be transported to Wangaratta
hospital — approximately 40 minutes away — because
the Yarrawonga hospital will not take patients
presenting by ambulance between these hours.
However, patients who present at the Yarrawonga
hospital independent of ambulances during these hours
are treated at the hospital.
The Yarrawonga ambulance service is comprised of
two day crews and one on-call crew on the night shift.
The presence of only one night shift crew means that if
the Yarrawonga paramedics need to transfer a patient to
Wangaratta, Yarrawonga is left without quick-response
local ambulance coverage and backup crews need to be
called from Cobram about 25 minutes away, Numurkah
about 45 minutes away or Wangaratta about 40 minutes
away. Requiring neighbouring services to provide
backup support for Yarrawonga puts additional
pressure on the ambulance services of these townships,
as well as leaving these communities with an
ambulance shortage themselves.
The problem is further complicated because of the
Yarrawonga night shift being an on-call crew.
Paramedics may have worked during the day and have
then taken the ambulance home for an on-call shift.
This can mean that a couple of call-outs lead to the
crew being unavailable due to fatigue. This is again
placing additional pressure on the Cobram, Numurkah
and Wangaratta services, as they are required to back
up more often in Yarrawonga.
This issue is likely to increase over the coming holiday
period, as thousands of holiday-makers head to country
Victoria and the Murray River townships to enjoy the
summer, particularly water activities on the Murray
River and Yarrawonga Weir. Not only will Yarrawonga
be busier, but all the services that support gaps in
Yarrawonga will be struggling to cope with their own
additional workloads, let alone the backup in
Yarrawonga. This will add further pressure on already
stretched hospital and ambulance services.
My request of the minister is that she either provide
increased service capacity for the Yarrawonga hospital
to be able to take patients who present by ambulance
between 11.00 p.m. and 7.00 a.m. daily or provide an
additional Yarrawonga-based ambulance crew to
service the Yarrawonga district overnight.
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Port Campbell bus services
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport. The action I request is that she commit to
extending the Camperdown–Timboon bus service to
Port Campbell. Buses are an essential service for small
towns in regional Victoria. For long-suffering residents,
if bus services exist at all they are the only form of
public transport available. Buses also provide access to
jobs and education and develop stronger and more
interconnected communities. Buses are also vital for
football and netball clubs, surf lifesaving clubs, country
women’s associations, men’s sheds and other arts,
cultural, sporting and social organisations.
Port Campbell is a small township of about 700 people
and is between Warrnambool and Cape Otway.
Currently to get from Port Campbell to Colac, Geelong
or Melbourne, residents must travel 65 kilometres west
to Warrnambool, alight and connect with services
travelling east. There is a northward bus service, but
this stops at Timboon, only 17 kilometres from Port
Campbell. Extending this bus service would save Port
Campbell residents up to 2 hours on their travel time to
Melbourne.
After a community campaign to extend the bus
network, Public Transport Victoria committed to the
extension. However, according to reports in the
Warrnambool Standard, Public Transport Victoria
has now reversed its support for the proposal. Port
Campbell residents demand that this service be
extended. I call on the Minister for Public Transport
to commit to this small extension to the
Camperdown–Timboon bus service.

Dan Murphy’s
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Consumer
Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation, and the action
I seek is an immediate investigation of the current sales
practice of Christmas gift vouchers by Dan Murphy’s to
see if it meets the consumer protection test.
It would seem we now have another Dodgy Dan in
Victoria — Dodgy Dan Murphy’s — which promises
gifts but delivers spin. Dan Murphy’s sent me an email
congratulating me on being hand-picked to be in the
running to win a $500 gift card. All I had to do was
answer three questions, and it would send the gift card
to me. I duly complied like a mug punter, only to find
that just allowed me to enter to win the card. I then had
to ring a number to get a pin number to answer some
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simple questions. Realising I had been set up, I thought
I would continue on to see where it all ends up.
I was asked a question, so I answered it, only to be told,
‘Just one more’. There was another question, which I
answered — ‘Nearly there!’. This was followed by
another question, which I answered — ‘Just a few
more!’. This went on for approximately 15 minutes,
during which I answered approximately 32 questions.
It was at this time that I smelt a rat and decided to
search through the small print to see who was to be the
beneficiary of this scam. Surprise, surprise! There in the
small print was information that in order for you to be
successful you had to answer 100 questions
consecutively and successfully. Only then would you
be in the mix for a gift. The real rub was that the call
was being charged at $3.40 per minute by a telco
carrier.
It took me 15 minutes to answer 32 questions, so
100 successful answers could take over 45 minutes at a
cost to the consumer of $153, with no guarantee of
success. It was at this time that I bailed out and decided
to use this contribution to warn others. The winner is
Dan Murphy’s and the telco; the loser is the customer.
Happy Christmas, Dan Murphy’s. I hope you get your
just deserts for this Christmas scam.

Level crossings
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter today is for the Minister for Public
Transport. Last week the government announced that it
has fast-tracked the removal of four dangerous level
crossings in Victoria: one on the Melton Highway in
Sydenham and others in Dandenong South, Lyndhurst
and Williamstown North. Our government gave a
commitment to the Victorian people at the last election
to remove 50 of the state’s worst level crossings. This
announcement is just another example of the
government understanding the urgency of this and
getting on with it. The announcement of these
additional four crossing removals means that by the
2018 election a total of 20 crossings will have been
removed, with a further 11 under construction, making
us well on the way to removing all 50 by 2022.
I am personally very pleased that the government has
escalated the removal of the Melton Highway level
crossing as my office has received numerous
complaints about the gridlock on Melton Highway
during peak times. There have also been complaints of
gridlock on weekends, when families are trying to take
their children to local sporting activities or to access
Watergardens, the local shopping precinct. The removal
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of this crossing not only is pivotal to enhancing the
safety of pedestrians but also will address future growth
within the area in coming years.
It is expected that an additional 30 000 dwellings will
be built within the area. Without this upgrade, safety
and congestion will only get worse. Level crossings in
the west have been holding back residents for years.
Finally, within the first year of this Labor government
construction has begun on the Furlong Road and
St Albans level crossings, both of which have proven to
be deadly in the past. Now the Melton Highway can be
added to this list. I ask the minister when the
construction on the Melton Highway level crossing will
commence and when the removal of the crossing is
expected to be completed.

Drug driving
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Police. As
the community and all members in this place know, the
issue of taking illicit drugs is a major concern in our
community. In particular I think the community is
rightly concerned about the impact of ice. This flows
through to people who are drug driving, or driving
while impaired by or under the effect of illicit drugs.
This has been unfortunately demonstrated through the
road toll and the amount of road trauma being caused
by those who are affected by drugs while driving. I
have raised this issue before in this place through a
90-second statement. This evening I raise the issue of
the level of drug driver testing for the attention of the
Minister for Police by way of my adjournment matter.
By way of background, as Minister Noonan would be
aware, in the 2014–15 budget the former government
increased funding to raise the number of drivers tested
for drugs from 42 000 to 100 000 per annum. I
understand on advice from Victoria Police that this
target has been achieved, which is very good news. I
congratulate Victoria Police on achieving that
significant expansion.
However, I have had feedback in recent times from
members of Victoria Police and members of the
community more broadly as I have travelled around
Victoria about only highway patrol officers being able
to undertake drug-driving tests. Drug users —
particularly drug users in regional areas, where no
highway patrol may be specifically located — know
that ordinary police members are unable to conduct
drug tests and that therefore they may be able to get
away with drug driving.
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Whilst the increase to 100 000 tests per year has been a
significant advance, with the impact drug drivers are
having on road trauma in Victoria it is time for the
government to take it to the next level and increase the
number of sworn members who can perform these tests.
The number of tests conducted annually also needs to
be increased. The action I seek from the minister is that
he provide the necessary resources to Victoria Police to
enable that to occur.

V/Line wi-fi provision
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — It is great that
you are in the chair as an independent member, Acting
President Ramsay, because my adjournment matter
follows on from a matter that both you and Mr Morris
raised in the adjournment debate last night. It aims to
address the rot peddled in those contributions in relation
to wi-fi and black spots.
It is the case that the coalition government made a
commitment to remove black spots and introduce wi-fi
on V/Locity trains — which represents only 75 per cent
of passenger trips. The vast majority of passenger rail
services in my electorate are not V/Locity services. But
as it turns out this so-called commitment was a hoax. It
was no more than a thought bubble. There was no
business case. It was a number plucked from the air put
against a promise that of course sounds appealing.
Further, this empty promise could not have been
implemented by relying on the federal government’s
mobile black spot program, under which rail corridors
are not eligible for black spot funding.
While I know the opposition wants it to be so, it is not
possible to deliver both a good wi-fi service and mobile
coverage with the $40 million set aside by the previous
government. I am not sure if anyone has explained to
Mr Ramsay, Mr Morris and others that the coalition
would not have been able to deliver what it said it
would. If not, it would be appropriate — —
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, Acting
President, Ms Symes is delivering a setpiece speech
critiquing the opposition. That is not the purpose of the
adjournment debate. The purpose of the adjournment is
to allow members to raise matters for the attention of
particular ministers.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! Before Mr Dalidakis speaks on the point of
order, I ask Ms Symes if she called for an action at the
beginning of her speech.
Ms SYMES — No.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) — I
ask if she is seeking an action from the minister.
Ms SYMES — Of course.
Mr Dalidakis — On the point of order, Acting
President, it is somewhat churlish of Mr O’Donohue to
talk about reading a set speech. The President in his
rulings has previously said that in relation to short,
timed speeches, such as adjournment matters and
members statements, he will allow members to read
from a prepared statement. Furthermore, the member
has indicated that she is in fact calling for the action of
a minister. Just like Mr O’Donohue, she wishes to
provide a fair degree of information — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! We do not want a debate. I confirm that the
President has in the past called members out on set
speeches. The President has also raised concerns about
members raising adjournment matters where they
criticise other political parties. The adjournment debate
is for members to seek an action from a minister, not to
criticise either the opposition or the government of the
day. Ms Symes has been critical of contributions from
other members in this chamber. The adjournment
debate is here for her to seek action from a minister on
a particular issue. I ask Ms Symes to confine her
contribution to seeking an action from a minister in
relation to a particular matter she wishes to have
addressed.
Ms SYMES — On the point of order, Acting
President, in relation to referring to comments made by
other members of this chamber, that is the pivotal point
of the adjournment matter I am raising. It is directly
relevant to the action I am seeking, because my
adjournment matter is about addressing misinformation.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! We will hear the context.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I have already made a ruling in relation to this. I
am going to allow Ms Symes to finish. If I find that she
has breached my ruling, I will refer it to the President.
Ms SYMES — Picking up where I left off, the
Andrews government came to office and after receiving
expert analysis was advised that mobile coverage for all
passengers on all train services is an affordable and
superior policy outcome, far more superior than
something that cannot be delivered, which is what those
opposite said that they would deliver. Last night we
were asked where the $40 million is going. I can say
that $21 million in funding is going towards 120 mobile
towers across Victoria to reduce black spots.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Ms SYMES — I am getting accurate information on
the record for my constituents. The minister also
recently announced that $18 million will go to fix
mobile black spots along our rail corridors. Due to the
misinformation from the Liberals and The Nationals, it
is important that the minister visit my electorate. I
would specifically like him to come to Seymour station
and explain to my constituents the reality of Labor’s
regional rail connectivity project and dispel the myths
that opposition members here and in the other chamber
are spreading as misinformation.

Autism services
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter for the Minister for Education, and it concerns
some major worries that I have about education funding
for children with autism in the western suburbs of
Melbourne. It has been brought to my attention that
there have been some significant funding cuts at the
Western Autistic School, resulting in a subsequent
increase in costs for certain educational services.
One letter has been brought to my attention. It reads:

Ms SYMES — As I was explaining in relation to
the comments that have been made and the
misinformation that is out there, it is important for those
opposite to avail themselves of a briefing from
Mr Dalidakis, so that they are clear on the facts. If they
are clear on the facts and they continue to deceive — —
Ms Lovell — On a point of order, Acting President,
the adjournment debate is about a member raising an
issue in their electorate and seeking that a minister take
action on that issue. It is not about attacking opposition
members for contributions they made last night and
asking the minister to brief opposition members, which
is where this is heading.

My son William amongst many other high-functioning
children attend programs run by the Western Autistic School
at both the Niddrie and Laverton campuses. Parents have
recently been informed that due to funding the Tuesday arts
program is being cut completely. This program offers
children a break from mainstream school as well as supports
their learning, socially and within the community. It facilitates
and supports the children in learning how to function in the
community by doing some shopping, borrowing books from
the library and so on. The children also participate in cooking,
art, learning social skills as well as getting a much-needed
break from mainstream school (a lot of these children receive
no funding and so rely on this break). There is no fee for the
arts program. On Saturdays the school runs a social skills
program for three different age groups. The parents have just
been informed that there will be a fee increase from $40 per
term to $211 per term.
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Under any circumstances one can see that the rise in
fees is way beyond the CPI. I am also hearing stories of
cuts with regard to the Jennings Street Autism School
in Laverton. This is a very disturbing thing indeed.
Labor has a very sad track record with autistic
education in the western suburbs, and I ask the minister
to address these cuts to ensure that children do not miss
out on these much-needed programs. I am sure — at
least I am hopeful — that the minister will be aware
that these social programs in particular are crucially
important for children with autism. They very much
shape their future and how they will cope with life. I
ask the minister to investigate the matters that I have
raised and restore the funding that has been cut from
these areas.
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destruction of the trees and vegetation by introducing a
robust vegetation protection overlay on the site. This
will protect local bird populations as well as thousands
of trees which, if the action is not taken, will be
removed. Having looked at some of the plans, it is
certainly evident that all bar a handful of trees would be
removed, and this is following years of planting trees
by the golf course and by the community.
The Kingswood Golf Club is a haven. It would be an
absolute devastation to see it subjected to medium and
high-density housing. Dingley Village does not have
the infrastructure — and certainly no school
capacity — to absorb at least 1000 additional houses,
which has been advertised as the target by the
developers.

Kingswood Golf Club site

North Road, Ormond, level crossing

Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The matter that I wish to raise is for the attention of the
Minister for Planning and is in relation to matters that
have been raised with me again by Save Kingswood
Golf Course, a cross-party community group of
residents in Dingley Village. The residents are
concerned about the purchase of the Kingswood Golf
Course by ISPT for the sum of $125 million, obviously
in anticipation of a great return if the government is
able to rezone it, no doubt, for medium and
high-density housing. The value of the golf course is
worth nowhere near that in terms of a financial return.
However, its value as open space needs to be addressed,
particularly some of the environmental issues of
concern. According to the ISPT board web page:

Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the attention of
the Minister for Public Transport. I have raised
previously in the house a number of issues that have
been of concern to local residents and traders in relation
to the removal of the North Road level crossing in
Ormond. I know that the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade, who is in the house this evening,
is well aware of the issue I am speaking about. Again it
concerns the proposed lift in Cadby Avenue.

The ISPT board is responsible for providing strategic
leadership to the business which delivers value to our
investors.

Of course the local community is concerned about the
loss of precious environmental values. For example,
there are thousands of trees that have been planted over
a long period along the golf course, and they attract
literally thousands of birds. The ISPT board held an
information session, promoting the removal of the
Kingswood Golf Course’s special use zone to be
replaced by a residential zone. As part of this proposal
it is the ambition of the developers to remove thousands
of trees on site, effectively devastating the
environmental value of this precious asset, which is
located in the heart of Dingley Village and is within
25 kilometres of the Melbourne CBD.
Given that such an action will destroy and displace
local bird populations, for which Dingley Village is
known, I am calling on the Minister for Planning to
work with the Kingston City Council to prevent the

Traders and others have approached the member for
Bentleigh in the Legislative Assembly, Mr Staikos, to
say they are quite unhappy with the way the
consultation process has been undertaken; it appears
that it has been rushed through. It seems from the plans
for this particular item that the lift I am referring to is an
access point to platform 3 on the station. Due to the
location of the lift, extensive changes have been made
to Cadby Avenue whereby parking has been
permanently removed and the street is now a one-way
street, coming from the east and entering North Road,
with no capacity for parking at all.
The lack of parking for traders, who once relied on the
ability of their customers to park in Cadby Avenue,
walk around the corner and undertake their business, is
of enormous concern. Not only is that access point a
concern but there is also a safety issue around it, being
the only point of access to platform 3. According to the
plan there is no stairwell near the lift, nor anywhere
close by.
The action I seek from the minister is that she
immediately ask the level crossing authority to review
the plans to see if there is a need for a lift at this
particular point, because it is clearly causing a range of
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issues for traders who are concerned about their
ongoing ability to operate their businesses and who feel
their futures are at risk. If the lift is going ahead, could
the level crossing authority provide assurances that in
the event of an emergency there is an ability for
commuters to easily evacuate that area of the platform
to a safe area on the street?

Ouyen recreational lake
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water; however, it may also come under
the portfolio of the Minister for Sport. It has to do with
the Ouyen lake. Ouyen has been without a lake for
many years, and over the last 10 or so years Ouyen Inc.,
a self-led group of leaders within the community, has
been pushing to turn the old water storage into a
recreational lake.
Many stakeholders have been very supportive of this
project along the way. The Grampians Wimmera
Mallee Water Corporation has been fully supportive.
Together with all of the allocations of water in the
northern Mallee region it has allocated the amount that
is going to be required to keep topping up the
recreational lake through the various pipelines. The
pipeline has already been connected to the lake, and
that is a major part of the cost.
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give this community the resources it needs so that it
will end up with a recreational lake on the edge of the
town that will transform the town of Ouyen. We need
the minister to go to that meeting on 22 December or
send her representative.

Responses
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — In the adjournment debate
tonight Ms Wooldridge had an item for the Minister for
Health in relation to real-time health data, Mr Leane for
the Minister for Health in relation to federal magnetic
resonance imaging licensing and Ms Lovell for the
Minister for Health regarding ambulance policy for
Yarrawonga. Ms Dunn had a matter for the Minister for
Public Transport concerning buses between
Camperdown and Timboon; Mr Ramsay for the
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor
Regulation regarding Dan Murphy’s gift cards;
Mr Eideh for the Minister for Public Transport in
relation to the Melton level crossing; and
Mr O’Donohue for the Minister for Police regarding
drug driver testing.
Ms Symes had a matter for me, and I am happy to
discharge this adjournment matter by agreeing to work
with the member to find a time to visit the train station
at Seymour as requested. Mr Finn had a matter for the
Minister for Education regarding funding for children
with autism; Mrs Peulich for the Minister for Planning
in relation to the Kingswood Golf Club; Ms Crozier for
the Minister for Public Transport, opposing a lift for
disabled and mobility-affected individuals at the North
Road level crossing; and Mr Drum in relation to the
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
regarding Ouyen lake.

The coalition government invested $500 000 through
the Putting Locals First program — matched by local
contributions — to work with the community to
increase the facilities and amenities around the lake so
that once there is water in the lake they would be able
to provide the shelters, the barbeques and all the other
facilities that are needed. There is going to be a meeting
in Ouyen on 22 December where Ouyen Inc. or the
management associated with the lake project are going
to outline to the locals what the lie of the land currently
is. This is because a great deal of work has already been
done by locals in relation to resourcing and financing,
and other groups such as the council, the City of
Mildura, are right behind this project as well. This is a
once-in-a-lifetime opportunity for the government to
get behind this project. It is a transformational project,
and doing it in a town such as Ouyen that has such a
rich history is very important.

Mr DALIDAKIS — I am happy for Hansard to
reflect that change.

The asbestos that was present in the dam walls to the
north has been removed, and that is all ready to go. A
philanthropic engineering excavation company was
going to do a large part of this work for only cost
recovery, but apparently it is no longer in a position to
be able to do that work. Therefore there is going to be a
need for the government to get behind this project and

Mr Drum — On a point of order, President, I ask
the minister to look at my adjournment matter to see
whether it is best suited to the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water, the Minister
for Sport or the Minister for Regional Development. It
is an interesting project to create a recreational lake in a
dam that does not actually work at the moment.

Ms Wooldridge — On a point of order, Acting
President, can I just clarify the wording used by the
minister when referring to my adjournment item. The
correct term is ‘real-time prescription monitoring’,
which is quite different from ‘real-time health data’,
which was the subject of a bill introduced in the lower
house.
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Mr DALIDAKIS — What I am happy to indicate is
that, should the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water not to be the appropriate minister, I
will forward it to the appropriate minister at that point.
I have written responses to adjournment debate matters
raised by Mr Purcell on 16 September, Mr Drum on
10 November, Mr Eideh on 11 November, Mr Davis on
24 November and, finally, Mr Eideh on 26 November.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I want to comment on
some toing and froing in the house when Mr Ramsay
was in the chair. I think his action was appropriate in
terms of listening to a complete adjournment matter in
that circumstance, rather than entertaining points of
order that might have truncated the matter. Ms Symes
put a valid proposition to the minister in terms of
seeking an action. I indicate, though, that there were
elements in Ms Symes’s contribution that arguably
were debate. It is clearly fair for a member to reflect on
information that is perhaps in the public domain that
they do not believe is accurate, and in Ms Symes’s case
I think she was trying to seek greater clarity on some of
the information that is in the marketplace that other
members had referred to. In my view that is allowable
in the adjournment debate, but not to the extent that it
actually becomes debate.
The adjournment debate is a misnamed debate in some
ways, because it is about seeking an action from a
minister, usually with regard to an issue within a
member’s electorate or more broadly in Victoria,
particularly for those who have shadow portfolios, so it
is not a debate as such. Members will be aware that I
often indicate that I do not want to hear setpiece
speeches that are basically press releases, already
prepared, that at the end just have a tag to legitimise a
press release. In the same context, perhaps if Ms Symes
were to revisit the matter, she might well deliver it a
little differently. It did move into an area of debate,
although I appreciate that she was giving context for the
action she sought.
On that basis, the house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.31 p.m.
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WRITTEN RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Responses are incorporated in the form provided to Hansard

Lost Dogs Home
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:
RESPONSE:

Ms Pennicuik
Minister for Agriculture
8 December 2015

Earlier this year my department issued me with a report on an investigation undertaken in January 2015 into the
compliance of all Lost Dogs Home facilities with the mandatory Code of practice for the management of dogs and
cats in shelters and pounds Revision 1. The report indicated several non-compliances with Lost Dogs Home
facilities at North Melbourne, Cranbourne and Echuca.
Each facility was issued with an independent work plan of actions required to correct non- compliances in
conjunction with the registering local government authority. The Lost Dogs Home agreed to all work plans and put
in place interim animal welfare measures to ameliorate concerns where facilities upgrades were required.
Department officers have audited the Lost Dogs Home at North Melbourne twice since February 2015. The most
recent audit was conducted on 11 November 2015.
I received formal advice this week that, to date, the Lost Dogs Home have completed all tasks to correct minor noncompliances under the work plan. I understand that work on major structural upgrades, such as resealing flooring in
dog pens and fixing drainage issues, is expected to be completed in early in 2016.
The department is next scheduled to audit the facilities in March 2016, with an estimated final inspection in
September of 2016.
Concerns or complaints about the conduct of veterinary practitioners, including the appropriate use of sedatives, are
most appropriately directed to the Veterinary Practitioners Registration Board of Victoria.
The Veterinary Practitioners Registration Board of Victoria provides registration of veterinary practitioners and
conducts investigations into the professional conduct and fitness to practise of registered veterinary practitioners.
The mission of the Board is to ensure access to veterinary services of an appropriate standard, delivered by
veterinary practitioners acting in accordance with appropriate standards of professional conduct through the
effective and efficient administration of the Veterinary Practice Act 1997.

VicForests
Question asked by:
Ms Dunn
Directed to:
Minister for Agriculture
Asked on:
8 December 2015
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
VicForests Annual Report and Financial Statements are fully compliant with the relevant legislation, Treasury
directions and Australian Accounting Standards. The Acting Victorian Auditor-General found that VicForests'
2014-15 financial report was compliant with these strict standards. Under these strict accounting conditions
VicForests is not required to report on carbon or water values.
The question suggests that VicForests' timber harvesting activities result only in losses in environmental values.
However, VicForests harvesting activities are not deforestation or permanent land clearing. VicForests is obliged to
regenerate all areas that it harvests to the original forest cover. VicForests obligation to regenerate harvested areas
is independently audited and publicly reported.
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Harvested timber is converted to products that provide for the long-term storage of carbon. Their replacement,
regeneration forests, rapidly absorb carbon from the atmosphere. Mature and old growth forests store substantial
amounts of carbon but there remains the ever present risk to all forests from bushfires.
Two significant United Nations bodies, the Food and Agriculture Organisation and the Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change have investigated the role of sustainable forest management and carbon. Both are of the view that
sustainable forest management for wood products may actually be one of the most effective ways to sustainable
offset carbon emissions.

Fonterra
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:
RESPONSE:

Mr Drum
Minister for Regional Development
8 December 2015

The Andrews Labor Government has attracted and secured a $120 million investment by one of the world's leading
dairy producers and manufacturers. The Government has worked closely with Fonterra Australia to attract and
facilitate the investment, securing the overall project.
Fonterra will expand its major cheese manufacturing facility, safeguarding 120 existing jobs and generating an
additional 30 jobs. The expansion project is a major vote of confidence in regional Victoria and its booming dairy
industry.
It will also bring additional economic benefits with some 75 construction jobs during the 18 month building and
commissioning phases, representing $10 million in wages and salaries.
Through the $500 million Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund, Labor is supporting projects across regional and
rural Victoria that will build critical infrastructure, create jobs, invest in communities and support new and
emerging industries.
In providing financial assistance to attract investment to Victoria, the Government works on the principles of
securing projects for the least cost, and demonstrating value for money for the State based on the economic
outcomes that a project produces.
The extent of Government support for individual projects remains confidential to ensure expectations or
benchmarks are not set for government investments. This is critical to maximising the level of private investment in
projects that might receive government support.
This is a process that has been followed by both the current and former government.
The Member will note grants awarded by the former Liberal-Nationals Government to Australian Paper
(announced by former Minister for Regional and Rural Development, The Hon. Peter Ryan MLA, in October
2012); Cotton On (announced by former Premier, The Hon. Ted Baillieu MLA, in November 2012); GrainCorp
(announced by former Minister for State Development, The Hon. Peter Ryan MLA, in February 2014); and
Commonwealth Serum Laboratories (announced by former Premier, The Hon. Dr Denis Napthine MLA, in
October 2014). These grants were all confidential and the contribution by the State was and remains undisclosed.
I hope that the Member would support this major investment which increases the economic viability of Stanhope
and the associated dairy farming sector into the future.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I thought it was
important not to let one of the events of this week go
past without a mention, and that is that Ms Patten, a
member of this house, was a finalist in Fairfax Media’s
Daily Life Woman of the Year award. As there was
only a winner named, we must presume that she was
the runner-up. The winner was Gillian Triggs — —
Mr Finn interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I was fairly confident
that Mr Finn would have a view on that. At any rate, we
congratulate Gillian Triggs on that commendation by
the media. It was a very strong field of leading women
in Australia, and Ms Patten being represented as one of
the finalists was something she can be very proud of,
and the house commends her for that.

UPHOLDING AUSTRALIAN VALUES
(PROTECTING OUR FLAGS) BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) introduced a bill
for an act to provide for the upholding of Australian
values by protecting certain Australian flags and for
other purposes.
Read first time.

CHILDREN’S COURT OF VICTORIA
Report 2014–15
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and Skills)
presented report by command of the Governor.
Laid on table.

STANDING COMMITTEE ON LEGAL AND
SOCIAL ISSUES
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Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

In doing so, I thank the staff of the Standing Committee
on Legal and Social Issues, particularly the secretary,
Lillian Topic, the research assistant, Annemarie Burt,
and perhaps more generally all the Council staff who
have helped us this year to deal with the large and
difficult inquiries undertaken by Council committees. I
place on the record my thanks to the hardworking staff
of the Legislative Council committees for their work,
not only on this inquiry but also the end-of-life choices
inquiry the committee is currently undertaking and all
the other inquiries Council committees are doing.
I also thank the members of the committee: the deputy
chair, Ms Springle; Ms Fitzherbert; Mr Melhem;
Mr Mulino; Ms Patten; Mrs Peulich; Ms Symes; and
the Honourable Gordon Rich-Phillips, who has been a
participating member for this inquiry.
When a change of government occurs, a new
government may examine the structures of government
and seek to change with the intention of better aligning
the departmental structures and the structures of
government with the policy imperatives and choices of
the new government. It is also an opportunity to refresh
and update the structures of government, which is what
the Andrews government did. What is challenging for
us as a Parliament is to understand the benefits and
costs associated with those changes.
This is an interim report that has been tabled today, so
the committee is not making its final recommendations
to the house, but I think it is fair to say at this early
juncture that a clear set of principles and guidelines
does not exist to measure the benefits or costs of the
machinery of government changes, and this is in
contrast to some other jurisdictions. The UK, for
example, has some very clear principles and guidelines
from which machinery of government changes are
measured. Of course there are also costs and measures
that accrue over time, so as we work towards our final
report next year, the committee will be revisiting with
the secretaries and the government the costs and
benefits that may or may not have accrued.

Machinery of government changes
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) presented
interim report, including appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.

I would like to take members of the house and anyone
else interested in this to page 8 and table 3.1 of the
report, which summarises very well the fact that we do
not have a clear set of guidelines. Across departments
we have different procedures for recording machinery
of government changes. If you look at table 3.1, in
response to questions from the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee (PAEC) in June, the estimated
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costs of the machinery of government changes were
around $2 million. Then just a few weeks later, in July,
the estimated costs of the machinery of government
changes exceeded $3 million, so we had a change of
over $1 million in a matter of weeks. That is partly
explained by the Department of Environment, Land,
Water and Planning (DELWP), which on 22 June this
year reported to PAEC $70 000 in costs attributable to
machinery of government changes. Just one month
later, on 21 July, DELWP reported to this committee
costs of $770 000. In the space of four weeks the
machinery of government costs for DELWP went from
$70 000 to $770 000, which is an 11-fold increase.
It is clear from this example and others that the
departments do not have a clear set of criteria; they do
not match or understand machinery of government
costs in a way that is transparent to the community or
this house. As we work towards our final report I look
forward to working with the secretaries and the
government so that we can better understand the costs
and benefits that may accrue from these machinery of
government changes. Clearly we need to have a better
understanding and the departments need to have better
guidelines so we as a community can critically analyse
the costs and benefits of machinery of government
changes.
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — I want to start
by echoing the comments of the chair of the committee
in thanking the staff. It has been a very busy year for
our committee, and this report has had to be
accommodated among some very demanding and
complicated inquiries.
I agree with some of the observations made by the
chair. I agree it is important for the committee to
explore whether there are ways to better understand
costs associated with machinery of government
changes and whether there are ways in which those
costs can be reported in a more consistent way across
departments. The only other comment I would like to
add at this point is that it is important when one
examines machinery of government changes that one
weighs up both the benefits and the costs. There are
undoubtedly some costs — administrative costs,
possibly IT costs and staff-related costs — but there are
potentially very significant policy and service delivery
gains.

include better aligning different policy areas within a
departmental structure and getting better outcomes in
areas like health and human services, which could lead
to significant improvements in government service
delivery. They might also include greater economies of
scale in highly specialised areas of expertise within
government. I look forward to completing this report
and to looking at both the benefits and the costs
associated with the machinery of government changes
made at the beginning of this term of government.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to place on record a few comments in relation to
the tabling of the interim report of the inquiry into the
machinery of government changes produced by the
upper house legal and social issues committee. This
inquiry is one that I think is a legitimate use of the
upper house committee system. In the past I have
criticised new inquiries into issues that are more
appropriately the purview and the responsibility of joint
house committees rather than committees of a single
chamber. This is one of those worthwhile inquiries that
should probably occur in every term of government.
Clearly there are opportunities for us in looking at how
the machinery of government changes of any
government impact on policy and outcomes, the
administration of particular portfolios, transparency and
accountability, and in particular the efficiency of
government service delivery. There is an opportunity to
pick up on some of the systemic failures noted in the
Auditor-General’s reports, financial administration of
departments among them. There is enormous
opportunity for us to look at the development of a
framework for the monitoring of the implementation of
machinery of government changes and to make sure
that that framework does not change year in, year out,
or from one term to the next.
Unfortunately when there are changes it usually takes a
lengthy period of time to bed them down. Simple
departmental restructures, for example, in multicultural
affairs have led to a lot of confusion and uncertainty in
the sector. Significant policy changes can sometimes
involve a 10-year bedding down period. I look forward
to the completion of this report. I thank the staff for
their work, as well as all of the other committee
members and the chair.
Motion agreed to.

While it could be very difficult to judge the extent to
which changes in service delivery are attributable
directly to machinery of government changes, it is
going to be an important role of this committee to try to
see whether some of the aspirations behind the
machinery of government changes have been met. They
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Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General’s Reports on —
Access to Public Sector Information, December 2015
(Ordered to be published).
Implementing the Gifts, Benefits and Hospitality
Framework, December 2015 (Ordered to be published).
Water Entities: 2014–15 Audit Snapshot, December
2015 (Ordered to be published).
Commissioner for Environmental Sustainability Act 2003 —
Framework for the Victorian 2018 State of the Environment
Report.
Falls Creek Alpine Resort Management Board — Report for
the year ended 31 October 2014.
Legal Profession Uniform Law Application Act 2014 —
Practitioner Remuneration Order, 1 January 2016.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until 2.00 p.m.
Tuesday, 9 February 2016.

Motion agreed to.

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Foster carers
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I rise to inform the house about an
exciting new Andrews Labor government initiative to
boost support for those who open their homes and their
hearts to our most vulnerable children — the children
who, through abuse or neglect, cannot live safely with
their parents.
Following consultation with carers, community sector
organisations and peak bodies, I am pleased to
announce today that our government is simplifying our
carer allowance system, and I take this opportunity to
thank everyone who was involved in these
consultations. Our government is boosting the general
carer allowance by more than $1000 per year. This will
benefit more than 5000 carers looking after more than
7000 children. These carers are foster carers, kinship
carers, carers with children in permanent care or carers
of local adoptive children with special needs. All carers
will now receive the education and medical allowance

5507

as part of their fortnightly payments rather than the
current retrospective quarterly reimbursement
arrangement.
This follows our allocation of more than $31 million
over four years in this year’s budget. Our government is
putting its support behind our carers. This is the biggest
boost in carer allowances in a decade, and it will take
effect from 1 January.
As part of the consultation process for this new system,
carers told us they wanted more transparency about
what the allowance and reimbursement allowances are
intended to contribute to in regard to the cost of caring
for a child. My department has committed to making
sure that payments are more transparent and equitable
across the state. Further consultations will occur early
next year as this policy work unfolds. This work will
ensure that carers have fair and consistent access to
additional funds to meet extraordinary expenses, and
this work will be completed by 1 July 2016. Today’s
announcement builds on $3.2 million of investment in a
foster care recruitment and retention strategy that is
designed to improve support for our carers.
We value our carers, and we want vulnerable children
to have more opportunities to live in a loving and caring
home. I take this opportunity to thank all of our carers.

Ballarat railway station precinct
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Regional
Development) — I rise to update the house on
preparations for the transformative project that is the
Ballarat station precinct redevelopment.
On Monday the government, in conjunction with the
City of Ballarat, hosted a community information
session in Ballarat regarding the $25 million Ballarat
station precinct redevelopment project. The project
delivery team spoke to members of the public on the
progress being made on the project and sought
feedback on aspects of the project. This follows last
month’s launch of the expressions of interest process,
which invited interested parties to put forward their
vision and their plans for this redevelopment.
The project is envisaged to include a 4-star hotel and
convention centre and optimise the old bluestone goods
sheds located on a site close to the heart of Ballarat,
which is best described as very underutilised. With the
inclusion of private sector investment, this project is
expected to be worth more than $50 million and will
mean a significant boost in construction jobs and
ongoing employment with the convention centre, which
we hope will host about 40 events per year, providing
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great experiences for residents of Ballarat and the local
regions as well as attracting many visitors to our city.
I note that my colleague Mr Morris has had a
longstanding interest in this project from his time as
mayor of Ballarat and maintains an ongoing interest as
a fellow member for Western Victoria Region.
The government is getting on with this project. The
expressions of interest close on 17 December.
The PRESIDENT — Order! When I call a minister
during ministers statements I would be obliged if the
minister would indicate which ministry they are making
their statement on. Ministers have several portfolios,
and I only have the name of the minister not the
portfolio. It does have relevance, even today. Was
Ms Pulford making her statement as Minister for
Regional Development?
Ms PULFORD — Regional development; thank
you, President.

Automotive industry transition plan
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I rise to advise the house of a new initiative
to support auto supply chain workers in the south-east
of Melbourne as part of my responsibilities as Minister
for Training and Skills. We know the federal
government abandoned these workers, throwing tens of
thousands of jobs on the scrap heap when it walked
away from supporting the auto manufacturing industry,
causing auto manufacturers to leave this country.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HERBERT — That is indisputable. But of
course the impact is far worse on the auto supply chain
workers, particularly in the south-east, Mrs Peulich. We
know that 64 per cent of auto supply chain companies
and almost 50 per cent of the workforce are based in the
south-east, which she represents. We will not let those
workers down.
On Monday, the Premier and the Minister for Industry
announced a broader automotive transition plan — —
Mr Barber — On a point of order, President, the
difficulty is that I cannot hear the minister with the
amount of noise. As for the 90-second statements, if the
minister has to say his bit in 90 seconds, I would like to
be able to hear it.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I was of a similar
mind, and I was just checking to see if the minister was
reading most of that contribution because I know he has
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not stuck rigidly to his notes in his statement. My
inclination was to ask him to start from the top, and
prompted by Mr Barber I will ask the minister to start
from the top.
Mr HERBERT — I wish to advise the chamber of
a new initiative to support auto supply chain workers in
the south-east of Melbourne. This follows the federal
government abandoning these workers and throwing
tens of thousands of jobs on the scrap heap when it
walked away from funding the auto manufacturing
industry, directly resulting in the closure of that
industry in Australia and particularly in Victoria.
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, President, it
would be fair to say that the chamber is a little confused
right now because this is the Minister for Training and
Skills talking about an industry initiative. I would have
thought it would have been best for a new initiative to
have been announced by the Minister for Industry, but
given she is absent on the job, who would know?
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I thank Mr Dalidakis
for his assistance, but I can do that myself. It was a
gratuitous throwaway remark, and members know I do
not appreciate those. I am sure that the minister in his
statement will indicate in the time remaining why he is
making the statement and the relevance to his portfolio
as an initiative.
Mr HERBERT — I wanted to say something on
the point of order.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have already ruled,
but I had not recognised that Mr Herbert wished to
contribute on that point of order.
Mr HERBERT — On the point of order, President,
my government is a joined-up government, and we link
the various services of the state together to get an
outcome. TAFE and training are intricately linked to
industry development, economic development and
growing productivity in our industries and our
economy, and this is definitely a training and skills
initiative.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I wonder what will
happen when Mr Andrews finds out it is the minister’s
government.
Mr HERBERT — Good point! On Monday the
Premier and the Minister for Industry announced a
broader automotive transition plan. Part of that plan is
an $8 million south-east automotive industry transition
(SEAT) assistance plan, which has three components.
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Firstly, there is $2 million to establish jobs and skills
centres at Holmesglen and Chisholm institutes of
TAFE. These centres will be directly related so that
auto supply workers can have an entry point into
transitioning into other jobs. Secondly, the $4 million
funding for Chisholm and Holmesglen through these
centres will provide intensive one-on-one support,
retraining and connection to future employment, work
and job placement and support for businesses that are
seeking to restructure and reskill their workforce and
grow productivity and competitiveness in other areas.
This is a great initiative because it joins our great
TAFEs together for the benefit of their communities.
Finally, the SEAT package will have $2 million to
support group training initiatives to support mature-age
workers to undertake mature-age apprenticeships and
get back into other work. It is a terrific initiative and
one that I am proud to support. But it is an initiative that
would be far enhanced if the federal government came
to the table and put in the sort of money it ought to put
in to support the auto supply chain workers in this state.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! If Mr Ondarchie
wishes to pursue that, he might ask the minister to meet
with him at some stage. They can have a conversation,
and the rest of us will not have to participate in it.

Greyhound racing
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I wish
to make a ministers statement on the agriculture
portfolio. I refer to the gut-turning footage that was
aired on 7.30 last night of greyhounds that have been
exported to Macau. Members who may not have had
the opportunity to see it will certainly see repeated cuts
of the footage in media reports today. They are very
disturbing images that are completely out of step with
our society’s views on animal welfare issues and which
show these beautiful animals suffering absolutely
needlessly.
Under Greyhounds Australasia rules any person
exporting a greyhound to another country needs a
greyhound passport. In March 2013 Greyhounds
Australasia ceased issuing greyhound passports for the
export of animals to Macau. In 2014 Greyhounds
Australasia undertook a detailed review of welfare
standards in host countries that Australian greyhounds
are commonly exported to. Macau was the only
jurisdiction which was assessed as being not fully
compliant, so a decision was made to extend that ban
on issuing greyhound passports to that location.
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There is, however, a loophole, and this is being
exploited by people not associated formally with the
greyhound racing industry. What is required now is a
restriction on the export of greyhounds and an
amendment to the commonwealth Export Control
Act 1982. The Victorian government has been working
very hard on this issue this year. We have in the
Parliament this week the third piece of legislation
implementing recommendations from the reports
undertaken by Dr Charles Milne, the chief veterinary
officer, and Sal Perna, the racing integrity
commissioner. They made 61 recommendations. There
is a great deal to do to clean up greyhound racing. What
we are doing now is calling on the federal government
to close this loophole in the Export Control Act to end
this horrible suffering of greyhounds in Macau.

China trade mission
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I rise in my capacity as
minister responsible for the trade portfolio. I would like
to talk about my recent experience when I led a trade
delegation of Victorian companies to the AustraliaChina International Aged Care Summit 2015 in
Beijing.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The point that
Mr Barber made earlier in a point of order is one that I
uphold entirely. As I have indicated on previous
occasions when members are making short-piece
contributions such as a 90-second statement or an
adjournment matter, but certainly a ministerial
statement, it does hold with me that those members
ought be heard in silence, with maybe an occasional
interjection. The minister is not seeking to be
provocative in this statement, so there is no excuse for a
range of interjections. I expect the minister to be heard
in silence without assistance.
Mr DALIDAKIS — As I was saying, the trade
mission was my first to China, and it was certainly an
eye-opening experience in terms of the opportunities
China presents to Victorian businesses. While I was
there I had the opportunity to announce two
memoranda of understanding between Chinese
companies and their Melbourne-based partners. One
was a landmark agreement that will see Melbourne’s
Independent Management Group partner with the
Chinese property developer Yingsha Industrial Group
on a major new seniors living development within
north-east China. Another new agreement struck was
between Melbourne-based information technology
consultancy Business Intelligence Technologies and the
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China Advancement Association for Private Science
and Technology Enterprises, or CAAPSTE.
While I was in China I had the opportunity to learn
from many Chinese companies and investors who are
eager to partner with or invest in Australian companies,
especially those here in Melbourne and Victoria. It was
a great trip, as I said, for me both professionally and
also personally. The scale and size of the opportunity
was shown just a number of weeks earlier, prior to the
trade mission, when Swisse vitamins — a wonderful
success story in Melbourne — announced an 83 per
cent sale of equity to Biostime International Holdings, a
Chinese company based in Hong Kong. I appreciated
the opportunity to participate and see those
opportunities.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
The PRESIDENT — Order! We now have
members statements, and I think it would be
appropriate to go to the runner-up in the woman of the
year award.
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Government performance
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
What a sad and sorry sight we see on the government
benches as we end the parliamentary year — from rorts
to scandals, factional fighting, union dominance and
cost blowouts. Mr Dalidakis, the Minister for Small
Business, Innovation and Trade, must be feeling a little
put out today because his $1 billion public holiday —
economic vandalism — has been overtaken by
$1.1 billion of compensation paid by the Andrews
Labor government on the east–west link.
Minister Dalidakis also knows he is only sitting on that
side of the chamber because of his frontbench and its
role in using millions of dollars of taxpayers funds to
campaign with staff they had not even met and did not
even know. Mr Herbert, the Minister for Training and
Skills, donated to the red shirt campaign pre-election
but since then has not even been focusing on his
portfolio, which has seen TAFE enrolments decline
under his watch. He has been more busy looking for
$1000-a-night accommodation junkets at the ShangriLa in Singapore.

VicHealth Awards
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — Thank
you very much for the mention. Speaking of finalists,
last week along with a number of colleagues from this
house I had the pleasure of attending the 2015
VicHealth Awards. I was very pleased to see the
number of northern metro organisations and projects
that made it into the final. That really recognised the
hard work of these organisations and projects in
supporting healthier and happier communities in my
Northern Metropolitan Region.
I would like to recognise the northern metropolitan
finalists for their innovative and clever projects:
Darebin Says No to Family Violence, a film on that; the
City of Melbourne’s Good Wheel project, which is
encouraging bike use; Moreland’s interactive theatre
The Safety Zone Project — You’re Not Alone; White
Night’s I Could Have Danced All Night; Alexandra
District Health’s Triangle Food Op Shop; the
Aboriginal Rethink Sugary Drink social marketing
campaign; For Love or Money, Women’s Health in the
North’s film about financial abuse; and the North
Melbourne Football Club’s Sisters through Sport
program. Extra congratulations to the winners of the
building health through art category, Tanderrum, from
the Ilbijerri Theatre Company. It was a great night, and
it is great to see such clever and innovative projects
from Northern Metropolitan Region.

I turn to Ms Pulford, the Minister for Agriculture. There
is the ducking and weaving and the inability to give a
straight, simple answer until under pressure in this
house in question time. She even had an epic fail of her
own when the front page of her Victorian regional
report included a family riding their bikes in the English
countryside. Two parents, two children and Victorian
paddocks are not enough to promote their work.
We have had in this chamber Ms Mikakos, the Minister
for Youth Affairs, not even knowing the Victorian
youth unemployment figures. We gave her a chance —
in fact we gave her a second chance and a third
chance — and she still could not get the numbers right.
In the middle of these cage fights we have Captain
Jennings who, with all due respect, is a bit greyer than
he was 12 months ago — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Felicitations
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I feel like
this has been not only the most productive but the most
fun year in the Legislative Council in my nine years,
and that is for seven main reasons: the Presiding
Officers’ excellent work, which has made sure that the
umpiring has been scrupulous this year; the staff of
Parliament, who often exceed us in number but do their
work very efficiently to make sure we can go on being
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political gladiators; the new Greens in Parliament —
members have all seen plenty of what they have done
this year; the new micro-parties, which have brought
the most new perspective to Parliament since the
Greens arrived here many years ago; the number of
inquiries that have been held during the year, often into
bills for the first time; the fact that certain inquiries
could not agree on much at all while others agreed on
pretty much everything, which just goes to show the
nature of the issues that have been brought to this place;
and finally the fact that Mr Finn had to bite his lip on
global warming. I therefore hope that members enjoy
their summer break, refresh themselves and come back
with new energy so that we will be able to make next
year even better.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I understand
Ms Dunn’s Christmas card from VicForests is in the
mail.

Economy
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — I rise to speak
with great pride on the strength of the Victorian
economy.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MULINO — A couple of weeks ago we saw
very strong outcomes on gross state product (GSP) and
on state final demand — stronger than a year ago and
stronger than just about any other state.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I listened very
attentively to Ms Wooldridge’s examination of the
government’s performance, and it was very
provocative, and government members had the courtesy
to listen to that in silence. Mr Mulino, in putting
perhaps what might be a contrasting view to the
opposition, also deserves that courtesy.
Ms Wooldridge’s piece was quite provocative;
Mr Mulino’s, so far, is not so provocative. As I said,
there may be contrasting views, but it is his right to
make this statement and to put the perspective that he
sees in terms of the economic performance of the
Victorian government. I call Mr Mulino, from the top,
in silence.
Mr MULINO — Thank you, President. I rise to
outline the strength of the Victorian economy, and I
would like to clarify that it is my perspective but also,
one might say, the perspective of the Australian Bureau
of Statistics. It outlines that GSP and state final demand
grew at very high rates, which is something we spoke
about a couple of weeks ago.
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Since that time there have been some important
releases. One is the Westpac Melbourne Institute
consumer sentiment index. Consumer activity is one of
the key elements of the economy. The consumer
sentiment index currently stands at 106.8. It is
important to note that that is the highest of all mainland
states. Some of those opposite quite like to talk down
our economy and spruik other states on the mainland,
but we are doing better when it comes to the consumer
sentiment index and, importantly, when it comes to
where the index was a year ago, when it was 92. It is
14.8 percentage points higher than a year ago, when
certain other members of the chamber had their hands
on the levers of the economy.
Then the NAB monthly business survey came out.
Business conditions are critical both in terms of
investment and also in terms of hiring behaviour.
Business conditions currently stand at 17, which is
plus 7 on the previous survey and, critically, 10 points
higher than a year ago, when certain others in this
chamber had their hands on the levers of the economy.
That is a great result on which to end the year.

House of Welcome, Ballarat
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I rise to speak about a refugee and
asylum seeker fundraiser I attended on Saturday,
28 November. The Jam for Justice Gospel in the
Garden fundraiser was for the House of Welcome,
which is a safe, friendly, helpful and supportive space
for asylum seekers struggling with living costs, trauma
and separation from family. All funds raised will go
directly to assist local asylum seekers. The fundraiser
was attended by around 100 people. It was hosted by
refugee advocate and human rights campaigner Carmel
Kavanagh and supported by the Ballarat Regional
Multicultural Council and the Ballarat Refugee and
Asylum Seeker Support Network. A particular
highlight of the day was Sweet Mona’s Gospel Choir
and the West Papuan musicians, who put on beautiful
and inspiring performances.
With Christmas now on our minds, this is a timely
reminder of the need to support the most vulnerable in
our society. As we will soon be enjoying Christmas at
home and with our families, many refugees and asylum
seekers will be spending Christmas within the walls of
places such as the Maribyrnong Immigration Detention
Centre, separated from family, living with the scars of
trauma and with no certainty about tomorrow. May this
Christmas season inspire us all to help those in our
electorates who are lonely, vulnerable and in need.
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Government performance
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — What
an appalling legacy this government has left
Victorians in just 12 months, with $1.1 billion wasted
on the east–west link, a desperately needed project
and one started well before the signing of the contract
before last year’s state election. Other areas of waste
and mismanagement include the cost of the grand
final public holiday at around $1 billion, with 79 per
cent of Victoria’s tourism operators saying, ‘Scrap it’.
Only 164 new full-time jobs have been created,
despite the promise of 100 000 new jobs. State taxes
are up. We have a budget deficit — the first in more
than 20 years. We have the Melbourne Metro rail
tunnel, which is a project not fully costed. South
Yarra station has been completely ignored, with this
government showing contempt for the thousands of
commuters who rely on that station. Now we have
Metro 2. It is just another stunt, with no costing and
no money allocated.
The government has refused to release data on serious
incidents affecting vulnerable children. Women’s
refuges are bursting at the seams. Crime stats are up,
yet we have fewer police than when we left office just
12 months ago. The Andrews government has cut
funding to family violence programs that would assist
women and children. We have mixed messages from
the government. The government supports a brutal
sport in cage fighting and yet there is the Royal
Commission into Family Violence. This is a
government dominated by the unions. We have had
many disastrous consequences already under this
government, and Victorians are going to have to pay for
them dearly for years to come. What a disgrace!

Level crossings
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — It is my
pleasure to rise to speak on another election
commitment being fulfilled by the Andrews Labor
government in the Western Metropolitan Region, which
will improve the commute of thousands of people in
Melbourne’s west. Among the 23 level crossings to be
removed in Victoria, construction has commenced to
remove the St Albans railway crossing, and it is
progressing really well, and the removal of the Furlong
Road level crossing is commencing shortly. The
government made two announcements last week in
relation to fast-tracking the Melton Highway railway
crossing in Sydenham and the Kororoit Creek Road
level crossing in Williamstown. Those projects are on
top of the list of infrastructure projects our community
needs. Other projects include widening the CityLink-
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Tullamarine Freeway, completing the M80 upgrade and
finishing the Caroline Springs train station. Earlier this
week the government made an announcement in
relation to the final stage of the West Gate distributor
project, and that is a very welcome project.
I take this opportunity to extend my best wishes to all
members and their families, the parliamentary support
staff, the Clerk’s office and all its staff, Hansard, and
especially the attendants because they do a wonderful
job. To all these people and their families, I wish you a
very merry Christmas and a safe and a happy new year.
I look forward to 2016.

Family violence
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Following the previous sitting week’s focus on family
violence with Rosie Batty’s address, I note how good it
is to see this issue finally being taken seriously. I am
hopeful this is the beginning of a fundamental structural
culture change that we need to see in our society. In the
last six weeks I have attended many events around
family violence and violence against women. Just a few
include the Can the Media Prevent Violence Against
Women? debate, held in Frankston, which was an
excellent event; and yesterday’s Oxfam breakfast at
Parliament, where guest speaker Antoinette Braybrook,
the CEO of the Aboriginal Family Violence Prevention
and Legal Service, talked about violence perpetrated
against Aboriginal women.
I also attended the Family Violence Has No
Boundaries — Cultural Diversity and Prevention
national conference, run at Melbourne University,
which predominantly dealt with culturally and
linguistically diverse communities; and I attended the
showcase event for the CHALLENGE Family Violence
Project, run by the City of Casey, in partnership with
the Shire of Cardinia, the City of Greater Dandenong
and Monash Health. This week’s entire Dandenong
Journal has been dedicated to the issue of family
violence.
I also note that there are some people who doubt that it
is a gendered issue. Overwhelmingly family violence is
perpetrated against women, and the idea that this issue
has been hijacked by the feminist movement is a
massive insult to members of that particular movement,
some of whom have been working on this issue for
many decades.

United Arab Emirates National Day
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — On
25 November I was delighted to represent the Premier,
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the Honourable Daniel Andrews, at a celebration of the
44th National Day of the United Arab Emirates. The
United Arab Emirates is a key trading partner of
Victoria and our state’s largest food and fibre export
market in the Middle East. In fact the two-way trade is
valued at over $1.2 billion, of which almost
$800 million is Victorian exports. In the future
Victoria’s strong economic and population growth will
continue to be a major opportunity for international
investors, particularly the United Arab Emirates.
I am confident that the increased interest shown in
investing in Victoria, particularly in the tourism and
hospitality sectors, will be a positive step towards
further developing the existing trade relationship
between the United Arab Emirates and Victoria. The
significance of building on our relationship is evident
through the Victorian government business office
which is based in Dubai. This office was the first
established by any state in Australia, and it enables the
government to be actively working with the people and
businesses of the United Arab Emirates and
maintaining communication with their Victorian
counterparts.
Trade is not our only shared interest. Victoria is home
to many students from the United Arab Emirates, who
have travelled to study at our world-class universities
and seek opportunities. I am personally very committed
to not only maintaining the strong relationship we share
but actively seeking to improve and increase our
business relations.
I thank the Consul General of the United Arab
Emirates, His Excellency Saeed Alqemzi, and
organisers for hosting a wonderful reception to honour
this important day.

Felicitations
Mr EIDEH — On another matter, President, I wish
you, all members and staff and their families a very
merry Christmas and a very happy, peaceful and
prosperous new year.

Merinda Park railway station
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — Last week I was pleased to join the
shadow Minister for Police, Ed O’Donohue, at the
Merinda Park railway station in Cranbourne to meet
local residents and to hear their concerns about the
Labor government’s failure to provide protective
services officers (PSOs) at their station. The PSO
program of the coalition government is strongly
supported by the Victorian community, particularly in
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the south-east of Melbourne, where local residents and
commuters understand the benefit of that program in
providing additional safety for late-night commuters.
The Labor Party has never fully supported the PSO
program, with the now Deputy Premier, James Merlino,
describing PSOs dismissively as ‘plastic police’. That
was a shameful comment by the government and a
shameful reflection on the government’s view of the
PSO program, and it was well at odds with the
expectations for and understanding of that program by
the Victorian community. As a consequence of the
government’s lack of commitment to the PSO program
Merinda Park station in Cranbourne remains unmanned
by PSOs in the evening, despite a scheduled rollout for
those PSOs already being in place and having been in
place for some time.
The infrastructure for PSOs has been provided at
Merinda Park station and is now covered in cobwebs
and clearly starting to become dilapidated as no PSOs
have been assigned to that station. On behalf of the
Cranbourne community I call on the Minister for
Police, Wade Noonan, and the Victorian government to
provide those previously committed PSOs to the
Merinda Park station to improve the safety of
Cranbourne commuters.

Felicitations
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — In my
90-second statement I am going to quickly reflect on
almost a year in this place. It was on 23 December that
I was sworn in, along with everyone else, after 47 years
of being an anonymous person. Haven’t things
changed? In the last year I have learnt a lot. I have
learnt a lot about what goes on in this place. A lot of
preconceptions I had have been completely blown out
of the water. I have learnt more about the long hours we
can do here. One thing I will never do is complain
about how slack politicians are. I see a lot of people —
and this is feeling the love in the chamber again —
putting in a lot of hard work on both sides of the
chamber, including the crossbench.
It has been a year of learning and development for me,
because I never thought I would have to be doing this
sort of thing. For a long time I wondered what it would
be like if I could be in a position to change this, do that
and influence the other; now I am, and it is not nearly as
easy as I thought it was going to be.
I want to thank the President for the judicious
judgement and help he has given us all over the last
year. I want to thank all the members for the help they
have given us. I have got to say it has been completely
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overwhelming how well we have all been taken in — I
mean that in a positive sense. I certainly want to thank
the staff, who have to put up with all of us and help us
into the wee hours of the morning. I want to thank the
crossbench. The last thing I want to say is Merry
Christmas and Happy new year to all, and stay safe.

Northern Victoria Region horseracing
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — I rise today to
congratulate Seymour father and son trainers Lee and
Shannon Hope, who had success last weekend in
Benalla with their horse Drawn to You. On this side of
Parliament we know the importance of regional
horseracing and what it does for the economy,
particularly in my home town of Benalla and horse
breeding and training strongholds within my electorate,
including Wangaratta, Euroa, Seymour and Kilmore,
just to name a few towns. Victoria is the proud leader of
Australian racing, generating more than $2.8 billion in
economic activity and supporting more than
26 500 full-time jobs. A majority of those are in my
electorate.
Lee and Shannon’s three-year-old horse, in only her
second start, was a comfortable winner in the Beatons
Silk Cut Meats Benalla Maiden Plate over 1206 metres.
While the trainers are impressed with her efforts, she
will now head to town to target some three-year-old
races over the summer period. Adding further to the
horse industry stronghold in my electorate is the fact
Drawn to You was bred and raised by Flowerdale’s
John Brown’s Jenal Australia. Again this cements my
electorate as a top breeding ground for champion
horses.

Felicitations
Ms SYMES — I also take the opportunity, as have
others in the house today, to wish everyone a restful
break and to give special thanks for the support of all
the members in this house, from the mentors on my
side to the cooperative and productive relationship I
have with my opposing whip, Ms Lovell. Thanks go to
you, President, for your generosity and wisdom and of
course to the Clerks, Council staff, attendants and
Hansard. You put up with us, your tolerance is
appreciated and your assistance is never taken for
granted. Merry Christmas to everyone.
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DELIVERING VICTORIAN
INFRASTRUCTURE (PORT OF
MELBOURNE LEASE TRANSACTION)
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 December; motion of
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children).
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
rise to make some comments on the bill, which has also
been the subject of a referral to an upper house
committee. The Delivering Victorian Infrastructure
(Port of Melbourne Lease Transaction) Bill 2015
proposes the lease of the port of Melbourne to a private
operator for 50 to 70 years. This is a really good
example of where an upper house committee is being
properly used for referral and more detailed
consideration and consultation on bills, and there would
be few bills that are more important than this one in
terms of the long-term ramifications for the state, its
economy and its environment and amenity.
The task of this chamber, as it was for the committee, is
to form an assessment about whether the long-term
interests of Victorians are being well served by this bill,
and the committee clearly formed the view that it did
not. It was not questioning the policy of the leasing, but
it contended that the best interests would be better
served by a series of amendments that it has proposed
and which I understand are currently under discussion
between the major parties.
I do not believe consideration of this bill should be
rushed. The community has had an opportunity to
contribute; there were 87 submissions to the committee
inquiry, but I think even the proposed amendments
should be the subject of more discussion in the
community, and there should be a greater awareness of
them, given the long-term nature of the implications of
this bill.
What is also interesting is that the committee has been
focused on a number of key elements: the proposed
lease, which as I said must serve the long-term interests
of Victorians. The committee’s focus was on trying to
maximise flexibility and certainty for Victorians. I
thought it was also interesting that the view of the
committee was that the bill facilitated some elements of
the lease; however, many key provisions were going to
be reflected in the contract and not in the legislation.
The scrutiny we are able to subject this bill to is limited
by this.
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The committee’s request to government for details of
the contractual aspects revealed a whole lot of
parameters that would require a trigger for
compensation that could be payable to an exclusive
monopoly operator and would also impact on the upfront payment for the port licence fee that has not yet
been determined. These matters, certainly in relation to
the compensation, have been largely the result of what
happened with the east–west link — the tearing up of
the contract and how this impacts upon sovereign risk.
Clearly the Premier said the east–west link contract was
not worth the paper that it was written on; indeed we
found from the Auditor-General that $1.1 billion is
being spent on negating that contract. That is at the cost
of taxpayers. That is in contrast with the assertion that it
was not going to cost us a dollar. The fact that
compensation could be paid to the operator in the
instance of, for example, competition being introduced
or perhaps a second port being facilitated in the future
is recognition of the damage and the risk that that action
by the Premier has caused for the state of Victoria. You
certainly would not have people prepared to invest in
something that could be easily negated by a hostile
government.
Leasing of an asset like the port of Melbourne to a third
party, if the lease is properly constructed, could
certainly lead to efficiencies while also generating
funds for investment into new infrastructure, and that is
absolutely critical to the state because we are already
lagging substantially on investment in infrastructure,
whether it be ports, whether it be roads or whether it be
the rail system.
As I said before, the committee has recommended that
the Council support the bill but subject to a range of
amendments, and the government has not informed all
of us as to its position on a range of those amendments.
The amendments are intended to reduce the uncertainty
surrounding the transaction and preserve the flexibility,
because the committee formed the view, and much of
the evidence that was given suggested, that an exclusive
contract for 50 to 70 years was not in the best interests
of the state, especially given its ability to drive up
rent — —
Mr Leane interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — No, I am talking about the
report; that it is recommending amendments.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — If there were amendments,
surely you would know. I have just lost my train of
thought, but I will get back to it.
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The committee’s report was unanimously adopted. I
believe that the majority of those recommendations
were supported by most of the members, and I would
just like to make some broad comments on some of
those. In relation to the proposed lease of the port,
strong evidence was tendered to the committee that
flexibility was required in any bill that is adopted by the
state — that passes Parliament.
I refer to evidence given to the committee by Brendan
Lyon, chief executive officer of Infrastructure
Partnerships Australia. He said:
… Victoria has become associated with sovereign-type risks
since the government’s decision to terminate the contract for
the east–west link.

That goes back to the comments I made in relation to
the incorporation of compensation that may be payable
to a third party should the terms of contract be varied.
Dr Ron Ben-David, chair of the Essential Services
Commission, also made some comments in relation to
not making an exclusive deal with a monopoly
operator. He said:
What I would say, though, is from a regulatory perspective,
we would welcome a second competing port, because
competition always makes the life of a regulator easier.

Being a member for South Eastern Metropolitan
Region, I strongly support having the flexibility to
pursue the development of the port of Hastings. The
port of Hastings is critical to the future of the economy
in the south-east, and it was certainly well supported by
all the major councils in a very strong statement, which
the government was party to launching. It was a very
strong statement in support of the port of Hastings, and
councils are all very concerned that this has been
relegated or cancelled.
Robert Coode, executive president of the Australian
Peak Shippers Association, said:
The development of a second port in Victorian waters appears
to have been pushed into the background. We see this as a
dangerous notion because when the time comes — and it
will — for a second deepwater port, the boat will have
sailed …

Certainly the south-east agrees. Peter Tuohey, president
of the Victorian Farmers Federation, said:
As I said, you have got a 10 to 15-year time frame before a —

second —
port will be built — certainly time for the current operators of
the port to lock in their customers and look after themselves.
We totally oppose that compensation for a second container
port.
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The time is galloping away.
The other significant concern for the south-east is the
implications for Port Phillip Bay. The government
contends that channel deepening is not required, that
blasting of the Heads will not be required, but there is
great concern and evidence that this is not the case. Rod
Nairn, chief executive officer of Shipping Australia in
evidence to the committee said:
You can potentially get a bigger ship into the port of
Melbourne, but you cannot do it efficiently because you
cannot just get it in and out when it arrives … Because if it
has not got enough cargo and the ship is not deep enough, it
cannot get under the West Gate Bridge, but if it is really deep,
then it hits the bottom of the Yarra River.

That leaves only one other scenario, and that is that Port
Philip Bay will need to have substantial blasting and
deepening.
Chris Smyth, acting executive director of the Victorian
National Parks Association, said the following:
In terms of blasting the Heads or dredging the Heads and so
on, we have been very concerned about the impact of the
channel dredging that took place down there some years ago.
That did cause significant damage to the deepwater sponge
community …

Certainly the local concerns are substantial. I represent
the South Eastern Metropolitan Region, which has a
substantial coastal community from Frankston all the
way through to the bayside suburbs. There are also
concerns about of the widening the Heads and the
impact that would have not only on tidal surges that are
felt by residents very close to Kananook Creek as well
as Mordialloc Creek but also on the quality of the
environment of Port Phillip Bay. I would like a little
more information in that regard.
In terms of having all traffic go through the eye of the
needle into the port of Melbourne, I think in terms of
the development of a major city that that is an
undesirable future vision. The development of a second
port means there is an opportunity to reduce traffic
movements, whether it is rail or whether it is road,
preserving and protecting the amenity of the most
livable city in the world by not forcing all the traffic,
much of which would need to be done by road, into the
heart of Melbourne.
To quote some of the evidence given to the committee,
Ms Narelle Wilson, vice-president of the Maribyrnong
Truck Action Group, said:
Every day 22 000 trucks use our narrow residential streets,
and up to 72 per cent of them are container trucks. They go
through countless school and pedestrian crossings; they go
metres past our childcare centres, kinders and schools; they
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drive past our houses as we are trying to sleep at night, metres
from cyclists; and they get stuck in endless traffic congestion.

Similarly, Mr Richard Bolt, Secretary of the
Department of Justice and Regulation, said to the
committee:
Most of the growth —

in the port of Melbourne —
we expect, will be accommodated using road transport
because of the nature of the journeys that are being taken by
containers, so improvement of productivity of road freight use
is going to be important.

That means there will be thousands upon thousands
more container movements on our roads. Many of those
will be moving from the south-east into the city centre
and into the port of Melbourne. If we had a port at
Hastings, those container movements would be
minimised.
Rural and regional communities are also concerned
about the lack of reinvestment in rural and regional
Victoria from the sale, which they contend is only 3 per
cent. That is a legitimate concern.
The most offensive component of this bill is its attempt
to be linked to the removal of city rail crossings. Many
of those are in the south-east. We have been calling for
a progressive removal of grade separations based on the
safety audit. When this government promised the
removal of rail crossings it said they were all fully
funded and shovel-ready. We now know that was a big
lie. They are not fully funded, and it is all contingent
upon the income that would be generated through this
port of Melbourne lease. They are certainly not shovelready; in actual fact they are far from it. The only ones
that have been progressed are those we funded and
designed and were ready to proceed with just before the
last election.
With those few words, I indicate that there are many
uncertainties that need to be resolved. There are many
flexibilities that need to be restored to avoid a
monopoly operator and to avoid vertical integration of
those who are running the various port services,
because to be held to ransom by a single monopoly
operator is not great for the state.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am pleased
to rise to make a contribution on the Delivering
Victorian Infrastructure (Port of Melbourne Lease
Transaction) Bill 2015. This bill fulfils an election
commitment that the then Andrews Labor opposition
took to the election. The opposition was very clear in
the commitment it made around this particular piece of
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legislation that we are discussing today. If the Andrews
Labor opposition were successful at the election, it
would take the port to tender for a long-term lease and
the funds that would come out of that transaction would
go towards much-needed infrastructure, which was also
indicated on the other side of the chamber.

Before the start of this year we had a period of inertia
and stagnation as far as government infrastructure
programs were concerned. The previous government
was a timid government — —

To go back to that time in history, after the Andrews
Labor opposition announced this policy the Napthine
government picked it up. It replicated our policy and
said it would take the port of Melbourne lease to tender
and the proceeds would go towards much-needed
infrastructure. Once again this side of the chamber is
being consistent. We are a government that is
determined to fulfil our election commitments, we are
determined to remove the 50 most dangerous level
crossings, we are determined to put funding towards
regional Victoria for much-needed infrastructure and
we are determined — —

Mr LEANE — I do not know if it was confused,
but it was timid. It struggled to do the important work.

Mr Dalidakis — To keep our promises.
Mr LEANE — Absolutely, Mr Dalidakis, this
government is determined to keep its election
commitments. As much as it makes the opposition quite
sad that we are a government that keeps its election
commitments, we on this side of the chamber are proud
to be part of a government that is committed to doing
what it said it would do and fulfilling its commitments
completely. This is part of what we said we would do.
As I said, in opposition we were very clear, as we have
been in government, that some of the proceeds from
this sale will go towards fulfilling our election
commitment to remove 50 of the most dangerous level
crossings. This is an action that the electorate voted for;
the electorate wants this policy to be fulfilled. We have
gone out to visit the electorate at level crossings that are
currently being removed and level crossings that are out
to tender or out for expression of interest. The
discussions we have had with the community as MPs
on this side of the chamber have been nothing but
positive. The community wants these level crossings
removed for obvious reasons. To reduce congestion is
an obvious one — more than obvious, I think, because
reducing congestion is a lesser fact when you talk about
improving safety. We have had tragedies at some of
these level crossings. At the Main Road crossing in
St Albans, which is to be removed, there have been a
number of tragic events. We are determined to remove
dangerous level crossings to make our road and rail
networks safer.
Removing these 50 level crossings will give the
government the ability to run more trains. We estimate
that over 4500 jobs will be created in this process.

Mr Barber — Confused.

Mr Dalidakis — It focused on itself.
Mr LEANE — It did focus on itself quite a lot,
which is a bit sad. It is sad for the whole state of
Victoria that that happened. Even now there is a bit of
confusion from those opposite around the notion that
when you are in government you can do good things.
You can do what the electorate requires of you. Work
on infrastructure is obviously a part of that.
In recent weeks there was a meeting of the community
stakeholder group giving advice on the level crossing
removals at Blackburn Road and Heatherdale Road.
The members of that group, whether they be
representing a school, a residents group, a trader group
or a council, all want these projects to go ahead quickly
and efficiently. But the people of Blackburn and
Ringwood may not appreciate that there are other
communities with level crossings targeted for removal,
the funding for which is reliant on the commitment we
took to the election and which is realised in the bill we
are talking about today. The chamber should
acknowledge that the government, when in opposition,
clearly flagged its intentions before the election. If the
chamber does not acknowledge that, the fault really lies
with the coalition. I have said this before: we are
prepared to be judged on the delivery of our
commitments. We would not have it any other way.
The coalition went to the election replicating Labor’s
policy in this area. After the election the coalition
decided that maybe it was not a good idea after all,
because that suited its political ends. On this side of the
chamber we are prepared to be judged on what we do,
what we said before the election and what we deliver.
Those on the other side of the chamber have to
acknowledge that they will be judged in a similar
way — on what they said they would do before the
election and what they have actually done in
opposition. It has been a good news story this year as
far as getting on with the election promises we made.
The level crossings removal program is an important
part of that.
Recently the Premier and the Minister for Public
Transport, Jacinta Allan, announced the opening of
tenders for the removal of further level crossings,
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including the level crossing at Melton Highway,
Sydenham. Melton Highway is a very congested road,
with this level crossing affecting it adversely. In further
good news, its removal will mean that Watergardens
Town Centre shopping centre will have the ability to
expand. That retail expansion will create
1000 construction jobs. The nuts and bolts of it are that
Melton Highway will go over the rail line and there will
be a new road bridge built on the far side of the
shopping centre. That means there will be very limited
impact on vehicle and train movements during
construction, which is a good thing. Eventually, when
the new bridge is completed and the road is tied into the
new bridge, the existing road will be opened up for
development. Watergardens shopping centre is very
keen to undertake works on the land that will then be
available. Those 1000 construction jobs will be
delivered on top of the 4500 jobs we estimate will be
created by the level crossing removal program.
Among the other three level crossings that the Premier
and minister announced as open for tender is Abbotts
Road in Dandenong South. The commitment and
expressions of interest to remove nine level crossings
on the Dandenong line, from the south side of
Dandenong to Caulfield, means that all the level
crossings will be removed on that particular line, which
is a fantastic outcome for passengers on the Dandenong
line as well as for passengers on the CranbournePakenham line. We have undertaken a lot of
consultation as this is a major manufacturing centre.
We will be removing the level crossing on Abbotts
Road, which stops on both the south side and the north
side of the rail line, and will build a road bridge over it.
Manufacturers, workers and the local council have
advocated for its removal, and the government will
deliver that.
The removal of the level crossing in Thompsons Road
in Lyndhurst is of course part of a huge development to
duplicate Thompsons Road. This is another election
commitment by the government that is being fulfilled
now.
The Kororoit Creek Road level crossing will be
removed in Williamstown North, which is another busy
industrial area. As I said, the safety and the ability to
run more trains on the rail and ease congestion will be
much more advanced once these level crossings have
been removed. Members of this chamber would be a bit
naive not to understand how popular this program is
and the backlash they would face from the community
if the program were jeopardised. As I said, the
community consultation for this program has been
extensive, and the feedback has been more than
enthusiastic.
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We look forward to fulfilling our commitment to
remove up to eight level crossings on the Frankston
line. This will improve the amenity of the Frankston
line no end. Work is happening to remove level
crossings in Bentleigh.
The level crossing in Burke Road, Malvern, is going to
be one of the first to be grade separated next year, and
we look forward to that being completed.
As I said, members of the chamber seriously need to
think about how they approach this bill. It is an
important bill. The government has a mandate for this
particular action, and members who do not to take that
into account are not doing the right thing by the people
they represent. I heartily urge the chamber to pass this
bill in an expeditious fashion so that the Andrews
government can get on with it.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I rise to speak
on the Delivering Victorian Infrastructure (Port of
Melbourne Lease Transaction) Bill 2015. It is important
that governments have a vision for the future, but it is
also important that that vision delivers in the best
interests of our state. In this case that vision should
include a port that is large enough to cater for increased
trade and for the number of container movements that
that increased trade will bring. It should also include a
port that can accommodate the ships of the future, and
it should not prevent future governments from adding
to that infrastructure if demand requires that. This
legislation fails on all those tests.
Firstly, it does not provide for increased capacity,
because it restricts Victoria to one port for 70 years.
Secondly, maintaining the port at the current site will
not accommodate the ships of the future without
causing massive environmental damage to Port Phillip,
through dredging and widening and deepening of the
Heads and the associated impact that that may have for
our bayside beaches. Thirdly, this legislation is
particularly bad because it creates a monopoly for
70 years, preventing a future government from
establishing a second container port without paying
massive compensation to the holders of the lease over
the port of Melbourne.
Prior to the election there was bipartisan support for a
medium-term lease of the port of Melbourne. Labor
promised a medium-term lease of the port of
Melbourne with a second container port to be
established at Bay West. The Liberals promised a
medium-term lease of the port of Melbourne with a
second deepwater container port to be established at
Hastings. This legislation does not deliver on either of
those promises. Premier Daniel Andrews has gone back
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on his word. He has in effect broken another contract,
and that is the verbal contract he had with the Victorian
people to lease the port of Melbourne for a mediumlength term and establish a second container port at Bay
West.
As the front page of the Herald Sun today reveals,
Victorians cannot trust or believe Daniel Andrews
when he gives you his word. The front page reveals that
the Auditor-General has at last exposed the true cost of
Labor scrapping the east–west link as being
$1.1 billion — and possibly rising. This morning’s
Herald Sun headline rightly screams about Dan’s
$1.1 billion con job. Prior to the election Daniel
Andrews told Victorians that there would be no
compensation paid and the contracts were ‘not worth
the paper they’re written on’. He also said, ‘A
government that values our state’s reputation and good
name doesn’t rip up contracts’. However, now we find
that Daniel Andrews has misled Victorians. The
contracts were worth more than the paper they were
written on — about $1.1 billion more. His government
has paid compensation to break those contracts, and he
has confirmed that Labor does not care about Victoria’s
reputation and good name.
This is a case of Daniel Andrews and Labor putting
Labor first. Daniel Andrews has spent $1.1 billion of
Victorian taxpayers money to save two seats from the
Greens. He has confirmed that he is more concerned
about saving Labor seats and his cronies’ jobs than he is
about the interests of everyday Victorians, road safety
and business in Victoria. We all know that the only
reason Labor opposed this much-needed piece of
infrastructure is that the Premier feared losing the seats
of Melbourne, Richmond and Brunswick to the Greens.
Perhaps Jane Garrett and Richard Wynne should be
dubbed ‘the $1.1 billion couple’, as that is what it has
cost Victorians to save their jobs. Labor will always be
about putting Labor first at the expense of the Victorian
people.
As we have said, with this piece of legislation Daniel
Andrews breaks yet another contract — that verbal
contract he had with the people of Victoria to establish
a medium-term lease of the port of Melbourne and a
second container port at Bay West. Now we have Labor
saying it will not deliver on that commitment to a
medium-term lease at Bay West. Instead it is saying
that it will now lease the port of Melbourne for 70 years
and prevent any future development of a second
container port by requiring massive compensation to be
paid if a second container port is established.
Let us look back 70 years to when we were just at the
end of World War II. I think we would all concede that

5519

the port of Melbourne, as it was in 1945, could not
possibly service the city of Melbourne and the state of
Victoria today. It would not accommodate the ships we
have today. It would not accommodate the number of
shipping containers or 20-foot equivalent units (TEUs)
that need to be moved through that port. It would have
been an absolute disaster if the government in 1945 had
leased that port for 70 years and made a commitment
that a second container port would not be established
over that 70 years.
I have several concerns about the leasing of this port.
We have talked about the 70 years and the fact that that
restricts us in establishing a second port. Then there is
2086. I do not think that any of us in this chamber will
still be around in 2086. We have no concept of what
trade will look like then or what size ships will be, but it
is not in the best interests of Victorians for the
government to tie Victoria into one port at that one
location for that period of time. We need to have a
vision that would mean the establishment of a second
container port, one with deepwater access so that no
environmental damage would be done.
The economic damage from the sale of this port will
impact particularly on my electorate because it will
mean higher costs for exporters, which will see costs
passed straight back to the farmers. The Andrews
government proposal was originally to raise port fees
by almost 800 per cent immediately, but a huge outcry
has seen a deal done that will see prices still almost
triple by 2023, with no guarantee that the cost will not
escalate dramatically between 2023 and 2085. The
monopoly and the higher costs will damage the
competitiveness of our export sector, with Victoria
likely to lose jobs to Sydney and Brisbane. I sat through
the parliamentary committee hearing when it was in
Shepparton and the witnesses presenting at that hearing
said they would bypass Melbourne and take their trade
straight to Sydney if it was cheaper to do that.
Where will the money from the sale of the port of
Melbourne go? Certainly not to country Victoria. We
know that the port of Melbourne has been built off the
back of country Victoria. It has been built, established
and expanded because of our food and fibre exports.
Yet Labor wants to spend the entire proceeds from the
sale of the port, an asset established off the back of
country Victoria, in metropolitan Melbourne. When
there was a huge outcry from people in country Victoria
Labor then added a further insult by saying, ‘We will
give you a few crumbs. Three per cent of the value of
the sale can go to projects in country Victoria’. It then
outlined the projects and most of it is going to go to
upgrade the Geelong road. That is not going to benefit
people in northern Victoria. Labor put out one press

DELIVERING VICTORIAN INFRASTRUCTURE (PORT OF MELBOURNE LEASE TRANSACTION) BILL 2015
5520

COUNCIL

Thursday, 10 December 2015

release statewide and then it put out four very specific
press releases in Geelong, South-West Coast, Macedon
and Buninyong — all electorates in the Assembly.
There was nothing put out for northern Victorians, so
we can only assume that we are not going to benefit at
all from the sale of the port.

those who did. Bega Cheese presented, as did
Devondale Murray Goulburn, the City of Greater
Shepparton and other shires at the hearing I attended at
Shepparton. All of them had concerns about the
legislation. In its written submission the City of Greater
Shepparton said:

The dairy industry is the fifth largest user of the port,
with 85 per cent of the nation’s dairy exports going
through the port of Melbourne. The industry
contributed to 44 600 TEUs in 2014 and is a very large
user of the port. A large part of those dairy exports
come from the Goulburn Valley where, through
irrigated agriculture, we produce around 30 per cent of
the nation’s milk. Some of our really large exporters are
based there, like Bega Cheese, which manufactures
powdered milk products for export. We are also home
to large exporters of cheese and other dairy produce
such as baby formula. Pactum Dairy has just been
established and is exporting huge amounts of milk to
China. All of this produce comes from the Goulburn
Valley, yet we are not going to benefit from the sale of
the port.

A move to privatise the port must provide greater efficiency
and also improved productivity for its users to enable Greater
Shepparton industry to be globally competitive. In discussions
with frequent users of the port within our region, concerns are
raised regarding the potential for access prices to increase and
also in regards to the potential monopolising of such a crucial
and major asset …

The environmental impact is another huge concern
related to the sale of the port. With no second container
port the port of Melbourne will require massive
expansion of its current area. It will require
unprecedented dredging of Port Phillip to accommodate
the ships of the future. This would mean dredging
approximately four times the volume that has been
dredged over the past decade. It would also require
blasting around the Heads to allow for larger ships to
come through the Heads into the bay. This has the
potential to do massive and irreversible damage to the
environment in and around Port Phillip, including all of
our bayside beaches.
My family originally came to Victoria in the 1850s as
whalers from Denmark, and many generations made
their living around Port Phillip. My grandfather would
be spinning in his grave at the thought of making any
changes to the Heads of Port Phillip. He always said it
was one of the most dangerous stretches of water and
no-one should ever tamper with the Heads. If you
widen them or deepen them, there is the potential to
allow for tides to move more freely through the Heads,
and we have already seen the damage done to Portsea
beach when the Bracks and Brumby governments
dredged the bay. Goodness knows what widening and
deepening the Heads would do to the rest of our
bayside beaches.
Many people in my electorate are particularly
concerned about the sale of the port, and many of them
made submissions to the committee. I congratulate

…
It is also widely believed throughout the Greater Shepparton
region that income sourced from the sale of the port of
Melbourne should be directed back to the regions to improve
infrastructure and current access to the port. Exports from
Greater Shepparton have contributed to the current viability
and success of the port. It is therefore imperative that the
regional contributors are rewarded with regional investment
greater than the proposed $200 million.

Bega Cheese said that it accepts the need for a longterm lease and does not have an issue with the proposed
initial term of 50 years. It said in its submission:
However, we ask that stipulations be included in the
legislation to ensure that parliamentary approval is required to
exercise the proposed 20-year extension. Consideration
should be given to the inclusion of terms in the lease
agreement aimed at ensuring that the private operator cannot
reduce current levels of competition through vertical
integration into stevedoring or the like.

Its submission continues:
… the port of Melbourne will run out of capacity at some
stage in the next 20 or so years, notwithstanding expected
capacity upgrades, and the planning process for a second port
needs to be a priority. The proposed lease should not skew
this process by advantaging the private operator of the port of
Melbourne by way of compensation if a second container port
goes ahead …

People are concerned about the legislation. The
government has this wrong. We all support a mediumterm lease of the port of Melbourne and the benefits
that it can bring to Victoria by way of the money
realised from it, but we do not support the long-term
lease and the payment of compensation if a second
container port is to be established.
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) — As
members are aware I do not very often participate in
debates, but on this occasion because of my intended
vote I thought I should explain my position to the
chamber. My position at this point in the debate is
consistent with what the opposition has been putting to
the chamber in regard to a number of concerns it has
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with this legislation, and indeed it is very consistent
with the report that was brought down by the
committee. I thought Mr Rich-Phillips did an
outstanding job in presenting it to the house on
Tuesday. In fact I indicated to him that I think it is one
of the most important speeches that has been made in
this house. That is the reason I have adopted a position
on this legislation.
From my 23 years in this place and from my
observations of Parliament and politics prior to coming
to this place I believe this is arguably the most
important bill I have seen come before the Parliament,
because it will bind the state for 50 years at least and
possibly 70 years — two generations, as the Leader of
the Opposition said in her contribution to the debate. It
is a very serious issue to bind a state for that period of
time and to hold the economy of Victoria to potential
ransom going forward for future generations. In my
view this proposal does not tick any boxes at all. It does
not tick a political box, it does not tick a social box, it
certainly does not tick an environmental box and it does
not tick an economic box.
At this point in the debate, as I said, my vote is
consistent with the opposition’s position. I know the
opposition is in dialogue with the government, and it
may well be that at the second reading I will need to
vote differently to my party on the basis that I think the
party wants to address in committee some of the issues
raised in debate now to see if the bill can be improved
and can satisfy the concerns that many of my coalition
colleagues have had and certainly the concerns that I
have. But I am not prepared to take that risk on such an
important piece of legislation.
My concerns are about the monopoly operator. I think
that is an outrageous proposition that, as I said, holds
our economy to ransom potentially into the future. I am
not prepared to support any proposition that inhibits the
planning and development of alternate or additional
port facilities in Victoria, because to do so again puts
our economy at risk — the jobs and the future of young
people in the generations to come. This is the most
important port in Australia, and I do not think we can
afford to tie it up with a single operator under a contract
that would make it very difficult for a future
government to look at other prudent public policy
settings and initiatives and infrastructure that would
ensure the continued success of this state.
Members will be aware that on a previous occasion I
opposed the dredging in Port Phillip Bay, and I
continue to see that the dredging of Port Phillip Bay is
unacceptable to me in an environmental sense. From
my point of view this proposal runs just too many risks
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in terms of disruption to our state, quite apart from the
economic damage. Truck movements and transport
have been mentioned by a number of speakers, and I
agree that if the sorts of loads that are expected in terms
of the growth of the port are achieved, then the impact
on Melbourne — on our capital city, on inner suburban
areas — is going to be dramatic and catastrophic.
When you look at the proposition with respect to the
ships going forward, you see that if there are bigger
ships — and that is certainly the trend in terms of ship
design and sea transport today — then they are simply
not going to fit into Port Phillip Bay. One of two things
will happen: either someone is going to have to make
the very bad call of widening the Heads and dredging
further to get those ships into what is almost, despite its
sea curtilage, a landlocked port, or a decision is going
to be made by someone else that those ships simply
bypass Melbourne and go to another port in another
state at a cost to our economy. They are the only
alternatives going forward if the current sea transport
trends continue.
From my point of view there is a very sad disconnect in
the proposition put by the government on this proposal.
The government is trying to negotiate this contract, this
lease, on the basis that it is going to do good for the
economy in another area — it is going to pay for the
grade separations. I do not believe there is a link. I do
not see that this house should agree to this long-term
proposition on the basis of a very short-term gain
financially and even the benefits that would accrue
from those level crossing removals when the potential
cost to Victoria is so great in terms of damage to our
economy going forward. To me there is a total
disconnect between the two propositions. This house
should not be persuaded by what the money might be
used for, even if the money was to be used for quite
another purpose. The proceeds of the lease are of little
interest to me. This house should be focused entirely on
the lease itself and the legislation and what that
proposes.
In his contribution today Mr Leane said the government
had a mandate to do this. I do not accept that at all. The
now government’s members took to the election a
proposal for Bay West. Yes, there was a lease for the
port of Melbourne involved, but the proposal taken to
the election was Bay West, and Bay West is now dead
and done. That was the mandate, because that was the
promise taken to the electorate; therefore there is no
mandate on this legislation. The game has changed
considerably, and we should be focused on what the
game is today.
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As I have indicated, my vote will be against the secondreading motion, because I do not think I can be
persuaded, in terms of debate alternatives at this stage,
on the second reading. I may well be persuaded by the
negotiations and amendments that are pursued in the
committee stage, which may change my position on the
third reading to one of support. I wish well to those
parties, those people who are involved in the
negotiations on how this legislation might be improved
so that it delivers a true benefit to Victorians and more
importantly guarantees that our economy and the jobs
of future Victorians will not be put to ransom by a
contract that delivers a monopoly position to one
favoured party and that more significantly puts at risk
the environment and prevents us from looking at other
alternatives and from taking other infrastructure
initiatives in the future in the event that the port of
Melbourne cannot fulfil its role in supporting the
Victorian economy and continuing to be the most
important port in Australia.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I rise to make
my contribution to the debate on the Delivering
Victorian Infrastructure (Port of Melbourne Lease
Transaction) Bill 2015. In doing so I would like to
acknowledge Mr Gordon Rich-Phillips for the work he
did as the chair of the committee inquiring into the
proposed lease of the port of Melbourne. It was an
exceptional report that was tabled this week, and I am
very thankful to both Mr Rich-Phillips and his
committee for all the work they did in ensuring that this
piece of legislation had the proper scrutiny to ensure
that we as a house have the capacity to look into this
exceptionally important piece of legislation, as the
President has just detailed in his contribution.
The title of the bill, which includes the words
‘delivering Victorian infrastructure’, could quite easily
and more accurately be described as delivering
Melbourne’s infrastructure, because it is through this
bill that the Labor government is attempting to rip
funds out of rural and regional Victoria and divert them
into the city through its level crossing removal plan. It
is incredibly important that that be appropriately
addressed, and I was pleased to read in the report of the
select committee into the proposed lease of the port of
Melbourne that recommendation 15 states:
The government, ahead of the lease transaction,
commit to allocating a minimum percentage of net
lease proceeds to rural and regional logistics
infrastructure.

This is because the legislation is a demonstration of
money being ripped out of regional and rural Victoria
and placed in Melbourne. I am not surprised with that,
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given the city-centric nature of this government, but it
is incredibly important that this recommendation be
taken very seriously by the house and be considered by
the government. There are significant issues with the
bill as it is currently proposed, and they have been well
demonstrated by this report into the legislation.
There are another few recommendations that came out
of the report, and I was pleased by the great work that
this committee did. The first recommendation is:
Subject to the government proposing amendments to the
Delivering Victorian Infrastructure (Port of Melbourne Lease
Transaction) Bill 2015 (the bill) and adopting the policy
changes outlined in this report, the committee recommends
that the Council support the bill —

if there are appropriate changes. That is an important
recommendation because both the coalition and the
Labor Party went to the election with the proposal of a
long-term lease of the port of Melbourne, but the
important difference between our two positions was
that the coalition was not trying to do a hatchet job on
Victoria’s future and was not trying to sell out
Victorians for the next 70 years, as is proposed in this
piece of legislation. Seventy years is a long way down
the track, and if any of us are fortunate enough to be
here, we will be quite advanced in age, so it is
important to understand the significance that a 70-year
lease would have on the state of Victoria.
It is incredibly important that the government
recognises that the bill is flawed. The committee did a
great job examining exactly what those flaws are and
pointing to where the government needs to fix this
particular piece of legislation. Recommendation 11
proposes:
The bill be amended to:
(a) exclude the enabling provision for the port growth
regime (see subsequent recommendation in relation
to clause 69)
(b) prohibit the inclusion in contract of a compensation
or refund mechanism however so defined.

That is an important point. We do not want to be in the
business of creating a monopoly here in Victoria for
container ports for 70 years. The port of Melbourne will
reach capacity by the year 2031, and in spite of this
knowledge the government apparently sees fit to try
and tie Victoria to a 70-year lease in the full knowledge
that there is going to be the need for a second container
port, but the government is trying to sell out future
generations of Victorians by trying to tie us to a 70-year
lease.
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Recommendation 12 is:
The bill be amended to omit clause 69 thereby
preserving the full application of the Competition and
Consumer Act 2010 (cth) and the Competition Code.

This further expands on that point as well. It is an
important point to acknowledge that the government
went to the election with a proposal for Bay West. That
proposal was apparently going to be occurring in my
electorate of Western Victoria Region. Everybody on
this side of the house certainly understood prior to the
election that Bay West was an absolute sham the whole
way through. It was a case of the Labor Party trying to
come up with an idea for creating jobs, but of course
that is all it was. It was just an idea, a sham applied
during the election to try and say, ‘This is what the
Labor Party is going to do to create jobs in western
Victoria’.
We know the Labor Party has not created jobs in
western Victoria — it has gone about destroying them
through new public holidays and the like — but the
position of the Labor Party was that there would be this
second port at Bay West. It would be somewhere
between Melbourne and Geelong — I am not exactly
sure where it was going to be — and it would create
jobs in western Victoria. But now the government is
going to attempt to tie the state government to a 70-year
lease and to having a single container port here in the
state of Victoria. It is up to this house to say that that is
entirely unacceptable. Selling out future generations of
Victorians is not something we are willing to support,
and it is incredibly important that we stand up and are
counted on that.
If this piece of legislation were to pass, Victoria would
go even further backwards than it currently is in terms
of its competitive nature in this state. We are already
seeing our cousins to the north in New South Wales
steaming ahead of us in all they do. They actually have
infrastructure projects in New South Wales; they are
creating jobs rather than ripping up contracts and
spending $1.1 billion on compensation to not build a
road. We could have built the road for $2 billion, but
instead we will not build the east–west link; we will
spend $1.1 billion in compensation to not build a
critically important piece of infrastructure. It is
something at which I am still aghast, and I was pleased
to see that the Auditor-General called out the
government on exactly what it has done and how much
money it has wasted in the great state of Victoria. This
particular piece of legislation dealing with the longterm lease of the port is fundamentally flawed.
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I note that a lot of great work was put into the
committee, and I was pleased to see sensible
recommendations come out of the report that, if
adopted by the government, would see a piece of
legislation of much more benefit to the state of Victoria
than the current bill. Selling out Victorians for 70 years
is something I could not support and something that I
strongly believe this house should not support either. I
look forward to the government seeing the wrongs of its
ways and amending its legislation to ensure that
Victorians are not sold out for 70 years. I look forward
to hearing contributions from other members in this
house as well.
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I am pleased
to rise to make a contribution on the debate this
morning, particularly given that I also was a member of
the Legislative Council Port of Melbourne Select
Committee into the inquiry into the proposed lease of
the port of Melbourne. As a starting point I put on the
record that the committee members worked very well
together. Apart from the ping-pong matches from time
to time, primarily between Ms Shing and Mr Ondarchie
over a 50 versus 70-year lease, we operated in a very
cooperative way.
I also put on the record my particular thanks to the
committee staff: the irrepressible Keir Delaney — again
it was an absolute pleasure to work with him —
William Georgiou, Dr Russell and Natalia Southern. I
also thank the Council committee office staff:
Annemarie Burt, Kim Martinow, Esma Poskovic and
Anthony Walsh. I thank them for allowing our lives to
be streamlined and for providing well-organised
evidence.
I also take this opportunity to thank all those who
provided submissions, including the verbal evidence we
heard during the course of the various public hearings
held here in Melbourne as well as in regional Victoria.
A number of individuals were passionate about what
they brought to the committee, as were representatives
from a variety of organisations.
It has previously been mentioned that the majority of
the recommendations were unanimously accepted by
the committee members. However, the government
members felt they could not support a number of key
recommendations. Those recommendations and the
rationale as to why we could not support them are
contained in the minority report that sits towards the
back of the committee report, and Mr Mulino took the
Council through that minority report earlier this week.
The minority report not only provides a summary of the
reasons as to why we took the approach that we did but
also goes through the specific recommendations and
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provides a rationale as to the government members’
positions. That report can be found on pages 112 to
143. That information is all in the public realm now,
and there has been much analysis and discussion
around it.
Whilst there might have been some ping-pong verbal
dialogue in relation to the issue of a 50 versus 70-year
lease, the first recommendation accepted by the
committee was that it would be a 50-year lease. Not
only that, but yesterday we had a letter from the
Treasurer that also suggested that, and that is reflected
in the newspapers today. Unfortunately those opposite
have outdated speaking notes and also have not
bothered to read the papers today. I particularly thank
Mr Mulino, who I thought was an exceptionally — —
Mr Morris — On a point of order, Acting President,
I am wondering if Ms Tierney is willing to table the
letter she referred to so that members of this house can
read it and understand what she is referring to.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) —
Order! Members are not able to table those sorts of
documents, but Ms Tierney may be able to make it
available.
Ms TIERNEY — I will make that request to the
Treasurer; I am happy to do so. I also make the point
that significant election commitments were provided by
both major parties in respect of the lease of the port of
Melbourne. The Victorian public well understood that
the lease of the port of Melbourne was part of a
package in terms of what Labor took to the polls and
that with the lease of the port of Melbourne the
proceeds were going to be directed to a range of
projects, about which people were well acquainted, in
terms of the removal of the level crossings and other
things, including a significant regional infrastructure
spend.
Given that I was on the select committee, many people
I come across often ask me, ‘What is the hold up? This
is what we understood when we went to the polls, and
yet there seems to be some dragging of feet or delay’. I
promptly explain to them that we have an upper house
and it decided that it wanted to have an inquiry to go
through a whole range of issues. That inquiry has
concluded, and now people are saying, ‘Let’s get on
with it’. We had a situation in this state for so long
where the infrastructure projects were just not
happening, the sods were not being turned and the jobs
were not being created. People are really tired of
inaction by government, and what they are calling on us
to do is to fulfil the commitments that we took to the
last election.
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Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, Acting
President, I am seeking some clarification from the
member. She spoke about her role as a committee
member and talking to people externally during the
process. Do I understand that she made some
commentary about the committee process externally
while she was a committee member?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) —
Order! Would Ms Tierney like to respond?
Ms TIERNEY — On the point of order, Acting
President, I would not normally respond. When people
ask me about a process, I will outline it. I say to
Mr Ondarchie that I have been in this Parliament for
long enough to know that you do not divulge detailed
discussion of any parliamentary inquiry — and he
knows that.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) —
Order! I call Ms Tierney to continue.
Ms TIERNEY — Clearly those opposite are
becoming quite unsettled with the position they seem to
be adopting. It is a position they adopted while in
government and now again in opposition — that is,
they keep on coming up with reasons why they should
do nothing. As I have said on the record many times,
sometimes they just cannot find the keys to put in the
ignition to get the economy of this state on the road.
This is a government that has taken a bold approach.
This is a government that wants to make a difference —
it wants to build things, it wants to have infrastructure
in place, it wants to unlock the gridlock on our roads
and it wants jobs. We want prosperity in this state, not
just in metropolitan Melbourne but in the wider state as
well.
We have also heard much from those opposite about
Bay West.
Mr Morris interjected.
Ms TIERNEY — I alert Mr Morris to the fact —
and I am sure Mr Ondarchie could not help but agree
with me on this — that when the committee went to
Geelong it heard evidence time after time that people
understood that the previous government had a policy
cap on the capacity of the port of Melbourne, they
understood the rationale of the cap being lifted and they
understood that the capacity of the port of Melbourne
will be increased significantly as a result. They also
understood what that meant in terms of Bay West, and
all of them bar one — Mr Ondarchie — understood the
need for Infrastructure Victoria to examine and analyse
the location of the second port.
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I urge Mr Morris to look at the transcripts, particularly
the transcript of the Geelong hearings, in respect of the
issue of Bay West. I know the Treasurer went to
Geelong a number of times after the election and took
all the major stakeholders through the government’s
thinking. I can comfortably tell members that people
feel quite relaxed about the government’s general
approach in respect of the port of Melbourne, the
uncapping of its capacity and indeed what needs to be
done in terms of the analysis and timing of when the
second port would come online.
All we have had from the other side in the last couple of
days have been reasons for not doing anything. We
have also had some view that has been tossed out there
that basically is an extraneous political agenda that
those on the opposite side have not been able to
articulate in any clear fashion. We have a political party
which was in government just over 12 months ago and
went to the election also wanting to lease the port. All
of a sudden its members are saying, ‘No, we don’t want
to do that’, but they are not providing any reasons. It is
no wonder that the Victorian community is scratching
its collective head and saying, ‘ Well, you said
something 12 months ago; now you’re saying
something completely different’. Those opposite need
to look at themselves and make sure that the message
they send to the community is a consistent one because
currently it is extremely confusing.
We have just had prevarication after prevarication. I
understand that with major projects like this you need
to get it right, but what I see from the other side is
absolutely no appetite for wanting to get things right.
There is just excuse after excuse and no engagement in
any substantive sense with trying to get this major
project up and running, to get the infrastructure that was
promised up and running and to deliver on jobs. We
have a consistent message from those opposite, which
is, ‘Don’t do anything. Don’t find the keys, don’t find
the ignition, don’t drive the economy and don’t create
jobs’. This is the message the Victorian public has
received. They understand that the other side represents
a do-nothing approach. But people really want to see a
difference, and they want the government to make a
difference. The opposition is now being labelled as a
political party that is preventing the things that
Victorians were promised and believed were going to
be delivered from being delivered.
Again, the opposition is just sitting on the back seat of
some school bus that is going nowhere. Victorians
expect more. They want us to get on with the job. They
want us to stimulate the economy. They want a whole
range of infrastructure projects to be delivered, so that
they have jobs not only for themselves but also for
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future generations. They want their children to be able
to get to school on time. People want to be able to get to
work on time. They do not want to be in gridlock as a
result of the previous government having done
absolutely nothing for four years. I really do implore
opposition members to get involved, get engaged and
assist in what they said they were going to do for the
Victorian public now, rather than dragging their feet
like they have done for many, many years.
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — This bill is
about the lease of the port of Melbourne and the
delivery of Victoria’s infrastructure. I was very pleased
to be able to represent the crossbenchers on the select
committee that considered this topic, and it was
something I was very keen to do. As the Acting
President will remember, I lobbied quite hard to get the
position representing the crossbenchers. Mr Bourman
was also quite keen, and we finished up having a little
vote on who should get it. I put my case forward — and
my case included issues like representing regional
Victoria and my history in doing some work with other
ports — and I was lucky enough to get the position, as I
said, representing the crossbenchers. The reason I did
so was that I felt this was going to be the biggest issue
that this house was going to deal with in regard to asset
sales, or leases — whichever you wish to call it — for
some time. We started off with income of about
$5 billion, and now it has got to about $8 billion or
more that this asset could deliver into the coffers of
Victoria.
I was very pleased to be able to be on the select
committee. It was a very strong committee, and its
members worked as a very cohesive group. I
congratulate all the members, in particular the chair,
Mr Gordon Rich-Phillips. He did a great job. There was
a lot of work involved, and it was concentrated over a
short period of time, so that we could get to this stage
now where we are debating this bill. We had hearings
throughout the state and a number in Melbourne. Many
organisations and individuals gave evidence to the
committee. Congratulations are certainly in order in
terms of the work that was done throughout that hearing
process.
I want to recognise a number of individuals from my
region who presented to the committee. They were, in
no particular order: Cr Colin Ryan, the mayor of the
Moyne Shire Council and also the chair of the Great
South Coast Group; Elaine Carbines and Cr Helene
Cameron, representing G21 Geelong Region Alliance;
Peter Bettess, from the Greater Geelong City Council;
Tony Bowden from the Horsham Rural City Council;
Cr Annette Jones from the West Wimmera Shire
Council; Cr Kevin Erwin from the Northern Grampians
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Shire Council; Bernadette Uzelac from the Geelong
Chamber of Commerce; Rebecca Casson and Justin
Giddings, representing the Committee for Geelong; and
Jo Bourke from the Wimmera Development
Association, and I hope Jo enjoys her retirement. There
were also many key businesses from within the region.
The thing that I took from their contributions,
particularly the businesses, was that these people
willingly gave their time free of charge to the
community of Victoria so that we could better
understand the issues that were facing them in regard to
the sale of the port of Melbourne. Many of them have
different stories to tell, but all of them shared common
ground, which was the view that the government needs
to be careful when it does this. They all said, ‘Make
sure you do it right’, and they all talked about the issues
that they felt needed to be addressed.
When I was elected to be on this committee, the first
thing I did, as I am sure the rest of the committee
members did, was to go through the bill. After I had
gone through it, I noted five areas that I thought the
committee needed to address through the process. I
think four of them were addressed, one was not, and
there were probably two others raised that I did not
recognise on my first reading of the bill. The first one
was: why was the lease up to 70 years? It appeared
from discussions that we had had that the additional
20 years would not add greatly to the value of the sale,
so my first question was: why should the lease be for
70 years?
The second thing I noted, when I went through the bill,
was: how does the road and rail network cope with the
growth? The number of containers that go through the
port now is about 2.5 million and somewhere between
7 million and 8 million is probably the internal capacity
of the port of Melbourne. The mathematics to me
seemed simple. The port is currently struggling to
handle 2.5 million containers, so how do we increase
that by threefold? Also, what is the impact of that in
terms of getting the number of the ships into the port,
particularly given their size? More importantly, how do
we get the containers out of the port, into Melbourne
and into the rest of Victoria? Realistically, the report
does address that in some ways, and I will come to that
in a moment.
I had also included in the second item a simple point:
the need for an extra second port — and then I put a
question mark. That became very evident through the
evidence that was given — the need for an extra port
and the question of when that is actually going to be
needed during this period of time.
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The third item I addressed for myself was: how would
the lease achieve a return of — at that time —
$6 billion? Accounting is my background, and just
looking at the port of Melbourne report I could not in
my mind work out how, with the revenue that it
generates and the profit that it generates, you could ever
get a value of something like that for the port of
Melbourne. In some way I believe I have worked it out,
and I will come to that later — not completely, but in
some way I have worked that out.
The fourth question I asked myself was: what pricing
would the ESC, the Essential Services Commission, be
responsible for? That is partially answered on page 102
of the bill at clause 108, which deals with the setting of
the wharfage and channel fees, and that is answered
through the report.
The fifth item was that I could not find the section
referencing compensation in regard to the second port,
with regard to when the Melbourne port gets to full
capacity. I could not work out for the life of me how the
full capacity and then the compensation you would pay
if you developed a second port would work. The
conclusion I came to was that I could not find it
because it was not there.
Those were the five things that I initially asked myself,
and as I said, the select committee answered at least
four of those and answered some that I had not even
asked myself. The existing capacity of the port will be
reached somewhere — in my mind — around about
2025 to 2030, and when I say the capacity, I do not
think that will be the 7.5 million units. I do not believe
the capacity will be reached in the port itself. The
limitation will be getting the ships in — whether they
come under the West Gate Bridge or whether they
come through the Heads — and getting the containers
out of the port. The capacity of 7.5 million, I believe,
with modern technology and alternative ways of
operating the port, could be achieved, but the issue will
be not the processing of those containers in the port, it
will be getting the ships in or actually getting the
containers out.
I come now to look at firstly the period of the lease, and
this is dealt with in the report of the inquiry. The 50year term will provide the new operator with sufficient
duration to invest and deliver the port services at lower
costs. It will provide an option, and the option for
20 years is not needed or warranted on the basis of the
port operator achieving that return. Given that the
second container port will be needed sometime during
that 50-year lease, the terms of the lease should be
reassessed, not now but certainly sometime after the
first 50 years — that is, in 2066 and 2077. That will be
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a time when, after the 50-year duration, the government
of the time will be able to determine whether it believes
a new lease is needed, where it is to be, how long it will
be and what we should do from there. Therefore I
support the recommendation by the committee that the
option should be reduced so as not to include the 20year extension of the licence or lease. I will certainly be
supporting that in the legislation.
The second item I noted when I went through the
legislation initially was the port growth impacts. We
cannot predict the future, as many of us know, but I
know that 50 years ago we would not have predicted
many of the activities that are now commonplace.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
East–west link
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Leader of the Government and Special
Minister of State. Yesterday the minister detailed the
development of an independent 30-year plan by
Infrastructure Victoria, and I also note the comments of
Transurban’s chief executive at the inquiry into
infrastructure projects, who outlined that even with the
western distributor built, with growing population and
increased traffic congestion, the east–west link would
need to be underway within a couple of decades. As a
result, there is a very real likelihood that the east–west
link — a project the government has just spent
$1.1 billion to cancel — will be front and centre of
Infrastructure Victoria’s plan, and so I ask: will the
government accept Infrastructure Victoria’s 30-year
independent plan if the east–west link is in fact a key
recommendation?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Ms Wooldridge for her question. This is not the
first time I have been asked such a question, and every
time I have been asked the question — including the
day that I stood next to Jim Miller, who is the chair of
Infrastructure Victoria, when I was asked that
question — I have asserted the independence of
Infrastructure Victoria and said that I trust its
judgement to assess the value of projects, short term
and long term, in assessing the infrastructure needs of
Victoria. We would expect the rigour that would be
associated with the independent assessment of
Infrastructure Victoria to provide government, provide
the opposition, provide the Parliament and provide the
community with the best advice about what our
infrastructure needs are in the future. It would be
premature for me to rule out any possible project that
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may come to us all on the basis of its advice. From
day one I have said that the government is alive to take,
without fear or favour, advice from Infrastructure
Victoria about the relative merits of projects such as the
one the member referred to.
Supplementary question
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for outlining the detailed analysis
that will be conducted by Infrastructure Victoria in
assessing its plan. I also note yesterday’s response of
the Secretary of the Department of Premier and
Cabinet to the Victorian Auditor-General’s report on
the east–west link, who stated:
Preconstruction activities such as design and geotechnical
work … may be of value in the future.

I ask: will all east–west link design, planning and
geotechnical work be provided to Infrastructure
Victoria to be considered as part of its 30-year
independent plan?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
know the member is concerned about making sure that
any intellectual property that the state procured when it
terminated the contract with east–west contractors will
not be lost to the state of Victoria. It is in fact
something that has been secured in the terms of the
settlement, so given that that intellectual property exists
and is owned by and available to the state and to
Infrastructure Victoria, the answer is that of course the
information continues to be available.

Grand Final Friday
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade. In the last sitting week, in
response to a question about the grand final parade
public holiday, the minister advised the house:
… the intention … from the holiday’s perspective, was to
ensure that people were able to spend time with their friends,
families and loved ones … but the intention of creating a
public holiday is not necessarily to create an economic boost
to the community.

On 16 September 2015 the minister told the house:
… of the 532 000 small businesses in Victoria, almost twothirds are … mum-and-dad businesses or sole traders, being
run by themselves.

How were those 66 per cent of small businesses in
Victoria able to benefit from the minister’s intention for
the grand final parade public holiday when they were
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not able to spend time with their friends, families and
loved ones?

the grand final parade public holiday, what is his
measure for its impact?

Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the member for his
question. He is flogging a dead horse because the
Victorian public overwhelmingly voted with their feet
to support Grand Final Friday, and that included a vast
number of small business owners who chose not to
open and instead spend time with their friends, families
and loved ones. Just to correct the honourable member,
there are actually nearly 534 000 small businesses in
Victoria. If the member wishes to use statistics, he
should probably use the correct ones.

The PRESIDENT — Order! It is an interesting
construction for a question. I ask the member to read it
again for the minister. I will allow the minister to
respond, but I am mindful that it is pushing it.

In relation to the member’s question, I do not accept the
premise that he has done the work and questioned every
single one of the 534 000 small businesses in order to
represent a picture that they are all equally unhappy. I
note in response to the final part of the member’s
question that the vast majority of the unrepresentative
swill over there actually took the public holiday and did
not work. Hypocrites!
The PRESIDENT — Order! As Mr Dalidakis
knows, over the last couple of days in particular I have
made remarks about these throwaway lines and brought
a couple of members to heel in terms of their persistent
pushing of the envelope. That remark was outside the
sort of response I expect from a minister of the Crown
to anybody in responding to a question. I seek a
withdrawal of that term.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Most certainly, President. I
withdraw.

Mr ONDARCHIE — I will read it slowly. Is the
minister ready? I just wanted to make sure. In order to
not add further burden to those small businesses, what
is the minister’s measure for the impact on small
businesses in Victoria in order to scrap the 2016 grand
final parade public holiday as part of his evaluation
process?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the member for his
question. I answered a very similar question to this
previously about the evaluation criteria — President,
you may remember — and, in so doing, when I
provided those criteria the honourable member opposite
took a point of order, which you rejected, about the
criteria that I provided to this house. Because we
created a public holiday the criteria for evaluation were:
did friends, families and loved ones get the opportunity
to enjoy spending that time together?
In relation to the question that the member just put to
me, we on this side of the chamber are not interested in
breaking our election commitments. It was our
commitment to introduce the public holiday, so putting
forward in a question something about us breaking our
election commitment is not in keeping with what we do
in the Andrews Labor government.

Supplementary question

Regional Victoria Living Expo

Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for his answer. However, I would
like to ask: in order not to add further burden to those
small businesses the minister apparently represents,
what is his measure for the impact on small businesses
in Victoria in order to scrap the 2016 grand final parade
public holiday as part of the evaluation process?

Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My question is
to the Minister for Regional Development. Why has the
minister decided to scrap the Regional Victoria Living
Expo?

Mr Dalidakis — On a point of order, President, I
formally put to you that that was not apposite to the
substantive question.
Mr ONDARCHIE — On the point of order,
President, I specifically asked about the grand final
parade public holiday and the 532 000, to quote the
minister’s words — he has now corrected it to
534 000 — small businesses in Victoria and simply
asked: as part of the evaluation process associated with

Ms PULFORD (Minister for Regional
Development) — I thank the member for his question.
The Regional Victoria Living Expo was an initiative of
the former government. Its future is being reviewed.
There are many different views amongst regional
Victorian communities about the success of the
Regional Victoria Living Expo. It is a very expensive
endeavour, and I wonder whether it is the best possible
way to achieve its stated objectives. In answer to
Mr Drum’s question, the expo is currently being
reviewed.
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Supplementary question
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — When is the
minister going to let the 48 regional councils and about
another 50 stallholders know whether or not it is going
to be on so they can get their diaries in order for next
year?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Regional
Development) — We will let them know when we have
made a decision about whether or not it is the best use
of taxpayers money and the best possible way in which
we can support people to make a move to regional
Victoria. When people are contemplating a move to
regional Victoria the things they are looking for are
jobs, communities and lifestyles that will enable people
to build a home and a future in a new location. I wonder
whether or not the considerable amount of paid
television advertising the former government invested
in to get people in the door at an event in Melbourne
was the most effective way to achieve that. But, that
said, no decision has been made. I am very keen to
explore opportunities that might represent for Victorian
taxpayers better value for money than the expo.

Grand Final Friday
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade. Can the minister advise the
house of the costs incurred by Transport Safety Victoria
for the grand final parade public holiday?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I am not responsible for
Transport Safety Victoria.
Supplementary question
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for his answer. The minister — —
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This question does not fall within my portfolio
responsibilities and needs to be redirected to the Minister for
Small Business, Innovation and Trade.

I ask the minister: is it him or the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety who is misleading the house in
response to this question, or does nobody in the
government actually know?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — The Minister for Roads and
Road Safety is quite correct; I am responsible for the
public holiday, but I am not responsible for Transport
Safety Victoria. Neither Mr Donnellan nor I can be
responsible for how poorly the member words his
questions.
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, President, I
put to you that the minister’s answer was unresponsive.
I am happy to table this response from the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, where he says:
This question does not fall within my portfolio
responsibilities and needs to be redirected to the Minister for
Small Business, Innovation and Trade.

I did that today, and I put to you that the minister’s
answer was unresponsive.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I accept the
explanation of the minister in this place that he is not
responsible for that agency and is therefore not
responsible for its budget allocation. He is responsible
for the gazettal of the holiday and for that side of it but
not for the allocation of funds. From the written
response Mr Ondarchie has received in response to his
question to Minister Donnellan, it would seem that
either his question was misread by the minister’s staff
in preparing the response or that they did not wish to
explore the costs associated with that event on that day.
But the answer of the minister in this house was, from
my perspective, responsive to the question in respect of
his jurisdictional responsibilities.

Mr Dalidakis — I am not responsible for it.

Public holidays
Mr ONDARCHIE — President, I ask that the clock
be stopped while I ask this question — or restarted.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I call Mr Ondarchie to
continue.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I have here a response in
answer to my question on notice 1115 from the
Honourable Luke Donnellan, Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, regarding this matter, which I am happy to
table. The minister says:

Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is also to the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade. I refer to Labor’s commitment in
opposition to review the public holiday arrangements
with respect to Christmas Day when it falls on a
weekend. Given that in 2016 Christmas Day falls on a
Sunday, will the minister rule out another billion-dollar
hit to Victorian employers through the declaration of an
additional new public holiday?
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Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the member for his
question. It is an appropriate question. It is a good
question. It is a question we have already looked into.
The last time the government reviewed the rules in
relation to the issue of Christmas Day falling on a
weekend was back in 2010. We went to the election,
believe it or not, with a policy of reviewing what we
would do in that situation. We are cognisant of the fact
that it will occur in 2016. We agreed that we would
undertake a review. I expect that review to be
undertaken by very early next year, and we will provide
Mr Davis with that information as soon as that review
is complete. I expect that review to be complete before
the Parliament rises again in 2016.
Supplementary question
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for his response. In his response he indicated
that the government will undertake the review that was
part of its policy. I ask: will the government as part of
that review undertake consultation with business groups
and small businesses in particular before it declares the
‘rainbow’ or ‘tinsel Tuesday’ holiday?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — President, I will honour your
request of me in an earlier comment in regard to
language unbecoming in this chamber, and I will
restrict myself to giving a very factual answer to the
member in question, because the colourful
characterisation at the end of his question does the
member a disservice, given that I answered the
substantive question in a very fair way. I am not
inclined to look at wholesale changes in relation to the
existing policy. The review that we will undertake is
going to be a limited review that I have already begun
internally across government. It is not something on
which I am looking to engage with stakeholders
external to government, because it is not something that
I believe warrants change, nor was it an election
commitment that change occur.

Betrayal of Trust
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Training and Skills,
Mr Herbert, representing the Attorney-General.
Currently the capacity of victims and survivors of
criminal child abuse to recover damages depends on
their getting access to assets, which in the case of
religious organisations are held on trust under various
acts of Parliament. The Betrayal of Trust report made
two specific recommendations in this area:
recommendation 26.1 was that the Victorian
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government consider requiring non-government
organisations to be incorporated and adequately
insured, where those organisations receive funding, tax
exemptions or other entitlements; and
recommendation 26.2 was that the Victorian
government require religious and other nongovernment organisations to adopt incorporated legal
structures. These recommendations are also supported
by the federal Royal Commission into Institutional
Responses to Child Sexual Abuse. My question is:
when is the government planning to implement
recommendations 26.1 and 26.2 of the Betrayal of Trust
report?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I thank Ms Springle for her detailed question
on a very important issue, a review of the very
important Betrayal of Trust report recommendations.
The government, as the member will know, has
committed to implementing all of the
recommendations, and that includes
recommendation 26.1 and 26.2. The government is
working on implementing those recommendations as
well as other civil law recommendations coming
through from the Betrayal of Trust report. It is fair to
say that implementing these recommendations is quite
complex, and there are complicated legal issues
associated with them. There are other issues in regard to
implementing the incorporated recommendations,
which we think need extra work, particularly in terms
of bringing relief to victim survivors over and above
those incorporated provisions.
We are working on a complete response to this issue. It
is a very important issue. I cannot give an exact date of
when the recommendations are going to be
implemented. I am happy to take it on notice, but I do
not think we have an exact date. It is very complicated.
There is a substantial amount of effort going into the
recommendations plus other civil issues to come back
to the Parliament. That is as far as I can advise the
member.

VicForests
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question
is to the Minister for Agriculture. The VicForests
annual report 2014–15 refers to progress against
strategic initiatives and highlights business
development opportunities, which include reference to
residual log export trials that have commenced —
residual logs being the lowest grade of wood. Two of
the supply chains currently in place, Big Traffic and
Orient Export, export sawlogs which are of a higher
grade than residual logs. Can the minister explain why
VicForests is reporting that lowest grade, poorest
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quality residual logs are being exported when Big
Traffic and Orient Export actually export higher quality
sawlogs?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Dunn for her question and her ongoing
interest in the VicForests annual report. I know we had
a bit of disagreement about the accounting measures
earlier in the week, and on this occasion Ms Dunn asks
about exports. As I have indicated in the house on at
least a handful of occasions over the course of the last
two months, it is my expectation that VicForests only
engage in export activity as a last resort. The most
important thing for us to do with our timber resource is
to support Victorian industry and Victorian jobs. Some
of the background to this comes about as a result of
some sunsetting provisions in the State Owned
Enterprises Act 1992, but there are, to the best of my
knowledge, no new contracts that have been entered
into that engage those provisions. I indicate to the
member that it is certainly our desire and my
expectation of VicForests — and I have sought advice
from the department and VicForests about how to
perhaps further formalise these arrangements — that
exports are a point of last resort for this resource.
Supplementary question
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for her answer. Can the minister advise
whether she will follow up directly with VicForests to
inquire into this inconsistency in reporting in the annual
report and what is happening in export trade?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I do
not accept the member’s assertion that the information
contained in the VicForests annual report is inaccurate,
but as I have indicated, I have sought from VicForests
and the department advice on how we can perhaps to a
greater degree formalise my expectation and desire that
exports of residual timber products be minimised and
that it is very much a use of last resort, after having
supported a very large number of Victorian businesses
that employ a very large number of people making full
use of that resource in the first instance.

Route 86 tram
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Agriculture, Ms Pulford,
representing the Minister for Public Transport. Public
transport has really been the backbone for Northern
Metropolitan Region and its ever-growing population.
We have been fortunate in that we have got buses,
trains and trams, and I obviously note, and everyone
else here notes, the importance of that infrastructure.
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Lines such as the 96 and the 11 have been upgraded to
accommodate the incredible growth we are seeing in
the north. However, the 86 has been left behind time
and again. It is the longest route in my electorate and
one of the longest in the whole of Melbourne, and it is
heavily congested almost all of the time. I have spoken
to Yarra Trams and have been unable to find any
definitive information about when there will be an
upgrade to the 86 line, particularly for the new lowfloor trams. I would like to know when that is going to
happen.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Patten for her question. I hope all members
will forgive me when I confess that this is well out of
my area of knowledge and expertise.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms PULFORD — If it had been in the VicForests
annual report, we might have had a bit more luck, but I
must confess I am not even familiar with the route of
the no. 86 tram. My usual public transport adventures
are on the Ballarat V/Line route and elsewhere. I thank
the member for her interest in this matter and for her
concerns around congestion on that particular service
and its importance to many commuters in her
electorate. With her forbearance, I will seek a more
detailed and a better informed response from my
colleague, the Minister for Public Transport, Ms Allan.
Supplementary question
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister and look forward to maybe taking her for a
ride on the 86 one day. It has been long promised, and
when you look at people with disabilities and the
elderly, you see it is becoming harder and harder for
them to use that route. I would also like to know when
the 86 route will be extended through to South Morang,
connecting with Plenty Road and The Lakes Boulevard
to provide residents in the new suburbs of the north
with desperately needed transport options.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Patten for her invitation to familiarise me
with the no. 86 line, and I look forward to us finding a
time to do that. Again, the issues around servicing of all
Victorian communities and the particular needs of those
with very high levels of residential growth and high
rates of population growth are important. They are
things that are very important to our government. I will
seek a detailed response to Ms Patten’s question from
Minister Allan.
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Mobile Black Spot program
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — My question
today is for the Minister for Small Business, Innovation
and Trade, and it is nothing to do with a public holiday.
Mobile phone coverage is something that those in urban
or suburban areas tend to take for granted. Indeed
driving along major transport routes we find it rare to
lose coverage. Mobile phones are part of contemporary
society, and we tend to use them for surfing the
internet, for calling friends and even for business. There
is a serious side to mobile phones in some areas,
particularly rural and regional areas. Bushfire warnings,
and possibly other warnings, are sent out by the
emergency message system. Whilst it is not reasonable
to expect every remote property in our vast land to be
covered by mobile phone reception, it is reasonable to
expect that towns will at least have enough coverage to
receive emergency messages. I have been told that the
town of Licola in Gippsland is not able to receive these
messages. Given its location, this needs to be attended
to. My question to the minister is: is Licola on the list of
upgrades to the phone system that will allow it to
receive emergency messages?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the member for his
question. Earlier today in his members statement
Mr Bourman talked about how much he has learnt in
12 months. It was a very well crafted question, and if
Mr Bourman has an opportunity over the Christmas
break, I suggest he takes that opportunity to try to give
Mr Ondarchie some lessons on how to write a question,
because at the moment democracy is the loser when we
have people and clowns asking questions that are
poorly written. To get very specifically to
Mr Bourman’s question — —
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, President, I
am tempted to say ‘pot, kettle’, but I would say to you
that you asked Mr Davis to have a quiet holiday from
the chamber for a lot less than that yesterday. I would
ask the Minister for Something to withdraw.
Ms Hartland — On the point of order, President,
this is a really important question, and I would like the
minister to answer. This is a question I get a lot from
rural people, especially about fire alerts.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In respect of the
comparison with Mr Davis’s early cup of tea yesterday,
that was not about a specific remark as distinct from the
fact that there were a series of remarks, and they were
over the top. Notwithstanding that, in this context
Minister Dalidakis at times does take a fair bit of
licence in terms of trying to flail the opposition rather
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than perhaps addressing the specific question. In this
case in particular, as Ms Hartland has rightly said, a
member of the Shooters and Fishers Party has posed
this question and the minister shows him less respect
than is deserved in using it as an opportunity to
disparage the opposition. The focus of his answer ought
to be on what Mr Bourman regards as an important
issue. Certainly, as Ms Hartland has said, many of us
are familiar with the problems of phone coverage — I
am certainly aware of some of the fire dangers down
Licola way in recent years — and the question deserves
an appropriate answer without the minister making
other remarks. Again, terminology like ‘these clowns’
or whatever is still outside my expectation of ministers
in responding to questions.
Mr DALIDAKIS — As I was continuing my
response, I was just moving into the issue the member
had raised, noting that I was only at that stage 20 per
cent of the way through my contribution. Let me point
out that the Victorian government, under Daniel
Andrews as Premier, has recently committed
$21 million towards 109 black spots across Victoria.
That $21 million was part of a co-funded arrangement
with the federal government and also with Telstra. That
funding arrangement leveraged $86 million of cofunding in total: $21 million from us and $64 million
from the federal government and also from Telstra.
Licola was not on that list of 109 sites. What happened
was that those sites were measured accordingly by a
range of different measures, including emergency,
need, population et cetera. What I say to Mr Bourman
is that should the Victorian government look at
participating in round 2 of the black spot program that
the same assessment of sites that occurred under
round 1 would have to occur under round 2. That is not
to say that Licola would or would not be successful; it
is to say that we would have to go through that process
again.
I also want to be relatively measured in relation to that
round 2 application process. The process is not due to
be finalised until early 2016. At this point in time the
Victorian government has not yet made a determination
as to whether it will participate in round 2 of the cofunding with the federal government, because recently
we went alone and put $19 million — $18.6 million to
be precise — into funding black spots along rail
corridors, which the federal government refused to cofund. As a result we have now spent $40 million on
eradicating black spots across Victoria, and whether or
not we look to do so in the future is something we are
yet to determine.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Thursday, 10 December 2015

COUNCIL

Let me take this opportunity to remind all members that
the issue of black spots, the issue of mobile coverage
and the issue of communications are in fact federal
government policy responsibilities. They are ones that
the federal government guards jealously and that
obviously I have experience of in a previous life. We
will work with our federal government counterparts
where we can to assist them.
In terms of the community of Licola let me make it
very clear that the emergency services commissioner
provides guidance in relation to residents, ensuring that
they have multiple forms of emergency communication
and are not reliant on any one form. That includes both
radio and television. It includes obviously discussions
with neighbours as well. They need to have their own
fire plans and be prepared, but it is something on which
we will continue to work into the future.
Supplementary question
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his answer. I understand that it is somewhat
to do with the federal government, but bushfires are
generally tending only to get worse, for whatever
reason. I think it is fair for the people of Licola to get
some idea about when they can expect some sort of fix
for this. It is not just the people who live there; it is also
the people who travel through, such as me. The
question is: as best as the minister can, when can we
expect Licola to be upgraded to at least be able to
receive emergency messages, if not entire mobile phone
coverage?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank Mr Bourman for his
question. I am happy to continue discussions with my
counterpart in the federal government, Senator Mitch
Fifield, who is a Victorian senator. He is an honourable
and decent individual. He is somebody I have known
for a very long time. I will work with him to see what
plans the federal government has in respect of Licola
specifically. I will write to him, and when I get that
response I will forward it on to Mr Bourman.
Again it does not resolve the fact that residents,
wherever they are across rural and regional Victoria,
need to ensure that their fire plans are up to date and
ready right now. They have their own decisions to
make, and they should ensure that they have an
appropriate level of communication and information
from a wide variety of sources, because even if a
mobile tower were present in that area, it could fail in
such a situation and they would need to be careful
about all of their information sources regardless.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
have written answers to the following questions on
notice: 1125, 1989, 3894–95, 3898–3910, 3914–19,
4260, 4262, 4267–68, 4295–96, 4359.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Written responses
The PRESIDENT — Order! In relation to today’s
questions, Mr Drum put a supplementary question to
Ms Pulford in regard to a time frame for a decision on
the expo. It would be reasonable to have some sort of
an indication of the time frame. The minister suggested
it would be fairly soon, and I can understand that she
would not necessarily be in a position to say that it is
going to be on such and such a date. But if we could
have some sort of a time frame — if it is early in the
new year or whatever — that would be appreciated. I
invite the minister to reflect on what the time frame
might be for a decision on that review, and that would
be a one-day answer.
Ms Patten’s questions to Ms Pulford in regard to the
no. 86 tram, both the substantive and supplementary
questions, will need to be referred for detail to the
Minister for Public Transport. I invite Ms Pulford to
provide a response on that in two days.
I ask Mr Dalidakis to clarify now to the house his
response to Mr Davis’s question. I do not want to enter
into a paper warfare for this one. My problem is that I
think he said something that he did not really mean. He
said that the decision would be made before Parliament
rises in 2016. That could well be in December 2016 if
we were to take that literally. Perhaps Mr Dalidakis
might clarify that time frame for me now and then I will
not have to move to a written response.

Public holidays
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — Thank you, President. You
are quite right. Ms Wooldridge pointed out that I had
chosen my words poorly. I certainly meant to indicate
to the chamber that I believe that would be done and
made available in the public domain prior to Parliament
resuming in February 2016.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have received some
requests in regard to written responses — answers that
have been provided to questions on notice. In the first
instance Ms Crozier has written to me about a series of
questions that were put to the Minister for Families and
Children in respect of some statistical data. There are
two lots of questions. The first ones are questions 1265
and 1266 seeking information on some permanent care
orders. The minister’s answer referred Ms Crozier to an
annual report, but that report has not yet been
published. I daresay that is still the case, that it has
not — —
Ms Mikakos interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Yes, it was.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
The PRESIDENT — It was tabled this morning.
Thank you.
What she also seeks is quarterly data as distinct from
annual data. When some of these questions come to us I
have some concern about pushing for weekly data and
sometimes monthly data inasmuch as I think that
sometimes can be fairly onerous, is almost fishing and
is perhaps not necessarily indicative. However,
quarterly data does pick up a number of trendlines that
might well be of real interest to members, to public
debate and so forth. In the sense that my understanding
would be that the annual report has annual figures but
not quarterly figures, I ask that these questions be
reinstated in respect of the quarterly data. Those are
questions 1265 and 1266.
In respect of questions 1267 to 1273, the member
sought details on young people placed in out-of-home
care on a monthly basis. This is where the monthly
situation tests me. On this occasion I will invite the
minister to advise whether or not it is possible to
provide monthly data, but my expectation from the
chair is that it is certainly reasonable to seek quarterly
data; monthly data I am not so sure about. This is a
perspective I personally have. At any rate, by way of
reinstating that question I would invite the minister to
reconsider whether or not monthly data might well be
provided.
Ms Wooldridge has also written to me on several
matters in respect of questions to which she has
received answers. In the first instance I am dealing with
questions on notice 4009 to 4023. These questions were

Thursday, 10 December 2015

to the Minister for Health and were in respect of
hospital bypasses and the monitoring of the
implementation of the removal of certain bypass
practices. I have reviewed the questions and the
answers. Question 4023 asks, in part, how the
department will monitor the process or evaluate the
changes, and I am not convinced that the answer is
really as responsive to that as it should be. I therefore
reinstate question 4023.
In respect of question 4009, which is about staff
numbers and classifications in the Department of
Health and Human Services, particularly in respect of
departmental staff that have been seconded to the
secretariat and what their grades are, again there is not
really an attempt to answer that question as such, and
there is again a reference to annual reports. I dare say
annual reports would never reflect on secondments in
these matters, so that is really not a satisfactory answer
to that question. I therefore also reinstate question 4009.
Ms Wooldridge has also written to me in respect of
questions 4010 to 4019. These were all to the Minister
for Health and were in respect of funding for a number
of ambulance facilities. There is a fund of $20 million
available, and the questions sought to establish the
break-up of that fund across what I think were
11 projects and also to establish a schedule of when
these projects were to be completed. The minister’s
answer does not provide a break-up of the funds, but it
indicates there will be a variable allocation out of that
$20 million fund and that all the projects will be
completed by 2018. That year is obviously the end of
this Parliament’s term. I think it is reasonable to
establish what priority might have been made for these
ambulance stations so that those communities might
know which ones are coming early.
There are four parts in this series of questions from
4010 to 4019, asked by Ms Wooldridge. I reinstate only
parts (1) and (4) in regard to the likely funding
allocation at this time — and that might change, given
that the program runs until 2018. With respect to some
of the early ones, however, I should think the
allocations — maybe even notional allocations going
forward — would be available and certainly be a
priority in terms of the development.
Finally — and I thank members for their forbearance
on this — Ms Wooldridge has also written to me in
regard to questions on notice 571, 572, 868 and 872.
These are also to the Minister for Health. Again the
minister has relied, in answering these questions, on
information that is in the annual report. To my
understanding, in terms of what has been requested, the
information is not available in the annual report. These
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questions go to supplementation of funding for public
holidays and so forth.
I know this whole Easter public holiday and grand final
eve public holiday matter has been played out
exhaustively in this place and in questions on notice,
and I know the government seems to have a reticence
about quantifying these costs. Frankly I would have
thought, however, that the government would want to
know how much it costs an agency to assist its budget
in going forward as well. From that point of view I
think the questions are in order. In this case I reinstate
questions 571 and 572, and in relation to questions 868
and 872, asked by Ms Wooldridge of the Minister for
Health — which are questions with five parts — I seek
to reinstate parts (1) and (4) of each question.
Ms Hartland — On a point of order, President, I
submitted questions on notice 1991 and 1992 on
15 September to the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety in regard to the port rail shuttle project. The
answers are now 40 days overdue.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Can I indicate that in
our standing orders the follow-up of questions is to be
done on Wednesdays; however, given that this is the
last day of meeting I would seek the support of the
government in terms of responding to Ms Hartland on
this occasion outside our standing orders. It does,
however, need to be recognised that the standing orders
provide for this follow-up of questions to be done on a
Wednesday, not a Thursday. On the last day of
meeting, I wonder whether the Leader of the
Government — —
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — As the
minister representing the Minister for Roads and Safety
in this chamber, I will undertake for Ms Hartland’s
benefit to follow that matter up with the minister and
seek a speedy resolution to that situation.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
President, I just wanted to respond to your
reinstatement of a number of questions and your
expectations. I know you are acting within the
guidelines that you have established in accordance with
the sessional orders introduced by this government, so I
understand we are reaping in a sense what we have
sown, but I just want to draw the attention of the house
to the fact that you yourself volunteered that you have
made a reasonable assessment about what reporting
requirements there may be for government agencies
and then referred to your expectation that that
information should be provided in terms that you think
are reasonable.
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As a minister who has been responsible for the
introduction of the Transparency in Government
Bill 2015, which is on the notice paper in the other
place, and having dealt with datasets that are available
to government across health, human services and
emergency services, I know about the complexity of
compiling datasets and the difficulty of public
administration to rise up and meet those standards.
Therefore I caution the limits of what a reasonable
expectation may be about generating new datasets that
may or may not be available easily to government. I am
foreshadowing that issue because subsequently you also
made assumptions about the financial construct of the
departmental budgets and the way in which information
may be easily extracted from them.
Again, I suggest that whilst the government will do its
best to comply with your expectations of us, President,
I am putting on the public record the difficulties of
generating new datasets or a new series of analysis that
may be inconsistent or incomplete within what public
administration is, and the onerous expectation that
could be seen to be easily set but very hard to meet.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President, it is
probably timely that the minister has raised this matter
because I had reason to raise a broader range of
concerns about the way in which questions on notice
are handled by the government. I am seeking your
consideration of an opportunity to review how these
matters are dealt with.
The minister said the government has difficulty
generating new data. The problem is that ministers have
difficulty answering simple questions that are readily
available. Often they are coordinated responses, word
for word identical across a range of portfolios. Many of
them simply refer to the websites irrespective of
whether information is on that website or not; they refer
to information being contained in annual reports
irrespective of whether that information is there and
whether the annual reports are available; and if it is a
multipart question, they may typically answer one part
and ignore the others. I think it is timely for you to
consider ways that we can review the operation of
questions on notice, and what general guidelines may
be produced to guide ministers so that we are not
actually having to use up house time reinstating
questions, and I have hundreds of questions that I am
going to ask you to reinstate.
In the instances where you have reinstated questions, I
have received the same replies. I think as part of your
review perhaps the notion of some consequence should
be considered where questions need to be reinstated,
such as a shorter time frame for a response or anything
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else you may consider to be appropriate. So it is not just
a question of generating new data; it is actually a
question of answering the questions. I believe the
process has been flouted and treated with contempt. It is
not efficient, transparent or accountable. I seek your
consideration of a method by which some common
sense can be applied to this whole notion of questions
on notice, the answering of questions on notice, the
follow-up and in particular the giving of simple
answers for which information is already available.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is not a matter for
me to review as such. This is a matter for the house.
The processes are outlined in the practices of the house,
the standing orders, the sessional orders and so forth,
and it is not really for me to review the overall process.
Perhaps if there is a concern it could be referred to the
Procedure Committee.
During the last Parliament the then government was
concerned about the number of questions coming
forward and the fact that it was taking up a lot of time
in coordinating replies and so forth, and a lot of those
questions seemed to be fishing questions rather than
questions that went to information that was really
necessary information. It is interesting that when I look
at the questions that were put on notice by the Greens,
for instance, I think nearly all of the questions were
satisfied by the answers provided by the then
government because they were temperate in terms of
their handling of that process. I think that actually
extends to this government’s management of questions
on notice from the Greens as well.
On that occasion in the last Parliament when the then
government expressed concern about the number of
questions that were coming in and the difficulty in
providing useful and responsive answers to those
questions, the then opposition agreed to back off. It
actually reduced the volume of questions on notice that
it asked and did not put those template questions to
every minister in the same way as it had been doing. So
some of this issue is about the responsibility of all
members to ask the sorts of questions that are
important, certainly — because that is the job we all
have — but the fishing needs to be reined in. In that
sense I believe the government is more likely to provide
stronger and better answers if it is not dealing with a
whole slate of questions that may be relevant to a
particular minister but not relevant to other ministers
and are just part of a fishing trip that involves a lot of
time to process and so on. Members need to have the
discussion that Mrs Peulich seeks rather than me
conducting a review of the process. It is important that
there is an understanding of the issues by the leadership
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of the parties, and the party whips might also be
involved in those discussions.
Ms Crozier — Thank you for your comments,
President. In relation to Mr Jennings’s point of order, I
note that you have asked that the questions I wrote to
you about some weeks ago be reinstated, and that was
after the previous time I had written to you at which
time you made a similar ruling, saying that there
needed to be a significant period of time such as
quarterly reporting. I think your ruling at that time was
in response to the reason I wrote to you again saying
that that data that is in the public interest be made
available, so thank you for your ruling.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It was not a point of
order, but it was a wonderful compliment. I recognise
that the comments made by the Leader of the
Government in response were also well worth everyone
considering carefully. It is true that what some people
might think is a collected dataset is not necessarily a
dataset, or not necessarily in exactly the form that is
being sought or any usable form in terms of what is
being sought. Therefore we need to have some sense.
The minister quite rightly points out that my
expectation is based on a personal view of
reasonableness.
Other people, and especially government members,
might well have a very different view of reasonableness
in these matters. I am quite happy to entertain
government views in that respect rather than being
prescriptive as the Chair. My job is to try to facilitate
what might be achieved. I know the Leader of the
Government on many occasions does his best to
provide information, whereas other ministers in the past
might well have said, ‘No, we’re not going to do that’.
There is an attempt in this house to accommodate
members’ interests and expectations, but we all need to
have a respect for the tolerances in that process.
Mr Davis — Far be it from me to prick the bubble
of seasonal goodwill in this, but I also want to respond
to the comments by the Leader of the Government and
the matters around datasets.
The PRESIDENT — In terms of the debate or as a
point of order?
Mr Davis — As a point of order if we want to make
it that.
The PRESIDENT — We do, because that is all I
am listening to.
Mr Davis — On a point of order, President, in
response to your ruling, the Leader of the House
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foreshadowed that there may be difficulty with datasets.
In consideration of these matters I would like to put on
the record that the compilation of these datasets to
annual datasets naturally and necessarily comes from
shorter time periods. If annual data is available in that
way, it has to be compiled from shorter time periods —
quarterly and monthly. I am very aware of the risk that
this government will seek to obfuscate and block the
release of data through some trick.
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regrettable given the enormous population growth that
is taking place in that corridor. We had a situation, as
reported in the Pakenham Gazette, where emergency
vehicles — fire trucks — could not cross the railway
line for up to 10 minutes because of the enormous
congestion at that level crossing. This needs urgent
attention from the minister. I ask her to review it and
invest in improvements to that intersection as a priority.

Eastern Metropolitan Region
The PRESIDENT — Order! That is not a point of
order.

STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE
ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING
Minister for Energy and Resources
Message received from Assembly informing Council
of following resolution:
That this house refuses to consent to the Legislative Council’s
request for the Minister for Energy and Resources to appear
before the Legislative Council environment and planning
committee to give evidence and answer questions in relation
to the inquiry into onshore unconventional gas.

Mr Davis — On a point of order, President, it is
important to note for the record that this was a
deliberate attempt by the government to block the
appearance of the minister at the inquiry.
The PRESIDENT — Order! That is not a point of
order. Again it is an attempt to debate this matter.
Mr Davis can move to take note of the message if he
wishes.
Ordered that message be considered next day on
motion of Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan).
Sitting suspended 1.06 p.m. until 2.13 p.m.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Eastern Victoria Region
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
constituency question is for the attention of the Minister
for Public Transport, Ms Allan. It relates to the level
crossing at McGregor Road and the Pakenham railway
line in Pakenham. I have raised this matter in the house
before. This intersection needs urgent attention in order
to increase the capacity of vehicles able to cross the
railway line. Minister Allan was reported in the
Pakenham Gazette on Wednesday as having said that it
is not one of Labor’s 50 level crossing priorities, and
that is true. Not a single level crossing in the Shire of
Cardinia has made it into Labor’s top 50, which is most

Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, Luke Donnellan. On Saturday
a consultation on the proposed Box Hill to Ringwood
shared-use path took place. People there asked me
when construction of this particular path would
commence now that the plans are out. My question to
the minister is: can he give me an indication of when he
thinks construction on this project will commence so
that I can pass the information on?

Northern Victoria Region
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Police.
Earlier this year I visited the North East Muzzle
Loaders and Colonial Firearms Club at Taminick. This
is a fantastic little club that has self-funded its own
range of facilities through the hard work and generosity
of its members. This club showcases a variety of
English Civil War, Napoleonic, American Civil War
and Victorian-era firearms, including an awesome array
of cannons. Certain licensing categories for firearms
this club uses contain requirements to be a member of a
collectors guild. This is difficult for people in regional
Victoria when there are no collectors guilds in the area.
This genuine group of collectors and re-enactors are
now trying to be recognised as a collectors guild, but
are receiving information from local authorities that
suggests the Victoria Police licensing and regulation
division will not recognise any more collectors guilds in
Victoria. I ask the minister: is this the policy of the
licensing and regulation division? If so, why?

Western Victoria Region
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Education. My question is: will the minister commit to
matching the coalition’s commitment of $13 million in
funding for much-needed upgrades at Mount Clear
College? The college is a fabulous school very ably led
by the principal, Lynita Taylor. The shadow Minister
for Education, the Honourable Nick Wakeling, and I
recently visited the school and met with the school’s
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leadership group, including the fabulous and talented
school captains. I note the minister and the Premier
have both said, ‘You can’t get a first-rate education in a
second-rate classroom’. Unfortunately that is what the
students at the college are subjected to on a daily basis.
I look forward to receiving a response from the
minister.

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is addressed to the Honourable
Robin Scott, the Minister for Finance and Minister for
Multicultural Affairs. I note the minister’s recent
announcement of the creation of two Indian cultural
precincts, one in Dandenong and one in Wyndham. I
applaud the government’s commitment to supporting
multiculturalism, particularly in such a culturally
diverse area as my electorate of Western Metropolitan
Region, where 6.3 per cent of Wyndham’s population
is of Indian heritage, compared with the state average of
2.5 per cent. I ask the minister to provide details to me
of the benefits the Wyndham Indian cultural precinct
will have for my constituents, and to update the house
on the types of facilities and spaces that my constituents
can look forward to utilising under the government’s
plan.

Southern Metropolitan Region
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question relates to the issue of Crown land
at the Caulfield Racecourse, where there is also a public
recreation ground and public park, as Ms Pennicuik and
I well understand. I note that council minutes of a
meeting of 13 October draw attention to a series of
issues. The minutes state that council noted the report
and indicated it would write to the state government as
the public land manager for the Crown land at Caulfield
Racecourse to ask for its approval to install six sports
fields within the centre of the Caulfield Racecourse
reserve. What I seek from the minister is a preparedness
to meet with the City of Glen Eira to thrash out the
issue and ensure that the sport and recreation capacity at
the racecourse is maximised.

Northern Metropolitan Region
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing. With over 1 million Victorians
renting, the housing market is highly competitive and
very volatile. Given the proximity to the CBD and
universities, Northern Metropolitan Region is a very
desirable area, particularly for students and low-income
earners. They make up a large proportion of the rental
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market, and obviously their housing security can be
easily compromised. There are many mechanisms for
landlords to evict tenants for a range of reasons or to
refuse an ongoing lease, and I have been notified of a
number of tenants who found themselves given very
little notice to vacate with few specified reasons, so I
am asking the minister to consider repealing
section 263 of the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 in
order to allow tenants greater housing security. There
are lots of other mechanisms to protect landlords within
the act, and section 263 seems very discriminatory
to — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Western Victoria Region
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is addressed to the Minister for
Emergency Services. The wonderful Country Fire
Authority (CFA) in my area is expecting to move into
the new $8 million facility in Mortlake Road,
Warrnambool, in January, and we thank the Napthine
government for providing the funding for that. But it
means that the Raglan Parade station could be up for
sale next year, and the CFA has indicated that
government departments would have first preference to
purchase the Raglan Parade site. This is an ideal base
for emergency services — fire, ambulance, the State
Emergency Service — and municipal services. These
are required to coordinate disaster relief efforts. My
question is: will the minister meet with the emergency
services representatives in the region to discuss the
future of the site and the viability of an emergency
services training and resource complex in the Western
District of Victoria?

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Local
Government. Prior to the last election the then
opposition committed to respecting the views of the
people of Sunbury and Hume, as expressed in a
democratic vote, and implement the coalition
government’s decision to establish a stand-alone
Sunbury council. After much procrastination the
minister came up with an audit committee, the result of
which was a predetermined report the government used
to break its promise to the people of Sunbury. Putting
aside the cost to the government’s integrity, how many
taxpayer dollars were expended in perpetrating this
disgraceful betrayal of Sunbury and Bulla residents?
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Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Public Transport, and it is
regarding Cobram and Numurkah V/Line services. My
office was recently contacted by an elderly Cobrambased constituent who was very unhappy about the state
of the service she experienced during the rail portion of
her trip from Cobram to Melbourne and back, as well
as the lack of direct passenger rail services from
Cobram to Melbourne and back. The constituent said
that she and her four travelling companions reserved
seats for the return leg of their journey, but there were
no seats physically reserved for them. She also advised
that there was no overhead luggage rack and no buffet
car and that it was a slow, rough and noisy journey
overall. Essentially she felt that the standard of the
service was not suitable for a long journey. In her
words:
When compared to the services on Bendigo and Gippsland
lines, we are very much given a second-rate service.

Further, she would like to see a direct rail service
extended to Cobram, rather than a rail service to
Shepparton which then transfers to a coach service to
Cobram. My question is: will the minister commit to
improving the standard of services for passengers on
the Shepparton rail line and to extending the direct rail
service to Numurkah and Cobram?

DELIVERING VICTORIAN
INFRASTRUCTURE (PORT OF
MELBOURNE LEASE TRANSACTION)
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — Where I
finished earlier was the end of the first issue that I
raised, which was regarding the term of the lease. My
first point was why the lease of the port should be
70 years rather than 50 years. One of the
recommendations of the committee, recommendation 2,
says that the lease should be no more than 50 years, and
this is quite an appropriate period of time from my
point of view.
The second issue that I initially had was how we
actually use the facilities of the port to continue to
increase the capacity in and out, from 2.5 million
containers to 7.5 million containers. Again this was
considered in the report, and recommendations 4 and 5
are basically to start the work in regard to the port rail
shuttle project, a $58 million project, which will be
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desperately needed if the containers are to be taken
from the port quayside to the rest of Melbourne and the
rest of Victoria.
Recommendation 5 is a good place to start. It relates to
the comprehensive transport plan. Without a plan to
move goods throughout Victoria, we are going to finish
up with a bottleneck. There is no benefit in taking the
goods into the port of Melbourne if we cannot get them
out to the rest of Melbourne and the rest of the state.
That work needs to be done, and it needs to be done
very quickly. As I said, I do not believe that the port of
Melbourne will be able to cope with a threefold
increase of its capacity. I am sure that changes in
technology and the way of operating the port would
take it to that level, but I seriously cannot understand
how we are going to get the goods into the port or how
we are going to get the goods out of the port.
The third area that I originally considered was how the
investor would achieve something like a $6 billion
return on their investment. By looking at the annual
report of the port of Melbourne and the returns it
currently generates, the best I could work out was
somewhere around $2 billion to $2.5 billion by doing a
net present value on the profitability. To my mind that
means that you have to either reduce costs or increase
the prices.
When we worked through this as a committee, one
thing that came to my mind that I must admit I did not
originally notice in the bill was in regard to the up-front
license fee. The up-front licence fee is an $80 million
fee per annum to the government which is indexed, and
that would also add to the value of the port. Again from
my back-of-the-envelope calculations, that would add
to the value of the port somewhere in the order of
$2 billion to $2.5 billion, so that got me to about
$4 billion or $5 billion.
The rest of it is on the basis of having a monopoly, and
having a monopoly with an increased capacity where
you will be able to increase the amount that goes
through the port from 2.5 million containers to
somewhere around 7 million. That would again add
somewhere around $2 billion to $3 billion. At the end
of the day, on my own calculations, I believe that is a
reasonable valuation, so that when this goes on the
market with those components it will actually achieve
that sort of return for the state if those components are
all in there.
The fourth part, as I said earlier, was the pricing of the
ESC. We are talking about a monopoly because the bill
gives the bidder or the new owner of the port a
monopoly over the containerisation in Victoria for a
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very substantial period of time. This was a concern to
me because any monopoly — and we have had
monopolies in the past — will take advantage of its
monopolistic position if it has an opportunity to do so. I
believe that the recommendations that have come out of
this committee report go a long way towards
controlling the limitation of the fee increases.
The final aspect I had a problem with was the
compensation with regard to the second port. The
committee has handled that well, and at the end of the
day it has basically suggested that the monopoly is not a
good thing for Victoria. I totally agree with that. The
committee also, in recommendation 13, suggested that
the up-front licence fee should not be included. By
reducing both of those aspects, unfortunately what we
do is reduce the value of the port or reduce the amount
that we will be able to sell it for.
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Like many members in this place, I have really only
had the opportunity to look through the report yesterday
and this morning, since the report was tabled on
Tuesday. I spent some time looking at the executive
summary and the recommendations. The voting on the
recommendations was very interesting. The two
minority reports and some particular parts of the
chapters I found interesting, but I have not had a chance
to sit down and read the full report in all its detail,
which I would like to do because I have a long history
of interest in the port of Melbourne, as those who have
been in the Parliament with me over the previous two
Parliaments would know.

Mr PURCELL — Not the value, no, certainly not,
but what you could get for it will certainly reduce.

I have had an interest in particular in the last 10 years,
since the channel deepening project was proposed in
2005. Before I was a member of Parliament I was
involved in community protests and concerns regarding
that particular project which occurred in 2009. I have
spoken about it many times in Parliament — in 2007,
2008, 2009 and 2010 — with regard to the concerns
that were raised about that particular project and what
has come to pass.

The final aspect I want to raise today is with regard to
the amount that will go back into rural and regional
Victoria. I believe the committee has handled this well.
It has said that it believes the legislation should give a
percentage to regional Victoria. During committee
hearings we heard that anything from a lot to
everything should go back into regional and rural
Victoria. It would be reasonable to have a percentage of
something like 10 per cent, and that would mean that a
lot of the proceeds could be spent on the logistical
infrastructure, such as rail improvements, which could
make a significant difference to areas like Colac,
Hamilton and Portland.

Mr Rich-Phillips started his contribution by saying —
and in fact the report starts out talking about the fact —
that going back 70 years from now, at the end of the
Second World War, we would not have been able to
imagine what things would be like now. We certainly
cannot imagine what it will be like in 2085, or even in
2065, which is 50 years from now. Even if we go back
seven years to the channel deepening project in 2008,
there are a lot of things that were raised at that time that
have been raised in the inquiry into this bill undertaken
by the select committee. It is a very good report and a
lot of work was done. There were 87 submissions,
11 days of hearings and 58 witnesses.

I agree that the port will probably operate more
efficiently in private hands and I would support that,
but only with the recommendations that have come out
of this committee. I believe the committee process has
worked well, and it is a credit to all those involved,
particularly the chair.

I will take this opportunity to say that while I have not
had the chance to peruse this report in detail, neither
have any of the submitters. That is a point many people
have been making to the government — that such an
important proposal before us needs more consideration
not only by members of Parliament but by members of
the community. Those people have taken a very strong
interest in it and gone to the trouble of making
submissions to the inquiry and appearing at the
hearings. They deserve the opportunity to see what the
report has come up with and its particular
recommendations.

Mr Barber interjected.

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
welcome the opportunity to make a contribution to the
debate on the Delivering Victorian Infrastructure (Port
of Melbourne Lease Transaction) Bill 2015. Mr Barber
has already made a contribution as lead speaker for the
Greens, and he has outlined our concerns. Yesterday, in
his contribution on the tabling of the report, he said he
started with about three reasons for not supporting the
sale of the port and ended up with a whole lot more
after having been through the inquiry.

As Mr Purcell said, as it is a government-owned
corporation the port is a natural monopoly. I am of the
view that natural monopolies are best held by the
people and not sold off to the private sector. Flicking
through the report and listening to Mr Barber yesterday,
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who I know has sat through the hearings and read the
submissions, no credible evidence has been put forward
that the port would operate any more efficiently under a
private operator than it does now or indeed any
evidence that it is not operating efficiently now. We just
hear assertions about that, which we also heard back in
2008.
Also back in 2008 we heard the government quote —
as did the port — figures of anywhere between 27 per
cent and 42 per cent of ships being unable to come into
the port of Melbourne and that that was why we needed
dredging. But if you looked at the supplementary
environmental impact assessment, and we know there
had to be two of those because the first was not done
properly, the true number of ships unable to come
through Port Phillip Heads was 3.8 per cent — that is,
96 per cent of ships that came into the port of
Melbourne could come through fully laden. The figure
of 42 per cent referred to the number of ships that do
not come through fully laden, and that is because
Melbourne is in the middle of a route. Ships offload
some things and pick up other things. Melbourne is
neither at the start nor at the end.
The point I am getting to is that I have been sceptical
and dubious about any figures put forward by
governments, and we are back with a Labor
government. It was also a Labor government in 2008
that was running with these figures in the media, which
were inaccurate. They were not right.
We also heard about the number of containers that
would need to be accommodated at the port of
Melbourne. The figure — and it is one that Mr Purcell
and others have referred to in the report — is between
7 million and 8 million 20-foot equivalent units (TEUs)
within the next who knows how many years, sometime
during the life of the proposed sale or lease of this port.
Way back in 2008 I pointed out to the Parliament that
the total capacity of all the ports in Great Britain, which
has a population of 65 million people and which
operates in the European port zone, is 7.5 million
TEUs. The idea that somehow in the next 25 to
30 years we are going to have 7.5 million to 8 million
TEUs going through the port of Melbourne —
Australia will not have a population of 65 million
people by that time, and Melbourne certainly will
not — is just fanciful. There has never been any
evidence put forward for that.
In 2008 we were told that very big ships that were able
to hold 8000 to 10 000 containers were coming here. At
the time, I cast aspersions on that particular claim
because the shipping lines were not saying that, so I
was interested to read page 41 of the report, which
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states that Shipping Australia and experts have said
there is no chance that ships above 8000 TEUs will be
coming to Australia.
It is like Groundhog Day and deja vu for me here. The
same old figures are being rolled out by the government
and the port which are not backed up by any actual
evidence; instead they are contradicted by those in the
shipping industry, who know better and are saying that
those sorts of large ships are not ever going to be
coming down to southern Australia. They are going to
go on the main shipping lines between the USA, Asia
and the European countries and their big ports. Part of
the reason I bring this up is that we have heard it all
before; it was not true then, and it is not true now.
I listened very intently to what Mr Purcell said during
his contribution. He pointed out that he was very
interested in being part of the inquiry because of his
interest in the issue. I heard his concerns over how the
port was going to attain the price it needed to reach. I
am concerned that if it is based on 7 million to 8 million
TEUs coming to Melbourne — that that is the fulcrum
on which this is based — then we have a problem
because that is not backed up by any evidence. It is just
an estimation, an assertion and a line drawn in the air,
which is what I said way back in 2008 and I have seen
nothing that says it is any different now. I think this is a
very poor piece of public policy.
Then there is the issue of the lack of a transport plan
that has also been raised in the report. We lacked a
transport plan back in 2008. It was an issue I raised in
questions regarding the channel deepening project and
the conversation at the time about the increased
container traffic and truck traffic et cetera. I was told
that there would be a transport plan. That was in
2008 — seven years ago — and we still do not have
one. I am not confident we are going to have one
anytime soon, even in the next seven years. These
things really do concern me, including privatising the
port of Melbourne. It should be kept in public hands.
I will now go to my major concern, which is about the
environmental effects from the activities of the port.
Back in 2008–09 the dredging was going wrong. The
Queen of the Netherlands dredger which graced the bay
for up to 18 months was smashing up our shipping
channels and destroying part of the Port Phillip Heads.
It was apparently watched by the environmental
monitor, but it pretty much got away with everything it
did that was against the environmental plan it was
supposedly following. The environmental monitor was
a toothless tiger. It was not even charged with
monitoring the major issues. At the time, we had
40 million cubic metres of toxic spoil, which still sits in
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the middle of Port Phillip Bay and is being monitored
by nobody. The government is not looking at that.
More dredging material has periodically been added to
that, but it is not being monitored.
I said at the time that what was really keeping me
awake was the removal of 5 to 6 metres of rock from
Port Phillip Heads, because the scientists told us that
that would result in so much more water coming in and
out of Port Phillip Heads, particularly in the south of the
bay, and that that would result in damage to the coastal
areas in the south of the bay. Lo and behold, has that
not come to pass? Portsea beach has disappeared; it has
gone. It is not going to return, because every single day
ocean swell is coming through Port Phillip Heads,
which was a very rare occurrence prior to the channel
deepening; there would have had to have been a very
big storm for that to happen. Now it is happening twice
a day, every day, on the tides. That beach has
disappeared. Other beaches all around the south of the
bay, including on the western side, are having a lot of
inundation and erosion occurring, and this is never
going to stop, because you cannot just put that rock
back.
No-one, including the original ports minister and the
current Treasurer, who I spoke with many times about
this, has ever been held to account for that damage. The
port of Melbourne was supposed to have paid a bond
for environmental damage, but that has never been seen
by the people of Victoria. Meanwhile, day after day,
damage is being done in the south of the bay, which
was foreseen by scientists, by the community and by
groups like the Association of Bayside Municipalities,
the Victorian National Parks Association and the Port
Phillip Conservation Council. I know that they all came
again to this inquiry to talk about the issues. At that
time we could not prevent the damage in a governmentcontrolled port. If this goes ahead and we have a
privatised port, who knows what damage could be done
to the bay.
The whole thing is based on spurious assertions, as it
was way back in 2008. Nothing has changed. I am
amazed to see the same figures in here. They are just
pulled out of the air. They do not have any evidence
base to them. It is also interesting that there is no
context here as to how Melbourne sits with the rest of
Australia or in relation to a national port and freight
strategy or the inland rail, which may actually be built. I
was talking about this back in 2008. The inland rail
would run from Melbourne to Seymour, Albury,
Wagga Wagga and Parkes, where it would intersect
with the Perth–Adelaide rail system, then on to Narrabri
and Moree, through northern New South Wales and on
to Brisbane. Double-stacked containers of freight from
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Brisbane to Melbourne would make a very big
difference. It would affect the regional areas of inland
Australia. But this sort of thing is not even mentioned
in relation to the port transaction. The Deputy
President, who has heard me talk about these things
before, would know I could go on a lot longer, but I
have run out of time.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — This is
a matter of great interest to the Victorian community
and to all members of Parliament, so we are burdened
with 15-minute time limits on this occasion. This has
been a long discussion in this Parliament. The select
committee inquiry into the proposed lease of the port of
Melbourne, which has reported to the Parliament this
week, was given its brief in this place on 5 August,
following some initial contributions on the secondreading debate. I have no doubt that all members of the
committee have had an incredibly busy time since then.
Mr Rich-Phillips notes in the report that the committee
received 87 written submissions and took evidence
from 58 witnesses. There were hearings in Melbourne,
Geelong, Shepparton, Horsham and Hastings. It is an
important task that those members have undertaken on
behalf of all of us.
The matters that are still contested are canvassed in
great detail in the report, and I do not propose to go into
them in enormous detail, but what I will say is that this
government made very clear before the election its
intention in regard to the long-term lease of the port of
Melbourne. When we indicated that we would do this
12 months prior to the election, we said we would
reinvest the proceeds of this lease arrangement to
remove 50 of Melbourne’s most congested and
dangerous level crossings. Members of this place who
represent metropolitan electorates certainly know better
than I the frustration of Melbourne’s gridlock. Happily,
I get to avoid that most days.
We know that removing these level crossings will
dramatically improve the efficiency of our city and the
lifestyle of many millions of Victorians. We also know
it will create thousands of construction jobs, people’s
commute times will be better and many of our lovely
strip shopping centres throughout Melbourne’s suburbs
will hear the bells clanging much less often. The lease
proceeds will go to the Victorian Transport Fund to
support these projects and other important transport
projects that the government is committed to moving on
after four years of pretty slow progress on major
infrastructure in this state, including the Melbourne
Metro rail tunnel.
This is an important piece of legislation, as other
members have observed, and we are keen to see its
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passage through the Parliament. The proceeds of the
lease will, among many other things, establish the
$200 million Agriculture Infrastructure and Jobs Fund,
which is all about improving supply chain efficiency
and helping our food producers and primary producers
to be more competitive. Of course the government is
also investing in the Murray Basin rail project, which is
going to transform the efficiency of our rail network,
with enormous benefits for our grain growers and
mineral sands industry. Having talked to people in
Mildura about this, I know they are very excited about
the idea of getting fresh fruit to market much more
quickly, safely and reliably and at lower freight costs.

I would like to talk briefly about the Agriculture
Infrastructure and Jobs Fund that we are hopeful of
being able to establish following the successful passage
of this legislation. In August I joined the Premier and
the Victorian Farmers Federation president, Peter
Tuohey, in Bunyip to announce this fund, which is
about boosting productivity and jobs growth in our
almost $12 billion agricultural industries. The fund will
support investment in agricultural infrastructure and
supply chains so that our farmers and agrifood
businesses and industries can remain competitive and
fully participate in the increasingly global environment
in which they operate.

Victoria will need a second port, and this transaction
does not preclude that from happening, as has been
suggested by some in this debate. We will have
independent advice from Infrastructure Victoria on the
best location and the timing, which will be essential
information for future governments and parliaments
making that very important decision. We are proposing
a rigorous regulatory regime, the most rigorous regime
of any privately operated port in Australia. We are
hopeful that the lease will drive efficiencies in the
operation of the port. I note that in the committee’s
deliberations it was observed, and it was suggested by
evidence presented, that privately run ports can be more
efficient.

The fund will be available for practical projects and
programs that wholly benefit the agricultural sector,
including things like transport linkages, irrigation and
energy projects, skills development and market access
initiatives that are essential for growing agriculture in
Victoria and for growing jobs. Currently
140 000 Victorian jobs are supported by our food
industries, and we certainly want to see that number
grow at a great rate. The kinds of organisations that will
be eligible to apply will include farm businesses;
industry and agribusiness organisations; asset owners,
including water authorities; and local councils. I am
sure that there is a great deal of interest in the potential
for first mile and last mile road investment in particular
sectors of our agricultural industries.

The range of services regulated by the Essential
Services Commission will be expanded to cover the
overwhelming majority of the port’s revenue. To ensure
that the community amenity in that part of Melbourne is
preserved, the government has indicated its plan to
invest in Westgate Park and other additional land
currently located on the port of Melbourne site, which
is contingent on the lease of the port.
Before the election the government and the opposition
were very conscious of the commonwealth national
partnership agreement on asset recycling and the
opportunity for 15 per cent of transaction proceeds to
be delivered through that process to Victoria. It is a
limited pool and is available on a first-come bestdressed basis, but it is important for members to note
that opportunity, given we have all known since late
last year when the election results were concluded that
the government would present this legislation to the
Parliament. The legislation was passed by the lower
house and has been subject to seven months of detailed
consideration by the upper house committee. We have
had a long time to consider these issues, and I note the
discussions that are occurring around some of the
points of contention or of particular public interest. I
look forward to a conclusion of those matters and the
successful passage of this legislation.

To give members a snapshot in the remaining time I
have to make my contribution to this debate, I will talk
about one particularly important project that we would
very much like to see funded as part of the Agriculture
Infrastructure and Jobs Fund, which is the Macalister
irrigation project. This is a fabulous project that is ready
to move to the next stage. The Victorian government’s
contribution to this project will be of the order of
$20 million with the remaining two-thirds coming from
the commonwealth government — and I note the
interest shown in this project by Deputy Prime Minister
Truss, as publicly stated during his recent visit — and
Southern Rural Water as the water authority.
The Macalister irrigation project will modernise the
southern Tinamba supply area within the Macalister
irrigation district (MID) by converting approximately
85 kilometres of manually operated earthen irrigation
channel to approximately 38 kilometres of pipe and
32 kilometres of automated channel. Around
9700 megalitres of water savings for agricultural use
will be generated, and 170 customers will be connected
to a modernised water supply system. This is the largest
irrigation area south of the Great Dividing Range, and
the MID extends around the Macalister River for
53 000 hectares from Lake Glenmaggie to close to Sale.
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Around 33 500 hectares are currently used for irrigation
and obviously 90 per cent of that is under pasture.
This is a fabulous project. The MID 2030 vision,
developed by Southern Rural Water in conjunction with
local industry and local communities, is to build upon
this region’s natural advantages of good soils, excellent
water quality, water security — in spite of the dry
conditions that the state is experiencing at the
moment — and mild climate change impacts so that it
will become an increasingly attractive area for irrigation
investment. This is a wonderful thing, because we all
need to work together to create and grow job
opportunities and industry development in this part of
the state as the local economy continues its transition.
Southern Rural Water’s goal is to transform the current
supply system, which has one of the lowest efficiencies,
to one with an efficiency of 85 per cent for its channels
and 95 per cent for its pipelines. This region contributes
more than $500 million to the Gippsland economy,
through dairy farming, vegetable production, cropping
and beef cattle farming. It is a wonderful project and is
just one example of the kinds of things that can be
supported through the Agriculture Infrastructure and
Jobs Fund.
I know much of the debate has focused on the benefits
that will flow from level crossing removals in the
metropolitan areas, and of course for regional
communities a less congested Melbourne is a welcome
thing for accessing markets and in fact accessing any
number of other pursuits in Melbourne, but I wanted to
take the opportunity to give members an insight into
one example of the kinds of projects that would be
supported by the Agriculture Infrastructure and Jobs
Fund.
We believe that there are significant benefits for the
state in the passage of this legislation. We welcome all
members’ contributions to this debate and in particular
those who have worked very hard in giving detailed
consideration to the preparation of this report before us
today and which is informing many members’ thoughts
on some of the areas that are being discussed across the
Parliament. We are prepared to work towards a
negotiated settlement, but we do want this legislation to
pass.
It is important that the market have certainty and that
we have the capacity to extract the value that all
Victorians deserve to see extracted from the sale of the
long-term lease of the port of Melbourne, which is
something that had support from the coalition and the
Labor Party before the election. It is something that we
committed to and said we would use to ensure a much
brighter future for Melbourne and the rest of the state
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by relieving congestion, improving amenity, speeding
up the Victorian economy and generating all the
benefits that will flow from the investments that will
come from the Victorian Transport Fund.
I thank members for the opportunity to join the debate
on this most important piece of legislation. I look
forward to its passage, I look forward to those level
crossings being removed and I certainly look forward to
the establishment of the Agriculture Infrastructure and
Jobs Fund.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) — I
am very pleased to contribute to the debate on the
Delivering Victorian Infrastructure (Port of Melbourne
Lease Transaction) Bill 2015. I have listened to a
number of the contributions made in this debate
already, and I do not want to repeat some of the things
that have been said in a very eloquent way already — I
think that is possibly a waste of time for this place —
but I do want to refer to comments made by a couple of
members earlier.
In particular I was struck by the contribution made by
the President. It was unusual on his part to contribute to
debate; I think it was only the second time I have seen
him do so in the time that I have been in this place. I
was struck by the way he eloquently described the longterm impact and effects the bill before the house will
have on people in this state in the future. There are
many pieces of legislation we contemplate in this place
that are far reaching in their impact, and this bill has a
particularly long time frame at its very heart. That is
one of the issues that is most in contention.
I was also struck by the personal reflections made by
Ms Lovell in relation to the port and the port area, and I
want to add a couple of my own. My electorate office is
in Port Melbourne, in the heart of a community that has
been centred around the port for a long time, and all
around us in Port Melbourne is a sense of history. It is a
longstanding community that has literally lived,
breathed and worked the port — and still does. It
reminds me again of the long-term impact of the bill
that is under discussion today.
I also listened with interest to the comments made by
the Minister for Agriculture, Ms Pulford, who spoke, as
many of her colleagues have, about the level crossings.
With respect, to me it is not about the crossings; it is
about the port. The ends do not justify the means, and it
is the means we are entitled to dissect, discuss and
weigh up to determine whether they are appropriate
before we proceed. In my view, a 70-year monopoly is
madness, and this is something that was spelt out
during the election campaign. There was, however, a
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very different scenario in play at that time. It is
conceded and believed that the port of Melbourne will
reach capacity in 2031, which is not all that far away. I
see the evidence of the sort of work that emanates from
that port every day. You can see it in the trucks that
surround my electorate office and the homes, many of
which have been around the port for well over
100 years. We know it is going to get a lot worse and
that the port will be at full capacity by 2031.

Ms Pennicuik talked about the fact that it was released
on Tuesday, then, bang, the bill came back, and we are
supposed to have digested what is in the carefully
framed report, take it into account, possibly amend the
legislation and jam it through by Thursday. I do not
think that is a terribly reasonable thing to expect of this
house, which is supposed to be the house of review. It
is our job to assess, dissect and possibly second-guess
what those in the other house think and say.

Before the election both major parties agreed that there
should be a second port because it made sense. We
were running out of capacity, which needed to be
obtained somewhere else, and there were very good and
obvious reasons for doing so. Bay West was the option
identified by the government when it was in opposition.
It was a convenient location in many ways for the then
opposition before the election. It argued that it was the
best place for it to be geographically because of the
benefits it would bring to the community as it identified
them.

The other issue is what is to happen the proceeds of the
sale and where they are to go. The government has spelt
out where it wants the proceeds to go. It has made some
provision, which I would say is a bit of an afterthought,
for those in the regions. I represent a metropolitan
electorate, but I certainly did not grow up in
metropolitan Melbourne. I grew up in Geelong, which
is on the edge of the Western District. I am very
familiar with the industry, the produce and the goods
that come from the western region and travel up the
highway and over the bridge to go through our ports. I
am struck by the argument that has been made by
country-based members of Parliament, who have
discussed the unfairness of selling such a major piece of
infrastructure and using the proceeds for largely citybased projects. It seems to me that there is a huge
amount of unfairness in that, and that is something that
also needs to be addressed.

After the election it has become less convenient,
apparently. A huge play was made to those in the west
of the city and the state that that was where the second
port would be. It was quite a cruel hoax perpetuated by
this government, to say one thing before the election
and then say, ‘Actually, there’s a change of plan. We
don’t need a second port. In fact we’re going to tie this
up into a monopoly’, with all the disadvantage that goes
with that. We could have a second port, but we would
need to pay a very large amount of compensation, and
given that we know the port we have is going to reach
capacity, it seems quite ridiculous to lock ourselves into
a scenario like that for such a long period as 70 years.
The other issue I want to address today in relation to the
bill at hand is what I call the big rush, and
Ms Pennicuik made some very reasonable comments in
relation to this. I say from the outset that there has been
a very efficiently run committee of inquiry into this bill
and the issues involved. It was run in a relatively quick
fashion. Others have discussed the number of days that
have been spent on this legislation, the work that has
gone into it and the witnesses who have given
generously of their time and expertise in order to
contribute to the inquiry. The report was handed down
on Tuesday. I have to confess that I have not read it
word for word; I have been doing other things during
the sitting of the Parliament.
Mr Davis interjected.
Ms FITZHERBERT — No, it is not about
insomnia, Mr Davis; it is simply about time and using
my time efficiently.

The committee did a lot of very good work, and it
seems unreasonable to not draw some of its work to the
attention of the house. A number of people gave
evidence based on their professional backgrounds and
expertise, and I would like to quote from a couple of
people who gave evidence to the inquiry. As I said
earlier they were people who gave generously of their
time to say what they think about the enormously
important decision that is before us. Rod Sims, the
chairman of the Australian Competition and Consumer
Commission, gave evidence. He said:
We believe that competition, or the credible threat of
competition, will drive better investment outcomes … clearly
we would prefer to have no compensation regime …

Peter Tuohey, the president of the Victorian Farmers
Federation, said:
As I said, you have got a 10 to 15-year time frame before a —

second —
port will be built — certainly time for the current operators of
the port to lock in their customers and look after themselves.
We totally oppose that compensation —

for a second container port. Rod Nairn, the CEO of
Shipping Australia, said:
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… you can potentially get a bigger ship in —

to the port of Melbourne —
but you cannot do it efficiently because you cannot just get it
in and out when it arrives … Because if it has not got enough
cargo and the ship is not deep enough, it cannot get under the
West Gate Bridge, but if it is really deep, then it hits the
bottom of the Yarra River.

David Munro, manager, business development, from
ANL Container Line said:
Bigger vessels will come to Australia, and other
Australian ports are gearing up for them. Melbourne
should not be left behind but will jeopardise its place as
the no. 1 port in Australia if it does not move soon enough
to cater for the big ships and develop a second new
container port in Melbourne.

Zoran Kostadinoski, the regional manager, Customs
Brokers and Forwarders Council of Australia, said:
We have a risk of losing our big importers and exporters
from the port of Melbourne due to the lack of
infrastructure.

A very clear message has been sent through this sort of
input.
I thank the members of the committee who put a huge
amount of time into assessing these issues, hearing the
input and producing such a comprehensive report. I
note the contribution made by Gordon Rich-Phillips as
chair of the committee, the work he put in and the
overview he provided to the house earlier, which was
enormously useful and comprehensive.
We are in a situation where the government is putting
its own convenience and what it believes to be to its
advantage ahead of what is right for the state, because it
is not simply about the government, its fortunes and its
desire to build its position; it is actually about what is
going to be right for the state. I understand there is
ongoing discussion regarding the bill and what its
eventual form might be, and I will look forward with
interest to seeing what the outcomes are of those
discussions whenever they may conclude — and indeed
if they do.
One of the fundamental issues is that both major parties
went to the election with a view that it was important
and made sense to sell or lease the port and that there
were good reasons for doing so. What I do not want to
see is our state sold out for the next 70 years and locked
into an unreasonable set of circumstances that do not
best advantage our state because of this government’s
desire to support itself, its standing and its means and to
rush this through without due consideration and without
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the sort of input that the community and other members
of this house have indicated is necessary.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I am very
happy to rise to speak, probably albeit quite briefly,
even though I have probably got the most time to speak
if I choose to, on the Delivering Victorian Infrastructure
(Port of Melbourne Lease Transaction) Bill 2015. With
it being the last day of our first year of this Parliament it
is interesting to reflect on the fact that we have done so
much, but this is an enormous piece of legislation. It is
probably the biggest piece of legislation I have had to
understand. I reflect now that 12 months ago my
capacity to understand legislation like this was a lot less
than it is now, and I am pleased this bill was not the
first legislation we debated at the beginning of the year
but that we have had a little bit of time.
This issue was discussed at the election. Certainly when
I was elected it was an issue that was raised with me by
the media, which asked whether I would support it. My
position then, as it is now, is that as a small party we are
not here to stymie the economic and financial decisions
of a government; we are here to represent our members
and represent our platform. I believe the government
has a mandate. In fact, had the coalition been elected, it
too would have had a mandate on this issue, in my eyes.
The coalition’s details on this were different, and even
today the details seem different to what we were
discussing 12 months ago. In fact the details today
seem different to the ones we were discussing
yesterday. It seems to be quite a moving feast at the
moment, and I am trying to keep up with what is going
on.
On the broader picture that brought this about, what my
constituents heard was that the sale or lease of the port
of Melbourne for 99 years, 40 years, 70 years, 50 years
or whatever it is going to be, was to get rid of the rail
crossings, to help build the Melbourne Metro rail link
and to do other much-needed transport infrastructure
projects. In all honesty, and maybe it is because we are
in the north and my constituents do not get down to the
port much, most of them felt that the rail crossings were
very important. We saw passionate support for and
opposition against the east–west link, but I did not find
that the port of Melbourne was something people were
asking me about on election day. The east–west link
certainly was. While I think the former government also
had a mandate on the east–west link, this government
said it would tear up the contract and pay no
compensation, and I guess today’s $1.1 billion worth of
compensation gives me pause for thought. Nonetheless,
I feel the government went to the election with a
mandate.
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I will just take the opportunity to maybe question the
link between the lease of the port and the level
crossings. I actually think that is somewhat of a furphy.
I think there were many good ways for government to
raise capital at the time to build that sort of
infrastructure into our systems, and I am not convinced
this was the only option open to government. I think
that linking the two and saying that without this we
cannot have the other puts small parties such as mine
into a difficult position. I do not, however, believe it. I
think there were other options for this. As I say,
however, I think that my role as a small party
representative here is to push forward my platform, not
try to stymie government on its platform in economics
and otherwise.

debated today in this house, and it has been much
discussed in the report and in the media. This is a very
interesting situation. If we believe, as Mr Purcell says,
that we are going to reach the capacity of this first port
in 2025 — in less than 10 years — then obviously we
are going to need to be starting to build a second port as
of now, and that obviously is going to affect any price
we are going to be able to get for this port lease; it
certainly will affect the bottom line. We talk about
7.5 million 20-foot equivalent units, which is a
threefold increase from the current figure. I think that
would relate to a whole bunch of glass ball estimates
that really we cannot — —

I have had the opportunity to read a lot of the report. I
cannot say I have finished it. I have had the opportunity
to have briefings from the Treasurer’s office and from
the department, and I have appreciated that, and I have
to say I have learnt a lot. I had the opportunity to take a
tour of the port on the MV Melburnian, a beautiful
1945 boat, and I thoroughly appreciated the time that
the Port of Melbourne Corporation CEO, Mr Nick
Easy, took to show me around the port and to give me a
better understanding of its running and what we were
actually talking about: what was owned by the
stevedores, what was owned by the port and how they
fit together. I am very grateful for that. I also thank the
members of the committee that did the work on this
report. I have found it to be very instructional, and I
have learnt a lot. It laid out the issues very well. The
inquiry received 87 submissions and it seems held
numerous hearings, and from what I understand it was a
fairly feisty committee as well. I have read both
minority reports as well as the majority report with
interest. Despite the difference of opinions, everyone
has come out of this still smiling, which says a lot for
the collaborative efforts of that committee and probably
of this house in general.

Ms PATTEN — Crystal ball estimates; I thank
Ms Pennicuik. It would be very difficult to really be
able to estimate with much certainty. Going back to the
notion of fixing the lease at 50 years, I note that one of
the things that concerned me about an extension of the
lease for another 20 years without that requiring a
legislative instrument was that the government, though
I am sure it would not, could do the deal on the 50-year
lease and then the next day — wink-wink, nudgenudge — give the operator an extra 20 years without
going back to Parliament. I think this makes it much
more transparent, meaning that if there is any need to
extend the lease, more legislative reform will be
required to do that, and the matter will have to come
back to the Parliament to be considered.

One of the issues that has come up has been the term of
the lease. As I have said, at the beginning of this year
the lease was to be a 99-year lease. Then it went down;
as we saw in the initial bill, it was a 50-year lease with a
20-year option. Now I understand that the government
supports the recommendation that it become a 50-year
lease with no 20-year option. As I have mentioned, it
has been a moving feast. I noted that the KPMG report
and scoping study on this recommended that the lease
be a minimum of 30 years, and in fact KPMG’s
preference was for a longer lease term, so one suspects
50 years is probably around the right length.
We talk then, however, about when we are going to
build the second port. This has again been much

Ms Pennicuik — Crystal ball.

Given the current growth, it seems Infrastructure
Australia is looking forward to the second port as a
priority. We also, however, have recommendation 4,
which I understand the government is also supporting,
which is about instilling far more infrastructure around
our first port. I have some related questions. If we are
considering building a second port in 10 to 15 years
time, what sort of time frame do we have to build the
infrastructure around the port of Melbourne in light of
the fact that we may be building a second port?
Recommendation 9 of the report on my understanding
talked about further monitoring the costs and charges
that the lessees could bring in, which includes rents. As
Mr Purcell said, a private operator has two options for
fixing their bottom line: reduce the costs or increase the
prices. I think providing greater transparency and
greater monitoring of that — adding in more
transparency in this area and enabling the Essential
Services Commission to have more input on complaints
and on rents — is a very positive thing. I hope that
might be what we see in the bill. The Australian
Competition and Consumer Commission also
supported this; certainly the commission in its evidence
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to the committee supported greater regulation,
particularly around the prices that the successful port
leaseholder can bring in.
One of the things that struck me — and I had not
considered it when I had our initial conversations with
the departmental officers — was the idea of vertical
integration. I had not thought of it as going both ways.
They were saying that a stevedore could not buy a port,
but there was no mention that the port owner could not
become a stevedore, and I think that was a very good
recommendation by the committee and one that was
well captured in recommendation 10.
Finally, I do have a concern with recommendation 11
about cutting out the compensation. Again, given the
uncertainty and the figures that we are pulling out of
our crystal ball about the future of this port and of a
second port, I have a concern that, for example, if the
government were to turn around in 2017 and decide to
build a second international container port, the owner of
the port of Melbourne lease should be compensated.
We do need to provide some options for compensation.
I agree they can be fixed and capped and far more
regulated and captured than they are in the current bill,
and I am quite supportive of the minority report’s
proposed option for compensation, which was to
provide greater certainty in relation to the operation of
the compensation clause and to fix a cap that captured
the maximum amount of compensation.
This has been something of a surreal exercise for me. I
do not think I had ever considered that we would be
deciding on something that personally I will not be
alive to see in the future.
Mr Barber — We’re doing global warming next
year.
Ms PATTEN — I thank Mr Barber. I look forward
to that. This has given me a good running practice for
global warming next year. Global warming is an issue
that I consider but it is not something that I have
collaborated on, and certainly watching what is going
on in Paris at the moment it has been front of mind,
obviously. But for me this has been quite a surreal
exercise in thinking about a time, 70 years along, that I
will not be here for, and I think this is the first time in
my life that I have had to try to make a decision for
something in the long distant future. But I will be
interested to hear the rest of the debate about this and to
see where we fall on this and whether we will fall
anywhere today or whether we will still be debating this
in February next year. I found it a fascinating exercise
and debate. I do believe the government does have a
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mandate here; however, I will hold my judgement until
I see what the final look of the legislation is.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — When
the bill was first introduced a few months ago the
government thought it would not be long before it
would pass through the house, based on the fact that
before the last election both major political parties
announced that whoever wins government will look at
leasing out the port or selling the port. There was
argument about whether it would be 40 years or
99 years or 50 years, but definitely the position of the
coalition was very similar to that of the Labor Party.
When the coalition lost the election, obviously it
decided to play the role of the spoiler and try to do
whatever it could to block the attempt by the
government to lease the port and get the maximum
outcome for Victorians.
Both parties agree that the port should be leased for a
significant number of years, but what the government is
trying to do is to extract the best possible return for
taxpayers and industries, to lift productivity and to look
at removing the 50 most dangerous level crossings in
the state, for which the government has already
allocated $2.4 billion in its 2015–16 budget. At least
20 level crossings will be removed by 2018, and this
number may rise to 23 level crossings. This forms the
basis of a long-term strategy to remove the remainder
of the 50 level crossings by 2022. To do that we
obviously need to find some money, and we thought it
was a good idea that the proceeds from the lease of the
port could fund these projects instead of having to go
out and borrow the money and going into deficit. But
the coalition decided it wanted to spoil the party, as it
did with other major projects. For example, with the illfated east–west link it signed the contract and forced the
incoming government to pay a huge amount of money
to move away from the contract, which it said it would
not honour. So again, the only logic I can see is that the
coalition is hell-bent on causing maximum damage.
As it did with the east–west link, the coalition is trying
to force the government into a situation where it is
going to lease the port without appropriate legislation,
so instead of getting the maximum dollar amount so it
can fund these projects to make sure Victorians get the
best possible outcome, the government is being forced
to possibly accept a lesser outcome, which means it will
have less money to invest in these major infrastructure
projects. The coalition always talked about being the
economically responsible party, but the recent example
does not support that, and the way it is approaching the
sale or lease of the port does not make any sense,
because in order to get the best possible outcome you
have to make sure that the lease arrangement is
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attractive for investors, like superannuation funds and
various other investors, to make sure they pay a good
price for it, because no-one will invest in any
instrument or any business unless they know they can
get a decent return.
In order for that to occur we wanted to be able to attract
investors so they can get a decent return on their
investment and also the Victorian taxpayers can get
maximum return for the lease of the port. So it is a winwin situation, but our friends on the other side do not
see that point. This morning in the Herald Sun senior
business leaders have written to the Premier and the
Leader of the Opposition urging MPs to pass the bill
before Christmas. It is important to do it today, as that
will put us in a much better position early in the year to
maximise the output or make sure we get good money
for it.
The letter was written by Infrastructure Partnerships
Australia chief executive Brendan Lyon, Victorian
Employers Chamber of Commerce and Industry chief
Mark Stone and Australian Industry Group CEO
Timothy Piper. They said:
Agreement on the port lease legislation must be reached
before the Parliament rises for Christmas — and the
Parliament should remain sitting until it is done.

I agree with these people. I think it is our responsibility
as parliamentarians to do the right thing. If we need to
sit longer hours tonight to get that done, so we should,
which probably means the Assembly would have to
come back tomorrow. Members of the government are
willing to put in the time and do the hard work to make
sure we pass the bill, but honestly our friends on the
other side are not interested in the long-term interests of
Victoria. They want to be the spoilers just before
Christmas.
I believe the negotiations have been progressing
reasonably well, based on the fact that the government
has been making some significant concessions as it tries
to get the whole thing wrapped up. It is not like the
government has been the blocker here. Without going
into the details of the negotiations, the government has
showed it is acting on these negotiations with its
willingness to compromise and accommodate the
coalition with some of its major points.
The Greens Party had a position on the sale of the port,
and I respect its position. From day one its members
said, ‘We’re not going to support the lease of the port’.
That is fair enough. That is their position, and they have
been up-front about it, but that cannot be said in relation
to the coalition’s position. The coalition said it was
going to sell the port and it talked about 40 years — we

5549

talked about 50 — but it forgot one thing: it is still
operating as if it were the government, but it is not the
government anymore. Victorians said, ‘You’re no
longer the government’. The coalition wants to
implement some of its own projects, things it had in its
own budget.
It is time coalition members recognised they are no
longer in government. They have agreed to the sale of
the port, and the government has given a lot of
concessions throughout the negotiations. The coalition
had three or four months to come to the government
and sit down and negotiate an outcome — not wait until
the last day, because at the end of today, if we are
forced into the situation, the Treasurer or the Premier
are going to go and lease the port without appropriate
legislation. That would be an absolute tragedy because
it could mean that instead of getting $6 billion or
$7 billion for the lease of the port — whatever the
amount is — you can bet your bottom dollar that there
would be a discount factor of somewhere between 20 to
25 per cent compared to if the lease were backed by
legislation. It is very irresponsible to take that position.
I urge the Leader of the Opposition in the Assembly,
Matthew Guy, to provide leadership on the issue, to let
common sense prevail and to listen carefully to the
offers made by the government representative in the
negotiations. It is a win-win, it is a compromise — that
is what you do in negotiations. It is my understanding
that the government has made significant concessions
to meet most of the concerns raised by the coalition. It
is time for the coalition to start showing some
leadership by putting politics last, not first, putting the
interests of Victorians first and putting the interests of
businesses in this state first.
We will then be able to remove those 50 level crossings
so that people can drive to work more quickly and save
a bit of time. Businesses will be able to transport and
deliver their products between various parts of the state
in less time and at less cost and even deliver stuff to the
port at less cost. It will take parents less time to drop
their kids off at school. The whole economy in Victoria
will benefit from the proceeds of the lease of the port.
Without that happening the government will not be able
to achieve what it told Victorians it was going to do. It
is not like we went to the election and did not seek a
mandate from the people of Victoria. We did, and
therefore that should be honoured. As I said earlier,
both the coalition and the Labor Party went to the
election and said, ‘We’re going to lease out the port for
a significant period of time’. The Greens said they were
not going to support that, and that is fine. I have no beef
with the Greens in relation to that; that is their position.
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They went to the election and said they would not
support it, but when it comes to the coalition I do not
get it. It is time to act.
It is Christmas, and it would be good to give Victorians
a Christmas present. The opposition and the
government could say, ‘We’re going to give you a good
Christmas present. We’re going to get together. We
have now come up with a compromise agreement on
the lease of the port, where everyone is a winner’. But
the biggest winners have to be the Victorian people and
business. We can send a message to business that we
are there to back them up. I urge the coalition to
reconsider its position and accept the government’s
response in relation to the lease of the port. The
government has given a fair few concessions. The
coalition should think seriously about it and deliver a
Christmas present to Victorians to show that we are
responsible members of Parliament who will put
Victorians first, not politics.
I urge members to support the bill before the house,
which no doubt will be amended. Hopefully members
will come to their senses and get a compromise and go
home with the bill passed by the house. However, if
they have to, Assembly members will come to work
tomorrow.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise to make a contribution on the Delivering
Victorian Infrastructure (Port of Melbourne Lease
Transaction) Bill 2015. This bill has been talked about a
lot in the chamber and through the committee process
conducted by an upper house select committee. Those
processes have been important to get on the table a
series of key issues with the government’s bill.
At the start I make the point that the opposition,
particularly the Liberal Party, has no problem in
principle with a significant private involvement in our
port of Melbourne. I also make the point that at the last
election this was certainly an approach envisaged by
the coalition, but it is not in this bill. There are many
issues with this bill, and they have been fleshed out in
the debate in this chamber, the debate in the community
and the submissions by many groups, individuals and
businesses to the inquiry into the proposed lease of the
port of Melbourne by the Port of Melbourne Select
Committee.
The overriding principle ought to be the economic
future of the state, and the port of Melbourne is a
central piece of economic infrastructure that is
absolutely critical to Victoria’s economic future, our
position as a logistics centre, our exporters and those
who import through the port as well. Having good
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prices for the movement of goods and having a
competitive port are important points for the long-term
health of the Victorian economy. Not having a healthy
and competitive port, but having a port that is not able
to deliver best practices and best costs is not in the
interests of the Victorian economy long term.
I know that there is significant enthusiasm in the
government for seeking to reap as much as it can upfront from this port sale. That is a mistake in itself. We
need to balance what comes up-front with what is in the
long-term interests of the state and a competitive
economy. Ensuring that what comes up-front is
balanced and that the long-term future of the state’s
economy is not compromised should be the central
principles.
I have been closely involved with the consultation that
has occurred with many of our councils across the state
on this matter, having met with groups such as the
South East Melbourne Group of Councils, Regional
Cities Victoria, the Association of Bayside
Municipalities, the Great South Coast Group and many
individual councils. It is clear that our councils at a
local level, as am I as shadow Minister for Local
Government, are concerned to see that local
communities get the best outcome, and that includes the
economic and environmental health of those
communities and ensuring that the best outcomes are
achieved in terms of the environment and those other
key points of the transport of goods and services
through our city and country areas.
Rural councils have a significant role to play in
ensuring that their economies are strong. A legitimate
point has been put by many of them about the need to
ensure that our logistics flows have the best outcome
for their exporters and producers, which are often
agricultural producers but not exclusively. In the southeast of Melbourne the South East Melbourne Group of
Councils has focused on the manufacturing of goods
and the movement of those goods through the port to
markets, often overseas.
One of the concerns with this bill is the compensation
clause, and this has been talked about at considerable
length by others. Suffice it to say that an overly sharp
compensation clause, a compensation clause that
maximises the up-front sale price but at the cost of
long-term outcomes for the economy, is a mistake. We
need to have a compensation clause, and there may be
some role for a short-term aspect, but the outcome
should be one that does not scoop more up-front and
sacrifice competitor ports coming onstream.
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The point has been made that Infrastructure Australia
has indicated that 2031 is the time when the port of
Melbourne is likely to reach capacity. Even allowing
for the natural variability of such estimates and the
requirement to make assumptions behind such
estimates, it is clear that the port of Melbourne in its
current guise will reach capacity. To prevent alternative
ports coming forward at that point or near to that time is
a mistake. Putting in a compensation clause and putting
in an anticompetitive clause are a mistake for the health
of our economy long term. We need to have an
outcome that focuses on long-term benefit to the state.
It is clear that ships are getting larger. It is also clear
that there will need to be additional port capacity into
the future. Notwithstanding that, I share some of the
environmental concerns of other members, and I am
happy to put on the record some of the points that were
made by Ms Pennicuik and others about some of the
environmental issues that face further port expansion in
Port Phillip Bay. There has been an outcome from the
recent dredging, and it has not been a favourable
outcome for the bay. It may well be that the balance
was necessary, but that is a different question to
imagining that there is no consequence to the changes
that were made.
There could be serious consequences for the Victorian
economy if a port of Melbourne monopoly were to be
in a position where it needed to expand and that was the
only alternative that could come forward, or if the
group that had been given a long-term lease, perhaps as
long as 70 years under the government’s proposals,
were in a position to hold the state to ransom and say,
‘No, you will not produce another port; you will not
support the infrastructure behind another port; you will
not facilitate the construction of another port or the
leasing of another area for a port’.
Again, the position of the port of Melbourne as our
major container point in Australia is a very significant
one for the Victorian economy and has to be protected
at all costs, understanding that long term there will have
to be alternative port capacity developed. I make the
point here that the Treasurer of the state, Tim Pallas,
has not covered himself in glory with this. He has failed
to negotiate at an early point, and that has left his
agenda in some difficulty. This is entirely due to an
overly high bearing and arrogant approach adopted by
Mr Pallas over a lengthy period. This is not the only
area where this is evident. We have seen this approach
adopted in a number of areas, whether it is the
introduction of new taxes or the arrogant approach to
the property industry. It is a take-it-or-leave-it, myroad-or-the-high-road approach, and that is a significant
problem for the state long term.
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I want to say something too about fees and charges at
the port. We have seen the government attempt to
ratchet up fees and charges ahead of the sale, trying to
sweeten the deal and trying to scoop in as much money
as possible, but again to the long-term disadvantage of
the Victorian economy. That has to be carefully and
steadily resisted. Governments need to understand that
the taxes and charges they put on the economy have
significant consequences for the economy. This is a
government that went to the election with very clear
promises not to jack up taxes, charges, fees and fines
beyond indexation. That has been breached again and
again as we have seen this government jack up taxes,
jack up charges, jack up fees and do so with alacrity
and without any understanding of their impact on the
Victorian economy.
The plan to jack up fees and charges ahead of the sale
of the port was also a significant mistake. It has to be
resisted. We need to make sure that there are proper
arrangements in place. Ms Pennicuik and others spoke
about the matters around the vertical integration of the
port where the stevedores could have shares in a
consortium that owned the port and vice versa, and of
course there needs to be proper separation of those
points. I also note in terms of the pro-competitive
approach that is in the state’s long-term economic
interest that the Australian Competition and Consumer
Commission (ACCC) has made significant statements.
I am not going to rehash those statements in the sense
that many others have covered them, but I want to
record that I strongly believe that the ACCC’s approach
is the correct one. There needs to be a recognition that
there should be proper oversight by the ACCC, and we
need to make sure that we have pro-competitive
arrangements in place, either actual competition in
place or the capacity for competition, to provide a
check and a balance in the longer term.
In conclusion, I want to say something further about the
proceeds of the sale. Most people in the community are
in favour of the various level crossing removal projects,
and the last government funded a significant number of
them. One in my electorate, in Burke Road, is
proceeding remarkably well, and I had a good look at it
on the weekend. I am very pleased that Michael
O’Brien, the former Treasurer, funded that level
crossing removal and that we have in place a good
outcome there. I think we all want to see level crossing
removals completed.
The government of course seeks to make an absolute
linkage here, and I do not think that absolute linkage is
appropriate, and others have said this in the chamber.
Having said that, as we move forward with the sale of
the port — or with private involvement in the port —
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the proceeds will be significant and should drive
sensible infrastructure spending in the state. But it
should not be at the expense of an efficient economy. It
should not involve high fees and jacked up charges
inside our ports, with a poison pill of anticompetitive
legislation that makes sure that no competitor can enter
the field without compensation being paid.
These problems in the legislation have got to be fixed,
and the government is floundering. The Treasurer,
Mr Pallas, is floundering in seeking to fix some of these
problems in the short time frame that he has left
himself. I make the point that the report from this
worthy inquiry into the proposed lease was tabled in
this chamber on Tuesday, and it was debated at some
length. Nonetheless, many in the chamber have not
fully digested all of its aspects. I pay tribute to the
submitters to that inquiry. It is appropriate that some
time is given for the proper analysis of these points and
for the details that need to be concluded to be
concluded.
It is important that the community understands that
there have been negotiations between the government
and the opposition, and that the opposition, under its
leader, Matthew Guy, has sought at every turn to act in
the most reasonable, honourable and focused way for
the state’s long-term economic interest. The issues that
the opposition has had with this bill, and I have outlined
many of them, have been formally communicated to the
government. The government has responded to some of
them, and there have been additional points of
agreement reached with some of the minor parties on a
number of these points. But there are outstanding
matters, and the government has boxed itself into a
corner by leaving it very late to engage with other
groups and other parties.
You cannot have a bill that is going to be against the
long-term economic interests of the state. You have to
have a bill that is focused on our central piece of
economic infrastructure, which is what the port is. That
would be the overriding principle in getting the best
outcome. Now there are many other points that could
be made here, but clearly my view is that
environmental health has got to be protected and
economic outcomes have got to be focused upon.
I should make mention of the council groups that I have
met with, and the very significant input that they have
made, not just to me, but to the opposition and to the
inquiry.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
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Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — I also rise to
speak on the bill in relation to the port this afternoon. It
has been a productive day of conversation, so it is a
pleasure to make a brief contribution. Of course the port
is a fundamental pillar of economic activity and
viability in this state. There is not a producer or
consumer throughout Victoria who is not impacted by
the operations of this vital piece of infrastructure.
Container ships arrive on a daily basis to bring us
furniture, consumer electronics, clothes, food,
produce — nearly everything that we need and want.
Next time you have kicked off your Havaianas thongs
and are on your couch watching the evening news or
the Boxing Day test on your flat screen TV, you should
remember that the port of Melbourne played a part in
your having access to these comforts.
As anyone from regional Victoria would know, the port
also plays a vital role in the other direction, ensuring
that products from our farms and factories make their
way to the consumers in export markets upon whom
many Victorians rely for their livelihood. Our food and
fibre exports are valued at $11.4 billion, and we in
Victoria are Australia’s largest exporter in this sector.
Be it meat, dairy, grains or wine, we have markets in
China, Japan and the US yet to reach their capacity, and
so much of the rest of the world lays untapped by
Australian offerings.
At present we employ just over 178 000 people in food
and fibre production and manufacturing across Victoria.
I for one, during my time as a representative for
northern Victoria, intend to fight to grow that number
significantly to ensure that our regions are vibrant and
our young people are afforded all the benefits and
opportunity that a satisfying financially rewarding
career brings. The port of Melbourne is critical to this
and increases our capacity to succeed as a community
and a state.
The $200 million Agriculture Infrastructure and Jobs
Fund will be established following the passage of the
port of Melbourne lease legislation through the
Victorian Parliament. The fund will support investment
in agricultural infrastructure and supply chains to boost
productivity, increase exports and reduce costs, helping
farmers, businesses and industries stay competitive.
Funding will be available for transport, irrigation,
energy and other initiatives that benefit the agriculture
sector, as well as skills development programs and
market access campaigns. Farm businesses, industry
and agribusiness organisations, water authorities, local
government and others will be eligible to apply.
There is a consensus view that we must continue to
grow the capacity of our port to maximise the
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opportunities for our agricultural and farming sectors to
achieve their full potential and capitalise on the
enormous possibilities that exist in the marketplaces of
our Asian neighbours. When in government the
coalition widely supported the leasehold of the port of
Melbourne. Indeed it took the lead from the member for
Mulgrave in the other place, Daniel Andrews, and
followed his announcement by making a firm
commitment to the voters of Victoria to deliver on this
itself. Let us not forget that those opposite included the
port licence fee in the forward estimates before they
were kicked out of government. This is not a policy
change from this government. The same joint financial
advisers were providing the same recommendations.
Those opposite are clearly antibusiness.
We now see there are political sticking points delaying
the ability of the government to proceed with this
mutual promise. The facts on this are straightforward.
This is a commitment from the 2014 election which we
have a mandate to deliver. The voices of the voters
were resoundingly clear. Only the port’s commercial
operations will be leased. The Victorian and
commonwealth governments will retain responsibility
for regulating the port’s safety, security and
environmental functions. The leaseholder will be
responsible for maintaining and improving the port’s
operations, delivering efficiencies, boosting
competitiveness and ensuring that future port
development is not compromised.
The Labor government is proposing the most rigorous
regulatory regime of any privately operated port in
Australia. We are expanding the range of services
regulated by the Essential Services Commission to
cover 86 per cent of the port’s revenue. We have
consulted with the Australian Competition and
Consumer Commission and inserted safeguards to
ensure that the private operator cannot charge
monopolistic rents.
The port of Melbourne lease transaction will not
include a second port. The Agriculture Infrastructure
and Jobs Fund to be paid for via the proceeds from the
lease has the backing of the Victorian Farmers
Federation. We are investing in the Murray Basin rail
project, connecting primary producers in Victoria’s
food bowl to our major ports. The Port of Melbourne
Corporation is implementing an export price discount,
making it easier for our farmers to export to the world.
The employer group Victorian Employers Chamber of
Commerce and Industry also supports the lease, with
CEO Mark Stone calling for a timely resolution to the
lease legislation.
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The government can indicate and indeed has
demonstrated that it is prepared to work towards a
negotiated settlement, but the legislation must pass. We
are taking all necessary steps to ensure that the
community amenity around the port is preserved. We
will also maintain access to public walkways and bike
paths for community use.
In conclusion, this is an election commitment that is
transparent and open. It is a proposal that is both viable
and necessary. This is an opportunity for all members
to put political point-scoring and opportunism aside and
instead do the right thing by their constituencies, our
industries, our primary producers and those working
families and young people whose chance to thrive and
succeed in life rests with a successful and thriving port
of Melbourne.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms MIKAKOS
(Minister for Families and Children).
Debate adjourned until next day.

RELATIONSHIPS AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 12 November; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State).
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to rise this afternoon to
make some brief remarks on the Relationships
Amendment Bill 2015. I state at the outset that the
coalition parties will have a free vote on this piece of
legislation. The decision to have a free vote is based
upon the historic approach that the coalition has taken
to this legislation since the original Relationships Act
2008 was enacted by this Parliament. At the time the
original legislation was introduced it was in the context
of widespread discussion on the issue of same-sex
marriage, and much of that debate in 2008 was framed
in the context of the debate around same-sex marriage.
At that time the coalition exercised a free vote on this
matter, and it has consequently carried that practice
forward with subsequent amendments to the
Relationships Act, including the bill before the house.
The bill is quite straightforward. It provides for couples
to register a relationship under the Relationships Act
even when only one of the members of the couple is
resident in Victoria. The second provision relates to
recognising deemed registration of domestic
relationships which are already registered in other
jurisdictions, such as the UK and New Zealand, as if
they were relationships registered here in Victoria
under the Relationships Act. These two amendments
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are, as I said, relatively straightforward. It is interesting
to reflect on the way in which the Relationships Act has
been used since it was established in 2008, because so
much of the debate in that period was around the use of
that mechanism of registering relationships in the
context of same-sex relationships. The advice that I
have received subsequent to that suggests that the
majority of the relationships that have been registered
under the Relationships Act have in fact been
heterosexual relationships rather than same-sex
relationships, by a substantial margin. It is interesting to
reflect that this legislation has been used in this way.

will apply for both same-sex and heterosexual
relationships.

The other change that was made to the Relationships
Act was a later amendment around 2009 or 2010 to
introduce the concept of caring relationships, which
was to recognise a relationship which is not a partnered
relationship but maybe a relationship between a person
and their sibling, a person and their carer or a person
and their friend, which is a close relationship and a
significant relationship but not a relationship of the
nature of a couple, which has also now been
incorporated into the principal legislation. The
provisions in this bill are comparatively minor. They
extend and simplify the operation of the existing
Relationships Act.

Clause 6 inserts new chapter 2A into the Relationships
Act 2008 to provide automatic registration for a
relationship registered in another jurisdiction. This
would include, for example, the UK, which allows for
same-sex marriage. However, I point out that this bill
does not alter existing Victorian laws in terms of
relationships, so that a relationship that has occurred
overseas involving underage children is not approved.

As I said, for historic reasons the coalition will be
exercising a free vote on these matters in recognition of
their origin in the original Relationships Act in 2008, so
members of the coalition will express their own views
and make their own decision about how they vote on
the legislation. From my perspective I believe these
amendments are relatively minor in nature, and as such
I will be supporting them.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — I would like to
make some brief comments on the Relationships
Amendment Bill 2015. The bill makes some simple
changes to the Relationships Act 2008. It refines and
modernises this act. I am pleased to say that the
coalition has given its members a free vote on this
legislation, so The Nationals members will have a free
vote. I will be supporting the bill.
The bill aims to achieve a couple of housekeeping
arrangements around domestic relationships. It allows
for a couple — heterosexual or same sex — to register
their domestic relationship, even if only one partner
lives in Victoria. Currently both partners are required to
live in the state. The bill also provides for deemed
registration of certain domestic relationships registered
in other local and international jurisdictions — for
example, New Zealand and the UK — as if they were
registered domestic relationships in Victoria. Again this

The main provisions of the bill are in clauses 5 and 6.
Clause 5 amends the Relationship Act 2008 to allow
two persons to register their domestic relationship if
one of them lives in Victoria. Currently, and unlike the
majority of other states in this country, both parties
must reside in Victoria. In our modern world we often
work in different locations and fly between states, so it
makes sense that only one partner needs to live in
Victoria for the relationship to be recognised.

I note also that same-sex marriages entered into in
another jurisdiction — for example, in the UK — will
not be recognised and registered as same-sex marriages.
Rather they will be taken into consideration as
registered domestic relationships under the act. I am
advised that automatic registration of relationships
registered in other jurisdictions is intended only to
avoid the need to file separate applications here. For
practical reasons same-sex relationships certainly need
to be recognised in terms of property rights and medical
treatment.
With those brief words I am happy to conclude. This is
a sensible bill and needs to be passed.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
very happy to speak on the Relationships Amendment
Bill 2015. It is a reasonably brief bill which makes
some amendments to the Relationships Act that was
passed in this chamber on 8 April 2008, some seven
years and eight months ago. At that time the Greens
were very pleased to support that bill, which introduced
the relationships register. There was only one other in
existence then, and that was in Tasmania. We now have
others across the country. At the time I made the
comment that it would have been good to have a
uniform national register. However, when it was set up,
the Victorian register was already not uniform with the
existing register in Tasmania in terms of recognising
domestic relationships in other jurisdictions. The bill
before us today makes that change.
In 2008 I had prepared an amendment to that very
effect — to make sure that the bill creating the
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relationships register enabled relationships in other
jurisdictions, such as those registered under the
relationships register in Tasmania, to be recognised in
Victoria. I made the comment at the time that I would
not proceed with that amendment, because discussions
with the government at the time — Mr Jennings, as it
turned out — assured me that the government would
look at that issue and remedy it. I am pleased to point
out that more than seven and a half years later the
government is actually doing it, so that is great. It is a
pity Labor did not do it the last time it was in
government.
The other major amendment to the act that is being
made by this bill is that both parties do not have to
reside in Victoria. I also moved an amendment to that
effect in 2008, but it was not supported by the
government for some unknown reason. I do not know
why it was not in the bill that set up the register in the
first place. That amendment was not passed in April
2008, but seven years and eight months later both
parties will no longer have to reside in Victoria. It is
certainly not the case with marriage; people are not
required to live in the same state in order to be married.
It was a very curious requirement.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Ms PENNICUIK — It is just interesting, but it is no
longer the case. There are of course people who, for
particular reasons — it may be for employment —
cannot reside in the same state, so to have that as a
requirement on the relationship register was onerous
and particularly unnecessary.
This bill allows for a variety of relationships to be
registered, be they same-sex relationships, mixed-sex
relationships or people who want to have their
relationship registered for medical or property reasons
but who do not want to go through a marriage
ceremony. Caring relationships can also be registered.
My preference would be to have all these things done at
the federal level and for us to have marriage equality at
the federal level. We know there is great support for
marriage equality in the community, and it is growing
every year. I introduced a bill into this house in 2012
calling for same-sex marriage at the state level.
Subsequent to that the High Court ruled that states
should not legislate for marriage equality and that it was
in fact the purview of the commonwealth. The High
Court also said that there was no impediment at the
federal level for marriage equality. That is effectively
signalling to the federal Parliament that there would be
no success in a High Court challenge to marriage
equality, because it has already indicated that there is
no impediment.
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The Greens have of course championed marriage
equality for many years. My federal colleagues have
been urging the federal Parliament to get on with
changing the Marriage Act 1961 so that it applies to all
citizens equally, as every secular law should. I think it
would probably be best if the relationships register were
at a federal level as well, rather than having different
ones across the states. It would certainly be a way to
make sure we have uniformity and no restrictions
applying in different jurisdictions.
The other amendment I moved in April 2008 was to
provide that the registrar may conduct a ceremony in
connection with the registration of a registrable
domestic relationship. That would mean any two
persons who wanted to register a registrable domestic
relationship could have a ceremony attached to that
registration. I know a number of people who have
registered their relationship, and one of the comments
that has been made to me is that it is a little bit like
registering your car — you go in there and get a bit of
paper, and there is not really much more to it than that.
The argument in 2008, and I think it holds now, was
that in terms of a registrable domestic relationship, it is
preferable for the law to allow for a ceremony to be
conducted. I know there is support for this in the
community. The registrar already conducts ceremonies
attached to marriage. The Marriage Act requires people
to exchange certain prescribed words in order for a
marriage to be lawful, and I suppose that invites an
attached ceremony.
I have attended marriage registrations at the registry
office with ceremonies attached. I see no reason why
the same thing could not occur for any registrable
domestic relationship. I am happy to have my
amendment circulated.
Greens amendments circulated by Ms PENNICUIK
(Southern Metropolitan) pursuant to standing
orders.
Ms PENNICUIK — I distributed it to all parties
quite a while ago, when the bill first came to us, and I
have mentioned it to parties, so I think everybody is
aware of the amendment I am proposing today. It is a
very simple amendment to a very simple bill that is
correcting anomalies that could have been corrected a
long time ago, but I am pleased to see that they are
being corrected now.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I am
delighted to be speaking briefly on the Relationships
Amendment Bill 2015. As previous speakers have
mentioned, this is a small bill that effectively brings
Victoria in line with the rest of Australia, and possibly
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not before time. I am pleased Ms Pennicuik’s diligent
work in nearly eight years of campaigning for these
small amendments to be made has finally paid off. I also
note that my partner will be very pleased about this,
because we live in separate states. He will be delighted
to know that we will now be recognised — —
Mr Dalidakis — That’s why your relationship is a
success, for this reason.
Ms PATTEN — Mr Dalidakis is right. Our
relationship can finally be recognised in Victoria. As
committed as it has been for the last 25 years, it is nice
to see that we will be recognising it here as well.
The bill allows for relationships formally registered
under corresponding laws in other states and
internationally to be more easily recognised here. That
will offer a lot of solace to people who have married
overseas, specifically same-sex couples who have
married overseas and find it very difficult to have their
relationships recognised back in Australia. This
provides a process through which that can occur. It
provides those couples with easy documentation of
their relationship, which may have been recognised and
celebrated with a ceremony overseas. I cannot think of
anything worse than having a wham-bam wedding over
in New Zealand, the UK or most states of the — —
Mr Dalidakis — Hawaii!
Ms PATTEN — Or Hawaii. I cannot think of
anything worse than having a wedding in a place where
same-sex marriages are recognised and not having that
wonderful day, that wonderful relationship and that
love between two people recognised in your home
state.
This will move us further towards greater equality. It
further diminishes the existing discrimination against
same-sex couples. It opens another chink in the wall of
discrimination same-sex couples still have to face in the
21st century in Australia. As Ms Pennicuik mentioned,
we have overwhelming support for same-sex couples to
be recognised not just within the Relationships
Amendment Bill but within the Marriage Act 1961
itself. I hope it is only a matter of time. I hope we do
not have to wait another seven and a half years to see
that changed.
We know discrimination against same-sex families
affects not just the couples but the children in these
families, and it affects them very negatively. This
enables those children to see that their parents’
relationship is recognised, albeit only within a
relationships bill. But it is another step. It is another
recognition of the validity of that relationship, the love
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between those two people and the care that they have
for each other.
I hope we can keep pushing at this. I hope this
Parliament will continue to campaign and lobby the
federal government to move on the federal Marriage
Act 1961. This gives another clear example to the
community that this is where we stand and this is what
we will be pushing forward in the future. This enables
couples who register on the relationships register to
more easily access various services, including health
services, where that relationship needs to be recognised.
This bill allows that relationship to be more easily
recognised. There will be less waiting and less expense.
I commend the work that we have done in this one year
in trying to remove some of the discrimination around
same-sex couples in this state. As I said, this is another
crack in the wall.
Mr Dalidakis — More work needs to be done.
Ms PATTEN — Mr Dalidakis is right; there is more
work to be done, and I hope to see more work on the
matter of equality and on the matter of discrimination
taken up with gusto in this house and in this Parliament.
I thoroughly commend this bill. I note that I have only
just seen the amendments that have been circulated by
Ms Pennicuik, and I apologise that I had not seen them
earlier. I see nothing wrong with having a ceremony. In
the register of marriages we allow a ceremony. This is a
register of caring and loving relationships — why not
have a little bit of fun and frivolity?
Ms Pennicuik — A celebration.
Ms PATTEN — A celebration, champagne, some
nice frocks and may be a little bow tie could go along
with this, so I will support the Greens’ amendment for
ceremonies to be included in this amendment. I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — It is a pleasure
to rise today to speak on the Relationships Amendment
Bill 2015, which is yet another reforming piece of
legislation brought to life by a government prepared to
do what it promised pre-election and, more than that, do
what is right, what is fair and what is long overdue —
providing improved relationship recognition for LGBTI
couples in this state.
Sadly the true deliverance of fairness for these couples
lies in the hands of our federal colleagues. Both of the
previous speakers have indicated their support for
marriage equality at the federal level, and I share that
view. Of course the federal coalition government has
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shown it has neither the courage nor the political smarts
to bring about a vote on marriage equality, which
would make redundant much of the purpose of this
bill — but soldier on we do. Rather than wait for the
federal coalition to catch on and catch up with the
overwhelming support amongst the Australian public
for marriage equality, we are at least prepared to do
what is within our power to start a new chapter in
Victorian history, underpinned by fairness and equality
for the LGBTI community.
This legislation is significant and symbolic and follows
on from a Labor tradition of tackling head-on
discrimination within our community. It was the
Brumby Labor government in 2008 that passed the
original Relationships Act 2008. That act established
the relationships register for domestic partners in
committed relationships and in doing so provided these
couples with easier access to existing entitlements. The
bill before us today is further testament to our
fundamental belief in building a Victorian society that
stands up for human rights, confronts discrimination
and respects diversity.
The bill does this in two ways and in doing so rectifies
shortcomings in the current relationships registration
process. Firstly, it requires that only one partner in a
couple needs to be a resident of Victoria in order to
register their relationship. Previously both partners
needed to be Victorian residents, putting us at odds with
other jurisdictions. I also understand there have been
many case examples of couples who have been
excluded from registering their relationship in our state
because of this impediment, so it is great to see that
those couples who have been seeking to be part of this
system will now be able to do so.
The bill also inserts a new chapter into the
Relationships Act to provide for the recognition of
corresponding law relationships from both interstate
and a number of overseas jurisdictions which recognise
same-sex marriage and/or civil unions. This means
those couples will not be required to reregister their
relationship in Victoria or provide any further evidence
to establish that they are in a domestic relationship. The
bill will make it easier for couples to access their rights
under Victorian law — for example, when discussing a
partner’s health information with a doctor in an
emergency or when seeking compensation entitlements
as a dependent partner. I can think of no greater stress
when a loved one is ill than to have your relationship
questioned at such a time. Having your right to be
involved in decisions about care and treatment being
questioned or indeed refused is beyond comprehension
in a society as evolved as ours.
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Love is love. Of itself it has no barriers; they are manmade constructs, part of our ingrained need to control.
No adult who has made a decision to be in a
relationship with the person they love deserves to have
that questioned, challenged or indeed refused by the
views of others. This bill will take us a step closer to
removing that right to bigotry that some in the
community still cling to with pure and blatant
desperation. The bill will promote greater recognition
of the rights of unmarried couples and enable more
people who want the dignity of formal recognition of
their loving relationship to register it or to have a
relationship that has been formalised in another
jurisdiction recognised as a registered domestic
relationship in this great state of ours.
This bill is about respect and equality. To vote against it
would highlight nothing short of bigotry and would
identify those who believe in second-class citizens and
who think there are people who live amongst us who
are less deserving of the rights that we here take for
granted. I am proud to be part of a government that
refuses to take part in this sort of offensive, insulting
and backward thinking. Instead we will continue to
push forward with our vision of a Victoria that is
welcoming and where the dignity of human rights is
extended to all. It is with great passion that I commend
this bill to the house.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise to make a short contribution to the
debate on the Relationships Amendment Bill 2015. As
others have said, this is a fairly straightforward piece of
legislation that we are debating in the house this
afternoon which amends the Relationships Act 2008 to
allow couples, either heterosexual or same-sex, to
register their domestic relationship in Victoria. That
will apply even if only one partner lives in Victoria, and
Ms Patten, who spoke of her personal situation,
highlighted very clearly the issues with long-distance
relationships. This bill will enable somebody in a
position similar to that of Ms Patten and her partner to
have their relationship recognised formally. I am
pleased that that will now be possible.
The second part of the bill allows for the registration of
certain domestic relationships which have already been
registered in other local and international jurisdictions.
They will be recognised as if they were registered
domestic relationships here in Victoria. Anyone living
in international jurisdictions, such as the UK or New
Zealand, can have their relationship formally
recognised.
As other members have said, the coalition has a free
vote on this piece of legislation, and I have clearly
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indicated my support for the bill. It provides some
practical elements that enable relationships in 2015 to
be recognised more formally and, importantly, to be
registered. As we know, relationships come in various
forms, and this legislation recognises relationships that
have barriers because of where the partners live. The
bill removes those barriers and makes it much easier
when it comes to considering some of the more
complexities in a relationship, should they come to the
fore when dealing with, for example, legal or medical
issues. This bill enables a formal relationship to be
recognised and partners to be able to work through
various considerations, should they need to.
As I said, this bill is straightforward. Clause 5 amends
the Relationships Act 2008 to allow two persons to
register a domestic relationship if one of them lives in
Victoria. Clause 6 inserts new chapter 2A into the
Relationships Act 2008 to provide automatic
registration for a relationship registered in another
jurisdiction. As I said, that clause pertains to cases
where one partner might reside in an international
jurisdiction.
As others have also indicated, I note that Ms Pennicuik
has moved an amendment to this bill, and although I
was not in the house to hear her reasons for the
amendment I understand that she has had a
longstanding commitment to including a formal
ceremonial element in the Relationships Act, and I do
not see any issue with the proposition Ms Pennicuik has
put forward. If a relationship is formally recognised,
which is what this legislation provides for, I do not see
any issue with providing for the ability to conduct a
ceremony in connection with the registration. I know
others will have a different view in relation to this
particular aspect of the bill, but I simply think that if
two people are in a relationship and they respect, care
for and love one another, that should be able to be
celebrated in the way they see fit. With those words, I
support the bill and indicate my support for
Ms Pennicuik’s amendment.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise to speak on this bill. It is a very
important bill which has been part of an ongoing
journey over a number of years in relation to putting
equality back into our system and making sure that
discrimination is eliminated over time. Hopefully we
will get to a stage where all citizens are treated equally.
That is one of the main reasons driving me to stand here
and speak on this bill. It is very important to eliminate
all sorts of discrimination in our society. People should
all have the same rights, benefits and obligations,
whether they are men or women — they are basic
human rights — and whether they are lesbian, gay,
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bisexual, transgender or intersex. Everybody in our
society should have the same rights, responsibilities and
benefits.
Whilst the federal Liberal government has refused to
bring a vote on marriage equality in the federal
Parliament, the Andrews Labor government is moving
to improve relationship recognition for LGBTI couples
in Victoria. We are not talking about changing the
Marriage Act 1961. That is a debate for another day;
people have different opinions, and I respect that. It is a
big issue.
We are not looking at trying to persuade people to
change the Marriage Act. However it is very important
that the Relationships Amendment Bill 2015 deliver
some equality to the people I have mentioned, and it
does that in two ways. It requires that only one partner
in a couple needs to be a resident of Victoria in order to
register their relationship. The act currently requires
both partners to be Victorian residents, which creates an
unnecessary barrier to registration and is not in line
with the requirements in other jurisdictions. The
amendment reflects the modern nature of relationships
and will ensure that couples are not disadvantaged by
their living arrangements. The bill also inserts a new
section into the Relationships Act 2008 to provide for
the recognition of corresponding relationships from
interstate and a number of overseas jurisdictions which
recognise same-sex marriage and/or civil unions.
The Relationships Act 2008 recognises unmarried
couples previously described for many years as de facto
couples. In 2001 significant law reform was undertaken
to ensure that this recognition was also given to samesex couples. Victorian law now recognises domestic
relationships regardless of the sex of the partners in the
relationship. However, while domestic partners are
recognised by the act, in practice a person can still be
required to prove they are in a domestic relationship by
presenting evidence about the nature of the relationship,
such as whether a sexual relationship exists and the
degree of mutual commitment to a shared life. In 2008
there was further reform and the act was passed to
allow the registration of domestic relationships.
The registrar of births, deaths and marriages maintains
the relationship register under the Relationships Act. To
apply to register a relationship both parties must be over
the age of 18 and be in a registrable domestic
relationship or a registrable caring relationship. Both
parties must also prove they are domiciled or ordinarily
resident in Victoria. In relation to what sort of evidence
of the relationship needs to be provided, obviously the
relationship register is maintained by the registrar of
births, deaths and marriages, and a couple wishing to
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register their relationship must complete an application
form that is available on the births, deaths and
marriages website and pay a fee, which is currently
$209.
Ms Pennicuik has circulated an amendment to allow a
couple to have a ceremony performed by a registrar as a
sign to the world and in order to go through a formal
process. I am about to give a personal opinion — that
is, that I think the amendment makes sense. That is not
necessarily the position of the government. I do not
think it is a bad idea, but it is something that is open to
debate. As an example, my brother-in-law cannot
currently have his relationship recognised in Victoria.
He and his partner live in Belgium in order for their
relationship to be recognised. They are married. One
day I think they would like to come back to Melbourne
to live, and hopefully we will be able to provide them
with the same equality they enjoy in Europe.
I am not going to get into whether or not the Marriage
Act should be changed. We are talking about how
relationships can be recognised in a formal way. It is
important to put these things into perspective and move
away from what is, in my view, discrimination and
provide people with equality. There should be no
discrimination. That is why I am happy to support the
bill.
The bill makes a number of changes to the act. Given a
couple needs to be living together in order to register
their relationship, the purpose of the bill is to allow for
the formal recognition of a relationship that already has
legal status in Victoria. Registrations overcome the
need to provide further evidence to prove that the
relationship exists. The registrar has to be satisfied that
the parties are in fact in a registrable domestic
relationship and can request any further evidence in
order to make sure of that assessment. In addition, there
will be no greater risk of fraud for registered couples
than for married couples, who are not required to
provide evidence of their living arrangements, either
when getting married or afterwards.
People ask what are the benefits of registering a
relationship under the Relationships Act, and there are
many. Registration is one way for partners in a
domestic relationship to obtain formal recognition of
their relationship, particularly same-sex partners who
are unable to marry under commonwealth law.
Registration also provides conclusive proof of a
domestic relationship for the purpose of Victorian law.
Partners in a registrable relationship do not have to
provide any further evidence to establish that their
relationship exists. This makes it easier for couples to
access their rights under Victorian law — for example,
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when discussing a partner’s health information with a
doctor, in an emergency or in seeking compensation
entitlements as a dependent partner. Registration
overcomes the eligibility requirements that apply only
to people in unregistered domestic relationships, who
have to provide proof of cohabitation for a specific
period.
As of 9 September there were 4370 registered domestic
relationships. There have been no caring relationships
registered to date. I am sure that number will grow over
time. A registration can be revoked at any time if either
partner in the relationship dies or gets married. People
who are worried about, for example, undermining the
Marriage Act should note that the bill does not do that.
Parties can apply for revocation on payment of a fee of
$70. If only one of the partners in a relationship applies
for revocation, they must notify the other partner and
provide proof of this to the registrar before the registrar
can consider the application.
It is important for the Parliament to pass the bill to send
a further message that Victorians do not stand for
discrimination. We are a state of equality, and we want
all our citizens to be treated equally before the law, and
that is what this bill does. I hope the house endorses the
bill.
Mr Dalidakis — Talk about what it means to your
community.
Mr MELHEM — It means a lot to my community,
Mr Dalidakis; it is very important. Why should we
discriminate because someone has a different
relationship? People should be allowed to register their
relationship whether it is a man and a woman, a man
and a man or a woman and a woman. That is their
business.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr MELHEM — I am not going too far with what
Mr Dalidakis, I think, was going to suggest. We are not
including other relationships. But if two human beings
want to declare their love and affection to the world and
they want to register their relationship and have the
same recognition and benefits as heterosexual couples,
I do not see the problem. What is the problem? It is a
free country. It is freedom — as long as we set up the
rules, and the people are over 18 and have not been
forced into the relationship. Also we are not forcing, for
example, churches to perform the ceremony. That is a
separate issue, and as I said, I think it is very important
to separate the Marriage Act from this debate; we are
not getting into that debate, which is a separate debate
altogether.
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I do not see any sense in opposing this. I know
Ms Pennicuik has an amendment, and I am sure that we
will have a bit of discussion in relation to it. Let us have
the debate. I am sure that members will make
considered decisions.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr MELHEM — I am sure that the Liberal Party is
supportive of the changes, but if it is not — —
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr MELHEM — I think Mr Davis is supportive. I
think Mr Dalidakis is reflecting on Mr Davis; it is not
nice. With those comments I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise to indicate that I will support the
Relationships Amendment Bill 2015. In itself the bill is
very simple. It implements a number of changes,
providing that in order to register a domestic or caring
relationship in Victoria only one partner in the
relationship needs to live in Victoria. It also provides
for recognition of certain relationships formalised under
Australian and international laws as if they were
registered domestic relationships in Victoria. The bill
that initially set up the register goes back to 2008, so it
has been in operation for a significant period. It was
amended in 2009 to provide for the registration of
caring relationships.
As shadow Minister for Equality I support this bill,
noting that the issues that it seeks to address are
legitimate issues. The bill recognises that all Victorians,
regardless of their sex or sexual orientation or gender
identity, are entitled to have some register of their
committed relationship before the law. It is clear that
there are circumstances in which such a register can be
important. It puts in a very clear legal framework the
significance of a relationship and ensures that in the
matters surrounding a person’s life that relationship is
appropriately recognised. It is not the same, I should
add, as the issues around marriage equality. Those
issues will obviously be played out in the federal arena
in the forthcoming period.
I have indicated publicly on other occasions that I
support marriage equality, and I do so with
encouragement to those at a federal level to take the
relevant steps. I do recognise, however, that these issues
are ones that are properly matters of significance to
many people. People have religious views, personal
views and philosophical approaches which mean they
have strong and genuine views that need to be
recognised in the processes in this chamber. The
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coalition position is that this bill is one in which a free
vote will be exercised both on the bill itself and
amendments to the bill.
Ms Pennicuik has foreshadowed an amendment in
committee stage, and I can indicate that I will support
her amendment. I have had a discussion with her about
that. I indicated that I wanted some clarity from her
about the proposition that the costs of ceremonies ought
to be properly the responsibility of those who are
seeking to register a relationship; properly those people
should pay for the costs of any ceremonies or other
matters that Ms Pennicuik’s amendment may give rise
to. It is my understanding that that would be the case in
those circumstances, as it is the case for those who
would have a ceremony under the current
arrangements. In that context I would see that
amendment as one that is appropriate to go forward
with.
I must put on the record in the chamber now my
growing concern at the government’s dithering and
delay on this matter. I am not sure why the government
now seeks to adjourn this at the end of the secondreading process and not move to the committee stage.
This is a matter that was foreshadowed in the lower
house, it has been discussed among the various parties
over a number of weeks and it is not clear to me why at
50 seconds to midnight the government seeks to
adjourn debate at the end of the second-reading stage
and not move to the committee stage.
Now, many of my colleagues have a different view to
mine on this matter, and I am deeply respectful of those
views. I recognise they have legitimate religious or
other philosophical objections to some of the principles
in the bill. Notwithstanding that, I am quite clear about
my own views on this matter, and I will support the bill
and the amendment. I seek some explanation in a
formal sense from the government as to why it is now
dithering, delaying and obfuscating. Members should
bear in mind that we had all intended that the
government proceed with this bill; we had all
understood that it was to be debated this week — today.
It was on the government business list for the earlier
period in the week, and for government members at this
point to start to muck around with the process, to delay
and obfuscate in this way, is surprising to me and
disappointing. I think many in the LGBTI community
will be surprised that the government is not prepared to
move forward with its own bill at this point.
If it is the case that there is some interaction between
Ms Pennicuik’s amendment, the current legislation and
this bill that is unforeseen, that reflects poorly on the
government in a different way. It means it had not been
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prepared to examine these matters at an earlier point. It
has left it until late in the afternoon on the last sitting
day of December, as many are starting to get into a
festive mode and focus on Christmas and well-deserved
holidays. But for those in the LGBTI community, who
would seek to have had their relationships registered
over the forthcoming period, this will come as a bitter
blow. People will be surprised and disappointed that the
government would delay in this way, and quite frankly
I am at a loss as to why the government would not have
proceeded with the bill today. Either it is ham-fisted
and has lost control of its legislative agenda and does
not have proper processes in place, or it has some
strange mounting concern about an amendment that has
been in the public domain for many weeks.
I would have thought that the Attorney-General’s
people could well have looked at these matters at an
earlier point, unless there is some strange other reason
that is not clear. Either way, it is not satisfactory and I
am quite disappointed.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — It is a shame
that I have to follow a disappointed David Davis,
particularly after he actually welcomed the bill and its
provisions and what it will enact. I actually do agree
with Mr Davis and with the sentiment that this is a good
bill, and I appreciate that Mr Davis supports its
provisions and what it will enact, and I am very pleased
that the government is fulfilling an election
commitment to introduce the bill.
When in opposition the Labor Party ran on a policy of
equality for the LGBTI community, and it is still doing
so, and the bill will deliver on the provision that only
one partner needs to be a resident of Victoria to be
registered on the relationship register. The bill also
provides recognition of relationship laws both interstate
and in a number of overseas jurisdictions.
Mr Dalidakis — This is our bill.
Mr LEANE — Mr Dalidakis is right. It is our bill,
and we are very pleased to introduce it and very pleased
that it will be enacted, and we look forward to its
passage in the near future. As Mr Davis touched on —
and I agree with him again, which is a good way to end
the year — this does provoke some discussion around
the federal debate on marriage equality. I was pleased
to hear that Mr Davis believes that should be instituted
as well, even though it is outside our jurisdiction and
control. I agree fully with him on that point because I
can relate to it. A close relative of mine decided not to
acknowledge the law as it stands for her relationship
with her girlfriend, and she and her partner decided that
they would get married. A couple of years ago they
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held a wedding ceremony at their house which included
a celebrant, family and friends, and as an added touch
of fun they had a jumping castle in their front yard. We
all took great photographs of the two brides jumping in
the jumping castle.
The story I really want to relay about that occasion
occurred when we were sitting in their backyard, which
was decked out for a wedding, and the wedding
ceremony was going ahead in front of me and one of
my brothers and his young son were sitting in front of
me. Just after the ceremony was finished my brother’s
young son looked towards his dad with a bit of a
worried look, and I was awaiting the comment to come
out of this young kid’s mouth, but what my nephew
actually said to his dad was, ‘Do we get to eat now,
Dad?’
This generation, when they grow up, will not think
anything of couples, whether they be a man and a
woman, two women or two men, agreeing to get
married and look out for each other for the rest of their
lives. I know that does not always happen with
heterosexual couples or with same-sex couples, and that
is a reality of life, but people should have the chance to
commit in a marriage setting. In the absence of that
happening, the Andrews government has provided
something in the interim. I remember when the
Relationships Bill 2007 was brought before the
Parliament by the Brumby government in 2008, and
there was concern expressed by some members of the
community about that bill at the time, but I note that
there has not been a flurry of emails or concern by
people wanting to meet to object to this particular bill
being introduced. As I said, it will be part of the culture
of change in the future.
As new generations of Victorians emerge, this
particular issue will not be a big deal at all. As I said
before, I am a 100 per cent believer that someone’s
sexuality is just part of their make-up as a human being
as much as the colour of their skin or if their hair is
curly or the size of their feet. Someone’s sexuality is
just who they are, and it is outdated and quite appalling
for any jurisdiction to have in statute discriminations
against the person just because of one part of what
makes them the human being they are.
When my relative married her fiancée at the time, her
girlfriend, all family and friends were more than
pleased to be celebrating that event. I think that when
we do get our act together federally and legalise
marriage for same-sex couples, I look forward to all of
us getting an opportunity to see long-term friends who
have been in relationships being able to celebrate the
same celebrations that a number of us went through
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when we got married ourselves. When the federal
Parliament gets its act together and legalises marriage
for everyone, not only will we be able to celebrate the
fact that that bit of discrimination has exited our lands
but we will also be able to look forward to a number of
weddings of friends in a short period of time. I, for one,
am a big fan of weddings and wedding receptions in
particular.
Once again I applaud the Premier and the government. I
am proud to be part of a government that is determined
to remove any discrimination on the statute book. It is
not good enough. As I said, this is a simple bill. There
are some amendments to the bill that were introduced
previously that make a lot of sense.
As far as Ms Pennicuik’s amendment goes, the
government will be responding to it in the committee
stage of the bill. On this side of the house we can act as
a collective. We do not think the bill is a big deal. We
do not think it is an issue that should be dealt with as a
conscience vote or a free vote. We think it is quite
simple. We do not understand why the coalition thinks
it has to have a free vote on these particular issues, but
in saying that it has the right to do so. We do not
understand how coalition members could be divided on
such a simple premise. It is a shame for them, but it is
not too much a shame for the people who will benefit
from this legislation when it goes ahead.
As I said, we look forward to the day when these
particular equality measures will not be a big deal to
anyone, even to members of the coalition. I do not think
it is a big deal to society, but it is a big deal to someone
who is in a same-sex relationship and a huge deal at the
moment, because if one of those partners is not a
resident of Victoria, they cannot register their
relationship and cannot access the provisions that come
from that registration. When the original bill was
brought to this house we had people living in long-term
relationships who could not access provisions and
legalities afforded to other people in long-term de facto
relationships — for example, being the contact person
when medical permission was needed when an accident
happened or being the contact if something grave
happened to one partner. That situation went on for way
too long. This amending bill fixes one of the things that
we missed the first time, so it is great that it is getting
fixed now. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I am
delighted to speak on the Relationships Amendment
Bill 2015. This is a wonderful thing, another step in the
unfortunately excruciatingly slow march in this country
for equality rights for many people in the Australian
and the Victorian community. The Relationships
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Amendment Bill builds on the work of the Brumby
government in establishing the relationships register. I
pay tribute to former Attorney-General Rob Hulls, who
championed so much legislative reform in support of
equality for LGBTI Victorians. Our government is
firmly of the view that equality is not negotiable. We
believe in a Victorian society where everyone has a full
right to participate, we confront discrimination where
we find it and we celebrate diversity at every
opportunity.
It is a brief segue, but I quickly take this opportunity to
note that last night I attended the Victorian Public
Sector Pride Network’s inaugural event and end-of-year
celebration. It was wonderful to meet a number of
people who work in support of my portfolios in the
Victorian public service celebrating diversity and
respect in our Victorian public service. As we mark the
end of the year we can all reflect on the extraordinary
support we all get from many people in our work as
members of Parliament.
Returning to the Relationships Amendment Bill, I note
that it is the last debate on the last bill on the last day of
the 2015 parliamentary sitting. While the federal
government has continued to refuse to bring on a vote
for marriage equality and we watch as jurisdiction after
jurisdiction around the world gets this fixed, we are
enhancing arrangements for the relationships register in
two important ways.
One of the effects of the bill is that only one partner in a
couple needs to be a resident of Victoria in order to
register their relationship. The act previously required
that both partners be Victorian residents, which created
an unnecessary barrier to registration. One only has to
contemplate a couple in Albury-Wodonga or a couple
in Echuca-Moama to see how inconvenient this could
be for people. There is no shortage of people who have
long-distance relationships at various points of their
lives or even on an ongoing basis, and we do not want
people to be disadvantaged by their living
arrangements.
The second thing this bill does is insert a new chapter
into the Relationships Act 2008 to provide for the
recognition of corresponding law relationships from
both interstate and a number of overseas jurisdictions
which recognise same-sex marriage and/or civil unions.
The fabulous thing about this is that, unlike so many
arrangements that are required of people with the
impact of legislation or regulation, people whose
relationships have been legally established in interstate
or overseas jurisdictions do not have to do anything.
Their relationship will now be automatically recognised
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as a registered domestic relationship for the purpose of
Victorian laws.
Mr Leane talked about the very broad levels of support
in the Victorian community for what are important but
modest changes, but for people whose relationships are
not afforded full legal recognition in this country, this
bill is incredibly important. This is about day-to-day
practicalities such as being able to provide consent for a
loved one in a hospital emergency room, and there are
countless examples of other things that are an
inconvenience every day of the week for LGBTI
Victorians, who are denied marriage rights.
Ms Pennicuik spoke to her amendment during the
second-reading debate, and I indicate that there is
nothing in the Victorian Relationships Act that
precludes couples from holding a public ceremony or a
celebration to coincide with their decision to register
their relationship. ‘Registration’ is a cold term when
you think about the love and commitment that people
bring to a relationship. The registration process
symbolises something worthy of celebration and
something worthy of at least a fabulous party and a
long weekend, if not something more fabulous. People
celebrate their relationships in any number of different
ways; some people like a low-key event, and some
people like a much more significant event.
However, we have some concerns about
Ms Pennicuik’s amendment. We are not confident that
it will achieve what it is she wants it to achieve. We
think that the work that the Minister for Equality has
asked the LGBTI Taskforce and the Justice Working
Group to do, which is referred to in the second-reading
speech — that is, ‘to examine proposals for further
reform of the Victorian Relationships Act in order to
strengthen the rights of same-sex couples in this term of
government’ — will be important in informing how we
would achieve what it is Ms Pennicuik’s amendment
seeks to achieve. We think that adding a ceremonies
provision or an option for ceremonies is something that
requires consideration and consultation with the
registrar and members of the community who avail
themselves of the relationships register. But I for one
very much welcome the intent.
As I indicated, the Victorian government does do and
will do everything it can to advance equality for
members of our LGBTI community. I think I can speak
for the entire Victorian government on this score when
I say that I am dismayed at the federal government’s
failure to provide marriage equality for members of the
LGBTI community, and I will be raising a glass of
champagne in celebration for the many friends and
many people who have fought for equality for a long
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time. I know that many members in this Parliament
would also very much celebrate that now greatly
overdue reform. I look forward to the day when the
Australian Parliament gets on with fixing this up. With
those words, I commend the bill to the house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clauses 1 to 5 agreed to.
New clause
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
move:
Insert the following New Clause to follow clause 5—
‘A Registration
After section 10(3) of the Principal Act insert—
“(4) The Registrar may conduct a ceremony in
connection with the registration of a
registrable domestic relationship under this
section.”.’

Way back in 2008 I moved a similar amendment to the
bill that established the register in the first place. As
many speakers have said, a lot of people who avail
themselves of this register to register their relationships
are same-sex couples who are not able to avail
themselves of the provisions of the Marriage Act 1961
because we do not yet have marriage equality in this
country, although I am very confident we will have at
some stage.
Under the Marriage Act certain words have to be
spoken to make the marriage lawful. This amendment
would simply allow the registrar to conduct a ceremony
in connection with the registration such that for two
people — be they a same-sex couple or any two people
of whatever sexuality or gender they may be — who
want to register their relationship as a registrable
domestic relationship it is not just a matter of signing a
form and then going away. As I mentioned before, a
person I know who has registered their relationship and
is not part of a same-sex couple said to me that it felt a
bit like registering your car. There was not much joy to
it. To allow the registrar to conduct a ceremony would
be welcomed by many people, and that is certainly the
feedback I had way back in 2008 and have had over the
years right up until now. That is why I have moved this
amendment again. That is simply what the amendment
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is — a means of allowing people to have some small
celebration attached to the registration of their domestic
relationship.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — The
government will not be opposing Ms Pennicuik’s
amendment, though I would caveat that by restating the
concerns I expressed in the second-reading debate. We
are keen for there to be discussions with the registrar of
births, deaths and marriages. We are not convinced that
this is workable. We note that there is nothing in the
current act that precludes people from having a
celebration or a ceremony to coincide with the
registering of their relationship. A formal ceremony
involving the registrar of births, deaths and marriages is
not something that is legislatively required for
registration. I make the observation that Ms Pennicuik’s
proposal does not alter these registration requirements.
I indicate that we will not oppose this amendment, but
we will take the opportunity between now and the next
sitting week to seek the advice of the registrar about the
workability of this provision and consider those matters
in the new year. I have considerable sympathy for
Ms Pennicuik’s intention, and it is very much consistent
with and complementary to the work that the
government is doing in many other respects. I think we
can all be touched by the observation from
Ms Pennicuik’s friend, who felt like they were
registering their car.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
briefly support the amendments, and I agree that
allowing for some form of ceremony or recognition of
when a relationship registration and the signing take
place is important. It possibly does not need to be done
with fabulous frou-frou dresses and three-piece suits
and top hats, but to have some recognition of the
importance of that relationship is necessary so that
when someone does choose to register their relationship
they do it with some thought about the importance of
that relationship. Recognising that at the time that it
occurs is completely in line with, as the minister
mentioned, the government’s moves around
recognising the importance of same-sex relationships
and ending the discrimination that same-sex couples
still receive throughout our legislation. I am very
supportive of this amendment.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
refer the minister to her second-reading speech, which
she just touched on, about the workability of this
amendment. She indicated that she would seek advice
from the registrar over the immediate break about
whether this is workable or not. Is it the minister’s
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advice then to the Parliament that we might not be able
to make a decision on this pending that advice?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Mr Ondarchie for his question. We have our
doubts about whether Ms Pennicuik’s amendment will
achieve what she is hoping it will achieve, but we will
not oppose it, and we would be very happy to see a
successful passage of this legislation today before the
Parliament adjourns for the summer break. That would
then of course require a message to be transmitted from
this house to the Assembly, if indeed this amendment is
successful in the house today, indicating that. By the
time the Assembly was in a position to consider the
message, we would have had an opportunity to further
ascertain how workable this arrangement is.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I want to
make the same point that has been made by
Mr Ondarchie. The first anyone heard of this so-called
concern was in the minister’s contribution earlier, and
there is discussion around the chamber that there may
be some problem, but the fact is this amendment was
circulated weeks or months ago, and there seems to me
to be no explanation as to why the Attorney-General or
whoever is responsible in government did not make this
advice available to the chamber earlier. There seems to
be no logical reason why this bill could not have been
dealt with a little earlier in the day and then taken to the
lower house for a quick tick, as it were, later in the day.
This seems to me to have been an attempt by the
government — and I am putting this on the record — to
stymie this outcome by either incompetently organising
the legislative agenda or deliberately seeking to
frustrate this amendment.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — The
government has made very clear to all members of the
house — to the opposition and the crossbenchers —
that our primary objective this week was the continued
debate of the legislation dealing with the port of
Melbourne lease arrangements. The member may not
have noticed, but that is something that the Parliament
has been considering in a fair bit of detail since the
commencement of this sitting week. But it is very much
our intention for this bill to be concluded tonight.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — In
relation to Ms Pennicuik’s amendment, it would seem
to me that there could be some opportunity for Victoria
through this amendment. Is the minister able to advise
the house how many new jobs could be expected as a
result of this amendment?
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Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Mr Ondarchie for his question. The intention of
this legislation is to enhance the operability of the
relationships register, which is a very proud reform of
the former Labor government, in two ways. This
legislation is about enabling existing relationships from
other jurisdictions to be recognised, about ensuring that
couples who may reside across state borders can be
recognised and about allowing partners seeking to enter
into a registered relationship to do so. That is the
objective of the legislation, and while we do many
things that are about creating jobs, this has some other
purposes at its core.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
am going to touch on Ms Pennicuik’s contribution and
also that of Ms Patten. Would the minister agree that
there is possibly some economic value for Victoria
through fashion, through food, through — —
Mr Davis — Milliners!
Mr ONDARCHIE — Milliners. There is a whole
range of things, including the fact that those who will
conduct ceremonies will provide an economic uplift for
Victoria out of this amendment. Would the minister
agree?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) —
Mr Ondarchie may offer to stop with the questions
about the economic benefits of enhancing the
relationships register if I can indeed confirm to the
house that there are quite possibly some economic
opportunities for the cake makers and the milliners of
Victoria. I happily concede that that is a possibility.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
simply wish to advise the house that I have no further
questions.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
thank those people who spoke in support of the
amendment. People who register their domestic
relationship are obviously people who love each other,
and that is why I think just a little bit more is required
than simply signing a form. We know with the
requirements under the Marriage Act 1961 that the
number of words is not many, it is a few words, and so
it could be a few words that are said to add some more
emotion and feeling to the occasion than simply just
signing a form and walking away with the form. I take
on board what the minister is saying. I am not sure I am
convinced by what she is saying, but I take it on board.
I appreciate that the government will not oppose the
amendment and hopefully it can pass the Council
today.
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New clause agreed to; clauses 6 to 9 agreed to.
Reported to house with amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

ASSISTED REPRODUCTIVE TREATMENT
AMENDMENT 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.
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), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Assisted
Reproductive Treatment Amendment 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. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The purpose of the bill is to provide all donor-conceived
persons with the right to obtain identifying information about
their donors from the central register, regardless of when the
gametes from which they were conceived were donated and
whether the donor consents. The bill enables contact
preferences to be lodged by persons who donated gametes
before 31 December 1997 and by persons born as a result of
donor treatment procedures. The bill provides for the
Victorian Assisted Reproductive Treatment Authority
(VARTA) to keep the central register and the voluntary
register, and it enhances VARTA’s powers to obtain
information about pre-1998 gametes donations.
Human rights issues
The right to recognition and equality before the law
(section 8)
Section 8 of the charter protects the right of all people,
including a child, to enjoy his or her human rights without
discrimination.
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As noted in the submission of the Victorian Equal
Opportunity and Human Rights Commission to the Law
Reform Committee Inquiry into Access by Donor-Conceived
People to Information about Donors (Law Reform Committee
inquiry), this right is engaged when donor-conceived children
are provided with different rights to obtain information about
their donors based on when they were conceived. In Victoria,
people conceived using gametes donated prior to
31 December 1997 can only access identifying information
about their donors if the donor consents to the release of any
identifying information. In contrast, persons conceived from
gametes donated after 31 December 1997 have unconditional
access to identifying information about their donor.
The bill removes this discrimination and promotes equality by
providing all donor-conceived persons with the right to
identifying information about their donor, regardless of when
they were conceived.
The right to privacy (section 13)
Section 13(a) of the charter provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy or family life unlawfully
or arbitrarily interfered with. Section 13(b) provides that a
person has the right not to have his or her reputation
unlawfully attacked.
An interference with privacy or an attack upon reputation will
not be unlawful where it is permitted by law, and the
legislation is precise and appropriately circumscribed. An
interference with privacy will not be arbitrary provided the
restrictions on privacy are reasonable in the particular
circumstances, just and proportionate to the end sought.
Provide all donor-conceived persons with the right to obtain
identifying information about their donor
It has been argued that the basis of the right to know one’s
genetic identity is an extension of the right to privacy. A
preliminary ruling by the England and Wales High Court in
the case of Rose v. Secretary for Health and Human
Fertilisation and Embryology Authority [2002] EWHC 1593
held that the right to privacy encompasses the right of a
donor-conceived individual to obtain information about his or
her biological origins. The bill promotes this broader right to
privacy by providing all donor-conceived people with the
right to know their genetic identity.
This promotion of the right to privacy through knowing one’s
genetic identity is balanced against the potential interference
with the privacy of donors and their families through the bill’s
extension of the right to obtain identifying information about
pre-1998 donors from the central register without the donor’s
consent. Prior to 1 July 1988, some donors donated their
gametes under the assumption that they would remain
anonymous. Persons who donated their gametes between
1 July 1988 and 31 December 1997 did so on the statutory
basis that their identity would not be disclosed unless they
provided consent. The release of identifying information
about a donor who donated gametes on the basis of
anonymity or required consent will engage these donors’ right
to privacy and family life, and the right of their families to
privacy and family life. However, the charter right to privacy
will only be limited if the interference imposed by the new
scheme is unlawful or arbitrary.
The interference with privacy occasioned by the bill is not
unlawful, nor is it arbitrary. The interference with privacy is
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not unlawful because the bill is prescriptive as to the
circumstances in which the identifying information of the
donor may be released to the donor-conceived person. These
conditions for the release of information are particularly
necessary for pre-1988 donors as many of the records relating
to pre-1988 donations may be incomplete and information
gathered from those records will only be released where there
is a clear link to the donor-conceived applicant.
The interference with privacy is not arbitrary as it is directed
at achieving the purpose of the bill, and is sufficiently
constrained. First, the bill prescribes criteria that VARTA
must apply in determining whether the information of a
person is linked to the applicant, and therefore can be
released. VARTA may only disclose information on the
central register to an applicant under section 56(1) or
section 60A of the act if one of the criteria establishing the
link between the applicant and the person who is the subject
of the application is met; i.e. that there is a linking unique
donor identifier, evidence from voluntary genetic testing, or
VARTA otherwise reasonably believes that the person and
the applicant are linked and there is no reasonable likelihood
that any other person may be the subject of the application.
As a further additional safeguard, VARTA will also be
required to comply with any guidelines which have been
issued by the Secretary to the Department of Health and
Human Services when applying the criteria under the bill for
the release of a person’s information on the central register to
an applicant in the absence of a unique donor identifier or
results of genetic testing.
The bill also introduces a contact preference scheme which
protects donors from unreasonable interference in their
privacy and family life. The donor is able to regulate contact
by lodging a contact preference specifying the type of contact,
if any, they wish to have with the donor-conceived person.
They may also lodge a contact preference on behalf of their
children under the age of 18 years, which will enable donors
to manage when and how they inform their children that they
have donor-conceived offspring.
Contact preferences lodged by pre-1998 donors will last for a
duration of five years, after which time a contact preference
may be extended by written notice to VARTA. Before a
contact preference is due to expire, VARTA must make all
reasonable efforts to notify them that their contact preference
will expire and the fact that they may extend the contact
preference.
Prior to making the contact preference, a donor will have four
months in which to decide whether or not to lodge a contact
preference and the form of that contact preference, and to
undergo counselling and discuss it with their family if
necessary. Further, in recognition of the fact that a donor may
have personal reasons to change their contact preference
decision once made, the bill provides for the amendment or
lodging of a contact preference after the donor’s identifying
information is disclosed provided there has been no contact
with an applicant. However, so there is certainty for both
parties in relation to the scope of a donor’s contact wishes,
once there has been some form of contact, the donor will not
be able to lodge or amend a contact preference. This is
consistent with the aims of the contact preference regime,
which is to manage initial decisions about contact only, and is
not intended to be an ongoing regime for managing adult
relationships once contact has occurred.
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Identifying information about the donor will not be released
unless the donor-conceived person has signed an undertaking
to the Secretary of the Department of Health and Human
Services that they will comply with the conditions of the
contact preference, whether or not the contact preference is
lodged at the time of the undertaking. It will be an offence to
breach a contact preference where no contact is specified. The
donor’s family is also protected from unreasonable
interferences with their privacy through the requirement for
the donor-conceived applicant to undergo compulsory
counselling prior to the disclosure of the donor’s identifying
information. This counselling will deal with whether the
donor has lodged a contact preference and will emphasise that
any contact preference lodged will represent the broader
wishes of the donor’s family regarding contact with the
donor-conceived person. In the adoption context, it has been
shown that where a person is informed that their biological
parent or child does not want contact with them, these wishes
are generally respected.
The bill also protects the rights of a donor’s family and their
privacy by prohibiting VARTA from, on its own initiative,
contacting the child of a donor unless the donor consents or
the child initiates the contact with VARTA. The donor’s
children’s information will not be released to the donorconceived person and the release of information to the donorconceived person is primarily a matter for the donor and
donor-conceived person, leaving the donor to manage the
process with their family in a manner that they consider
appropriate. If a donor’s child expresses different wishes to
the donor in relation to the lodging of a contact preference
which covers the child, the bill provides that VARTA may
only follow the wishes of the donor if VARTA considers it
reasonable in all of the circumstances.
Further, the interference with privacy and family life of a
donor and their family is not arbitrary because it is balanced
against the rights that the bill seeks to promote, namely the
rights of the donor-conceived person to recognition and
equality before the law, privacy (in the broader sense),
protection of families and children, and cultural rights.
The Law Reform Committee inquiry found that ‘while the
release of identifying information to donor-conceived people
may potentially cause discomfort and distress to donors
(although this will not always be the case), it is certain that
donor-conceived people are actually suffering from their lack
of knowledge about their donors’. The committee noted that
‘knowledge about parentage and heredity often forms a
substantial part of the person’s sense of identity, and donorconceived people who want this information but are unable to
obtain it, experience significant stress and frustration. Where
people learn as youths or adults that they are donor conceived,
and are consequently forced to evaluate who they are through
newly perceived relationships, the stress and frustration of not
being able to find out more about their donor can be
exacerbated. Unlike their parents, their donor, or the treating
physician, the children are passive participants in donor
conception, and have no influence over agreements made
between those parties, even though they are substantially
affected by those agreements.
The recognition of the right of a donor-conceived person to
have access to identifying information about their donor,
despite the competing right of the donor to privacy, is
consistent with the principle of the best interests of the child
set out in section 17(2) of the charter. This best interest
principle is also contained in the guiding principles of the
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Assisted Reproductive Treatment Act 2008 (the act) which
provide that the welfare and interests of persons born or to be
born as a result of treatment procedures are paramount, and
children born as a result of the use of donated gametes have a
right to information about their genetic parents (sections 5(a)
and (c)).
For the reasons outlined above, in my opinion the rights to
privacy and reputation are not limited by the bill. In the event
that the bill does limit pre-1998 donors’ right to privacy or
reputation, I consider that that limitation would nevertheless
be reasonable and justified in line with section 7(2) of the
charter, for the reasons given above concerning the balancing
of relevant rights.
Powers to make enquiries and request documents
The bill provides VARTA with powers to conduct enquiries
and request records in an attempt to identify the donor of a
person born as a result of donor treatment procedure.
When a donor-conceived person applies under section 56 of
the act for identifying information about a donor relating to a
pre-1998 donor treatment procedure and there is insufficient
information on the central register to identify the donor, the
bill empowers VARTA to request information from a person
to attempt to identify the donor. VARTA must comply with
the guidelines to be issued by the Secretary to the Department
of Health and Human Services when requesting the
information. Because regulations have been in place to
govern the collection of donor conception treatment records
since 1988, it is expected that these powers will largely be
used in relation to entries on the central register relating to
pre-1988 donor treatment. However, there is concern that
there may be irregularities with some of the records created
between 1 July 1988 and 31 December 1997 under the
Infertility (Medical Procedures) Act 1984. In order to ensure
that the register contains the most complete and accurate
records for all donor treatments, these powers to request
information where there are insufficient records on the central
register will apply to pre-1998 donations.
The bill provides that VARTA may approach persons
believed to be the donor of an applicant to ask them if they
are willing to undergo DNA or genetic testing, in an attempt
to identify the applicant’s donor. In certain limited
circumstances where the donor refuses or cannot be
contacted, the bill provides for VARTA to approach blood
relatives of a potential donor to request that they undergo
DNA testing. VARTA may only approach the blood relative
where the potential donor is known or suspected to be dead or
a missing person, or VARTA determines that exceptional
circumstances exist. However, any DNA testing is voluntary
and VARTA does not have any power to compel a person to
be tested.
The bill also provides for a procedure by which VARTA can
request records relating to a pre-1988 donor treatment
procedure from an entity or individual in response to a
section 56 application if VARTA considers on reasonable
grounds that the individual holds such records. If the
individual or entity fails to provide the records, or their
response is inadequate, the bill provides VARTA with the
power to apply to the Magistrates Court for an order requiring
the person to produce the requested records. Further, existing
section 52B which presently authorises individuals to provide
records voluntarily, is extended by the bill to also apply to
entities.
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The bill enables the secretary to authorise organisations to
assist VARTA in locating persons who are the subject of a
section 56 application. Whilst they will be authorised to assist
in locating persons, the organisations will not be involved in
conducting enquiries to attempt to identify a pre-1988 donor
where a section 56 application has been made by a donorconceived person.
The enquiry and production powers contained in the bill will
engage the right of privacy of the donor, the donor’s family
and any other person whose information is disclosed as a
result of the exercise of the powers by VARTA. However, the
bill ensures that the interference is neither unlawful nor
arbitrary by clearly setting out the procedures that will govern
the disclosure of the information and providing appropriate
safeguards which protect the privacy of personal and health
information.
In the case of applications to the Magistrates Court for
production orders, they must be supported by an affidavit
which sets out the grounds on which VARTA holds the belief
that the person against whom the order is sought holds the
relevant records. The application and affidavit must be served
on the person holding the records (the respondent) prior to the
hearing, and the respondent will have an opportunity to attend
court and present their case. It is the court, rather than
VARTA, who will decide whether the records a person has
refused to provide must be produced, and the court will make
its decision having regard to the matters contained in
VARTA’s affidavit and any other evidence before it.
Applications for production orders will be heard in closed
court, given the sensitivity of the information involved.
In the case of approaching blood relatives to request that they
undergo DNA testing where VARTA is satisfied exceptional
circumstances exist, the bill provides for a procedure
requiring VARTA to make reasonable efforts to provide
donors with notice, and allow donors to apply to VCAT for a
review of the decision to contact a blood relative to request
that they undergo DNA testing.
The bill contains further safeguards in the form of
confidentiality provisions which provide that it is an offence
with a penalty of 50 penalty units for a person to disclose that
they have received a request for documents or information
under VARTA’s powers of enquiry and production, except
for disclosing the request to the person to whom the records
relate or for the purpose of locating the records. The bill also
contains confidentiality provisions in relation to the disclosure
of information recorded on the central register and the
disclosure of any other information provided to VARTA in
the exercise of their enquiry powers. It is an offence with a
penalty of 50 penalty units for VARTA or an organisation
authorised by the secretary to disclose any information
recorded on the central register or any information obtained
by VARTA under their enquiry powers other than for the
purpose of exercising a power or function under the act or for
other limited purposes set out in the bill. It is also an offence
with a penalty of 50 penalty units for a person to whom
VARTA discloses information from the central register to
disclose that information to any other person other than in the
limited exceptions specified in the bill.
Accordingly, in my opinion, the enquiry and production
powers under the bill constitute neither an unlawful nor an
arbitrary interference with privacy, and therefore do not limit
the right to privacy under the charter.
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Protection of families and children (section 17)
Section 17(1) of the charter states that families are the
fundamental group unit of society and are entitled to be
protected by society and the state. Section 17(2) of the charter
provides that every child has the right, without discrimination,
to such protection as is in his or her best interests and is
needed by him or her by reason of being a child.
The right to family life may extend to a person knowing the
identity of his or her biological parent where he or she is born
as a result of donor conception. This is supported by the
United Kingdom case of Re T (a child) [2001] 2 FLR 1190 in
which the court ordered DNA testing despite the mother’s
objection. The court relied on the right to family life in
article 8 of the European Convention on Human Rights and
stated that any interference with the rights of the mother and
father was ‘proportionate to the legitimate aim of providing
the child with the possibility of certainty as to his real
paternity’. The bill therefore promotes both the protection of
families and children by providing all persons born as a result
of donor conception with the right to know their genetic
parentage.
However, the bill may also interfere with the rights of the
families of donors and donor-conceived persons.
Consultations conducted by VARTA found that some donors
have not told their families about their donor status and are
fearful that the release of their identifying information may
impact adversely on their family relationships. Similarly,
some parents of donor-conceived persons are in favour of
donor anonymity as it was common practice before 1988 to
be secretive about a child’s donor insemination origins.
I consider that any interference with the right to protection of
families and children is reasonable, proportionate and
demonstrably justifiable in accordance with section 7(2) of
the charter, given the purpose of the bill and the competing
rights of donor-conceived persons to know the identity of
their donor. In particular, the bill provides protective
measures for families. The option of contact preferences
allows donors to regulate the contact, if any, they and their
children are to have with donor-conceived offspring. In
addition, the act requires that a person receive counselling
about the potential consequences of the disclosure of
identifying information to them. In this way, the bill and act
respect the importance of a family unit affected by the
disclosure process and does not unjustifiably limit the rights
of families to be protected by society and the state.
Cultural rights (section 19)
Section 19 of the charter provides that all persons have the
right to practice their religion, enjoy their culture and use their
language.
The bill may promote this right by providing all donorconceived persons with the right to access information about
their donor and potentially their heritage.
Presumption of innocence (section 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 proven guilty according to law. This right is relevant
where a statutory provision shifts the burden of proof on to 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.
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Clause 24 of the bill introduces an offence in new
sections 63G and 63N for a person to knowingly contact a
donor or donor-conceived person in breach of an undertaking
to comply with a contact preference, unless the contact is a
continuation of, or of a similar kind to, contact that the
accused person had with the donor or donor-conceived person
before the accused person knew of the contact preference. In
providing the defence for continued previous conduct, this
provision places an evidential burden on the accused,
requiring them to show that there is sufficient evidence to
raise an issue as to fact of the existence of previous contact.
As such, the presumption of innocence under section 25(1) of
the charter is relevant.
However, I do not consider that an evidential onus limits the
right to be presumed innocent. Courts in other jurisdictions
have taken this approach. Once a person has adduced some
relevant evidence as to previous continued contact, the burden
shifts to the prosecution to prove the elements of the offence.
The question of previous contact is a matter that is likely to be
uniquely within the knowledge of the accused person and it is
therefore reasonable for them to provide evidence on that
issue. The prosecution will retain the legal burden of
disproving the issue beyond reasonable doubt.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter because
the rights that are engaged are unlikely to be limited. If any
rights are limited by the bill, to the extent that those rights are
limited, those limits are reasonably and demonstrably
justified.
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 will give all donor-conceived people equal rights to
access available identifying information about their donor
regardless of when the donation was made.
Victoria has always been a world leader in assisted
reproductive treatment. We were pioneers in the development
of in-vitro fertilisation and donor treatment procedures
throughout the 1970s and 80s. Australia’s first IVF baby was
born in Victoria in 1980 and the Infertility (Medical
Procedures) Act 1984, which came into operation on 1 July
1988, was the first legislation worldwide to regulate assisted
reproductive treatment and associated human embryo
research.
Without a full understanding of the long-term impact on
people conceived in this way, conventional medical wisdom
of the day dictated that gamete donations were collected with
assurances of anonymity. Parents were generally encouraged
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not to tell their donor-conceived children about the nature of
their conception.
By the mid-1980s, people had begun to question this
approach and, over time, the statutory regime began to change
in line with changing community values.
Between 1988 and 1998, the legislation prevented the release
of any identifying information to a donor-conceived person
without the donor’s consent. In 1998 changes to the law took
effect to prohibit anonymous donations. Then, in 2008, new
legislation included a requirement that an addendum be
attached to the birth certificates of babies born as a result of
donor conception. This was designed to enable donorconceived people to know that they were donor-conceived,
and to encourage parents of donor-conceived people to
inform their children about how they were conceived.
Today many donor-conceived children are adults. The impact
of a policy from a time before many donor-conceived people
were born which prevents their access to information about
their genetic heritage is clear. In 2012, a parliamentary Law
Reform Committee inquiry into access by donor-conceived
people to information about donors found that donorconceived people may suffer a fractured sense of identity
when they cannot obtain identifying information about their
biological parents.
The committee’s report made 30 recommendations, the most
significant of which was that legislation be introduced to
allow all donor-conceived people to obtain available
identifying information about their donor.
In 2014, legislation was passed to introduce some of the
committee’s recommendations, but not this key
recommendation. At that time, the Labor Party made it clear
that we believe that continuing a system involving different
rights of access to information was inequitable, and we
undertook to introduce a bill to ensure that all donorconceived people have the same right to obtain available
identifying information about their donors, irrespective of
when their gametes were donated. This bill implements that
commitment.
It will implement the remaining recommendations of the
committee’s report and in doing so will remedy a
fundamental inequity of access to information. No longer will
donor-conceived people be prevented from seeking
information about their identity simply because of the year
their donor made their donation.
These changes may have a significant impact on donors who
were advised that they would remain anonymous at the time
they made their donations. Donors acted altruistically — and
their donor-conceived offspring, their parents and the
community are extremely grateful for their actions. Over
time, some donors have changed their views on the issue of
anonymity, and would now be open to contact from their
donor-conceived offspring.
The bill will limit the impact of the changes through the
introduction of contact preferences. Contact preferences will
allow donors either to prevent contact from their donorconceived offspring, or to limit contact. This will allow
donors to manage the impact of the release of their
information.
The process of applying for and releasing identifying
information can be a difficult and stressful time for all those
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involved in donor conception. While this bill will establish
rights to information, it is known that — particularly for those
conceived prior to 1988 — there will be some significant
practical obstacles in locating and accessing records.
Record-keeping practices in the early days of assisted
reproductive treatment were not mandated, and evidence
given to the Law Reform Committee during its inquiry
suggests that these records may not stand up to today’s
standards. It is possible that some records were not retained at
all, reflecting the prevailing thinking of the time that donor
information would not be required following conception. It is
also known that, to the extent to which records did exist,
many will be incomplete, while others have since
deteriorated, or have been destroyed.
While nothing can be done to recover records that do not
exist, the bill does seek to strengthen the existing legislative
safeguards to ensure that those records that do remain are
preserved. This is achieved by creating an additional offence
of tampering with donor conception records.
The bill also seeks to ensure that people are supported in their
search for information and at the time when information
about them is released. Key to this is the establishment of the
Victorian Assisted Reproductive Treatment Authority as a
‘one door in’ service to ensure simplicity for those seeking
information and coordination of support services. This
approach was recommended by the Law Reform Committee,
and will address concerns raised in a number of submissions
to the committee that the current system is disjointed and can
be confusing.
The system of counselling and support for donors when their
information is to be released is a critical feature of this bill.
Around the world, advances in information and
communication technology and social networking have
already resulted in links being made regardless of applicable
legislative frameworks. The advent of avenues such as directto-consumer genetic profiling — linked via the internet to
ancestral tracing capacities and access to extensive databases
of information — means that people may be able to be traced
by those seeking information. Already there have been
examples of donor-conceived people tracking down their
donor through the use of online DNA testing and/or
painstaking research based on little more than their
knowledge of the timing of their parent’s treatment and the
location of the clinic.
The provisions contained in this bill aim to ensure that where
donors are identified, they have access to a comprehensive
system of information, support, counselling and opportunities
to manage contact.
The bill amends the Assisted Reproductive Treatment Act
2008:
to enable people born as a result of a pre-1998 donor
treatment procedure to obtain available identifying
information about their donor, regardless of whether the
donor consents;
to enable people who donated gametes on or before
31 December 1997 and people born as a result of donor
treatment procedures to lodge a contact preference;
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to give the Victorian Assisted Reproductive Treatment
Authority responsibility for donor conception registers;
and
to give the Victorian Assisted Reproductive Treatment
Authority powers to obtain information about pre-1998
donations when there is insufficient information
available.

The bill will remove the current distinction in the act between
those born from gametes donated prior to 1998 and those
born from gametes donated after this time. Instead, subject to
provisions relating to contact preferences, all donor-conceived
people will have the same legal right to available information
identifying their donor.
When a person wishes to seek information about their donor
they will make contact with the Victorian Assisted
Reproductive Treatment Authority which will be established
as a ‘one door in’ service. To allow the authority to undertake
this role, the official donor conception register — the central
register — and all functions associated with it will be
transferred to the authority from its current location with the
registrar of births, deaths and marriages.
In order to manage the release of information, and in
recognition that some donors prior to 1998 believed that they
would remain anonymous, the bill will introduce a scheme of
contact preferences. If a donor-conceived person makes an
application for identifying donor information about a donor
who donated before 1998, the authority will contact the
donor, offer them counselling and inform them that they may
lodge a contact preference.
A donor may decide what type of contact they would like, or
whether they would like no contact at all. For instance, this
might entail an exchange of emails and photographs or a
personal meeting. A donor may also decide that their contact
preference should cover their non-donor-conceived children
under the age of 18 to prevent contact from a donorconceived sibling until they are an adult and can make their
own decision.
The donor will have four months to consider their options.
Before identifying information is released to a donorconceived person, they will be required to undergo
counselling and to give an undertaking that they will comply
with the contact preference. It will be an offence for a donorconceived person to contact their donor when the donor has
lodged a no contact preference. This offence will attract a
penalty of 50 penalty units.
As many of the records will be over 30 years old, it is
anticipated that there may be difficulties in locating some
donors.
These donors will not be deprived of their opportunity to
receive counselling or lodge a contact preference. If a donor
cannot be located in four months, the donor-conceived person
will be required to sign an undertaking that, if new
information comes to light that may lead to the location of the
donor, they will provide this to the authority and not contact
the donor personally. If the donor is located, the authority will
then contact them and offer them counselling, and give them
the opportunity to lodge a contact preference.
The bill will also allow donor-conceived people to lodge a
contact preference. While the consent of a donor-conceived
person will still be required prior to the release of their
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information, contact preferences will give them an additional
option in relation to engaging with their donor. If a donorconceived person does not want to deprive a donor of
information — but is nervous about initial contact — lodging
a contact preference will enable them to manage this process.
These amendments will allow donor-conceived people to
access more information about their donors. However, there
are a number of other people who are less directly affected by
donor conception who may wish to obtain information. A
voluntary register already exists that allows donor-conceived
people, donors, recipient parents or other relatives to lodge
information they would like to share with others. Under the
bill, this register will be transferred to the Victorian Assisted
Reproductive Treatment Authority and will be expanded to
enable people to lodge a broader range of materials, such as
photographs and other information that a person may want to
make available in reaching out to others.
To ensure that information is provided in a supportive
environment, the bill enhances the authority’s role in
providing counselling to parties involved in donor conception.
The authority has specialist counsellors who are able to
provide counselling to donors, donor-conceived people,
recipient parents and others directly impacted by donor
conception in a sensitive and appropriate manner.
The Victorian Assisted Reproductive Treatment Authority
will also have a new role undertaking searches to identify
donors when records on the central register are not sufficient
to respond to an application. Prior to 1988, there were no
specific legislative requirements for doctors to maintain donor
conception records. As a result, it is anticipated that a number
of the records will not provide sufficient information to
identify a donor. Further, despite the introduction of
regulations prescribing record-keeping requirements in 1988,
it is possible that the records may not have always been
completed correctly in the early years of regulation, as there
was a process of adjustment to the new laws.
The government believes a person should have access to
available information critical to their sense of identity. The
authority will be given new powers to seek a court order to
require a person holding donor conception records to provide
them to the central register where required in response to an
application.
The bill includes provisions that are designed to mitigate the
impact of searches on people’s privacy. For example, the
authority will be required to comply with statutory guidelines
in undertaking searches. The bill also contains confidentiality
provisions that prevent the disclosure of information provided
to third parties, or improper disclosure of information by the
authority.
In developing this bill, many stakeholders and members of
the public provided thoughtful and heartfelt submissions. The
government has heard from donor-conceived individuals who
expressed in moving terms their fundamental need to know
their genetic heritage and the frustrations they have faced in
being denied this information.
We have heard from many donors, some of whom were
comfortable with their information being released, and others
who expressed profound disappointment and sometimes even
anger that their identity may be disclosed.
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The process of engagement also extended to the clinics who
provide assisted reproductive treatment services, and some of
the pioneers in assisted reproductive treatment whose work
over the years has benefited thousands of people.
No-one underestimates how difficult and complex this issue
is, and no-one denies that this legislation will be challenging
for some members of our community. I assure you, however,
that great care has been taken to ameliorate the impact on
donors by establishing a comprehensive system of support
and contact preferences scheme to allow them to have no
contact with their donor-conceived offspring or — if they
want contact — control over how it will proceed.
In the past, significant decisions were made when people had
little understanding of the trauma that can result from an
incomplete picture of where we come from. Decisions were
made that impacted on people who had no say in the nature of
their conception.
Subsequent legislation has recognised the importance of this
information by making anonymous donations unlawful.
As a next step, this bill ensures that the same right to
information is available to all donor-conceived people and
that they will no longer be treated differently simply because
of when the donation from which they were conceived was
made.
I would like to take this opportunity to thank all of those who
took the time to make submissions and the brave people who
shared their stories.
In particular, I would like to thank individuals and
organisations, including VANISH and MADmen, who gave
their time and views generously to the committee and again in
consultation on this bill.
I would like to recognise parliamentary colleagues Anthony
Carbines, Jane Garrett, Russell Northe, and former members
Clem Newton-Brown and Donna Petrovich for their
commitment to this issue and their considered committee
report, tabled in Parliament in March 2012.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 17 December.

BAIL AMENDMENT 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.
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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 Bail
Amendment Bill 2015.

Thursday, 10 December 2015

Clause 16 amends section 30A of the Bail Act to provide that
children are exempt from the offence of contravening certain
conditions of bail. Children are often subjected to more
prescriptive bail conditions than adults. Prior to these
amendments children breaching the conditions of their bail
could be charged with an offence, but also would be placed in
a show-cause position in relation to any further bail
application.
Clause 20 inserts a presumption into the Children, Youth and
Families Act 2005 (‘CYFA’) that police proceed by way of
summons if the accused is a child.

In my opinion, the Bail 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.

The proposed amendments enhance the rights of children in
sections 17(2), 23 and 25(3) of the charter.

Overview

Section 13 of the charter provides that a person has the right
not to have their privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered
with.

The purpose of the Bail Amendment Bill 2015 (the bill) is to
implement changes to bail laws arising out of the
government’s bail review. It does this by amending the Bail
Act 1977 to, amongst other things:
create tailored bail provisions for children and exempt
them from the offence of failing to comply with a
condition of bail;
expand who can grant permission for the publication of
the identity of those involved in Children’s Court
proceedings, from the President of the Children’s Court
to any Children’s Court magistrate;
increase the penalty for the offence of failing to answer
bail, and reversing the presumption in favour of bail for
persons charged with a serious offence who have a prior
failure to answer bail;
reverse the presumption in favour of bail for those
charged with Victorian terrorism offences and insert a
consideration relating to terrorism into the unacceptable
risk test.
Consideration of the particular needs of children
Section 17(2) of the charter provides that children have the
right to such protection as is in their best interests and needed
by reason of being a child. Section 23 of the charter provides
that children accused of crimes must be segregated from
adults in custody, brought to trial as quickly as possible and
treated in an age-appropriate manner. Section 25(3) provides
that children have the right to procedures that take account of
their age and the desirability of promoting their rehabilitation.
A number of clauses will enhance the rights of children by
ensuring they are not unnecessarily remanded or otherwise
criminalised.
Clause 10 of the bill inserts a new section 3B into the Bail Act
that will ensure that the particular needs of children are taken
into account in any bail decision relating to them. For
example, it provides that custody for children should be a last
resort and recognises the need to minimise the stigma
associated with incarceration. The importance of preserving
family relationships, living arrangements, education,
employment etc. is recognised, as is the need to ensure that
bail conditions are appropriate and proportionate.

Publication of Children’s Court proceedings

Clause 21 amends section 534(1) of the CYFA (which
restricts the publication of Children’s Court proceedings
except with the permission of the president) to provide that
any Children’s Court magistrate may grant permission for the
publication of details identifying a child involved in criminal
proceedings in certain urgent circumstances.
Currently, only the President of the Children’s Court is able to
grant such permission. The purpose of this reform is to allow
the Children’s Court more flexibility to respond to emergency
situations, for example to assist with the identification and
arrest of young people who have escaped from a youth justice
centre where the president is unavailable.
This engages the right to privacy. However, any limitations
on the right to privacy will not be arbitrary or unlawful, as the
power of Children’s Court magistrates to order publication
will be limited to emergency situations and the publication
must be reasonably necessary for the safety of the community
or an individual, including the child in question.
As such, clause 21 falls within the internal limitation on the
right to privacy in s 13 of the charter.
Decisions about bail
The bill includes a number of provisions that impact on
decisions about bail. These provisions engage sections 12, 21
and 25 of the charter. Section 12 of the charter provides that
every person has the right to move freely and to choose where
to live. Section 21 provides a right to liberty and security.
Section 25(1) and (2) contain the right to be presumed
innocent until proved guilty according to law and minimum
guarantees in criminal proceedings. These provisions are
closely related to each other.
The Bail Act 1977 contains a general presumption in favour
of bail, but this presumption is displaced where an alleged
offender comes within ‘exceptional circumstances’ or ‘show
cause’. This bill seeks to import additional categories of
offenders into both of these exceptions to the general
presumption.
Exceptional circumstances
Section 4(2) of the Bail Act provides that persons charged
with certain serious offences must be refused bail unless they
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are able to demonstrate that exceptional circumstances exist
justifying the grant of bail.
This provision operates to reverse the presumption in favour
of bail where the accused’s alleged offending is categorised at
the highest level of seriousness. Offences included in
section 4(2) include murder, treason and serious drug and
customs offences.
The test for exceptional circumstances is more onerous than
the ‘show cause’ provisions contained in section 4(4) of the
Bail Act.
Clause 4 inserts new subsection 4(2)(b) of the Bail Act which
provides that bail must be refused to those charged with state
terrorism offences unless exceptional circumstances can be
demonstrated. The two relevant offences from the Terrorism
(Community Protection) Act 2003 are intentionally providing
documents or information to facilitate a terrorist act
(section 4B) and obstructing or hindering the exercise of
special police powers (section 21W).
This clause does not create a new regime under which bail
must be refused, it works within the existing structure of the
Bail Act and adds a further two serious offences to a
provision under which the presumption in favour of bail is
reversed. Most terrorism offences appear in the
Commonwealth Crimes Act 1914 which provides that bail
must be refused unless exceptional circumstances exist.
Clause 4 may limit the rights in sections 12, 21 and 25 of the
charter, as it expands the exceptions to the general
presumption in favour of bail, decreasing the likelihood of
release on bail where individuals are charged with the
offences specified in the amendments.
Right to liberty and security of the person
Section 21(6) of the charter provides that a person awaiting
trial must not be automatically detained in custody. This
section is engaged by the provision in this bill establishing a
presumption against bail for a particular category of offence
or offender.
It is recognised that pretrial detention may be necessary to
ensure the presence of the accused at trial, but also to avert
interference with witnesses and other evidence or to avert the
commission of other offences. For example, in the recent case
of Woods v. DPP [2014] VSC 1 (17 January 2014) Justice
Bell recognised that ensuring the safety of the community is
an important purpose of the criminal law and that ‘members
look to the government and the courts for protection against
crime and the just punishment of offenders’ [33].
The inclusion of terrorism-related offences in the list of
offences that require an accused to show exceptional
circumstances is a reasonable limitation on the right to liberty,
as it is required to protect the community. Terrorism, by its
very definition poses an increased risk to community safety.
Further, as with all offences that attract the exceptional
circumstances exception the proposed insertion of this new
category of offence into section 4(2) of the Bail Act will not
result in an automatic refusal of bail. An accused person still
has the ability to argue that exceptional circumstances exist,
and if the court is convinced by such arguments, will be
granted bail.
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I note that a provision in the Bail Act 1992 (ACT) that
reversed the presumption of bail (s 9C) was held to be
incompatible with the ACT Human Rights Act 2004 in the
Supreme Court decision of In the Matter of an Application for
Bail by Isa Islam in 2010. However, the reasoning in that
decision is not transferable to the Victorian Bail Act for two
reasons.
Firstly, the court held that the underlying purpose of s 9C of
the ACT Bail Act was not apparent, as it applied only to
murder and not other serious crimes. In contrast, the Victorian
exceptional circumstances provision applies to a number of
very serious crimes.
Secondly, the right to liberty in the ACT Human Rights Act is
drafted differently from section 21 of the charter. The relevant
provision in the ACT Human Rights Act states that ‘anyone
who is awaiting trial must not be detained as a general rule’.
In contrast, section 21 of the charter prohibits ‘automatic’
detention rather than a ‘general rule’. Requiring certain
classes of accused to establish exceptional circumstances in
order to be granted bail may constitute a ‘general rule’, but
does not mean that their detention is ‘automatic’. Their
circumstances must still be considered by the court in making
a determination about bail and in every case the court retains
the discretion to grant an accused bail. Further, the ACT
Supreme Court acknowledged that the right to liberty in the
ACT Human Rights Act is ‘not protected in an equivalent
form in any other human rights instrument’.
Show cause
Section 4(4) of the Bail Act provides that certain categories of
accused persons should not be granted bail unless they are
able to show cause why their continued detention is not
justified. This provision also reverses the presumption in
favour of bail but the threshold is intended to be lower than
for exceptional circumstances and the offences listed under
this provision, whilst serious are generally accepted as less
serious than the exceptional circumstances offences.
Clause 7 inserts new section 4(4)(ab) into the Bail Act which
provides that an accused charged with a serious offence who
has a prior conviction for failing to answer bail within the last
five years be refused bail unless they can show cause why
their continued detention is not justified.
This provision creates an additional category of offenders
who are required to justify their release on bail. The provision
targets serious offenders who have a proven history of failing
to comply with the obligations of their bail as an adult.
Clause 7 may limit the rights in sections 12, 21 and 25 of the
charter, as it expands the exceptions to the general
presumption in favour of bail, decreasing the likelihood of
release on bail for individuals charged with a serious offence
in specified circumstances.
However, any such limitation is justified for the following
reasons. Firstly, as with all offences that attract the show
cause exception, an accused person still has the ability to
present reasons why they should be granted bail. Secondly,
the purpose of clause 7 is to protect the community and
prevent the obstruction of justice. Thirdly, clause 7 only
applies in clearly defined, specific circumstances, where the
offence is serious and where the accused has had a recent
prior conviction for failing to answer bail.
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Unacceptable risk
The general presumption in favour of bail is always subject to
the accused not posing an unacceptable risk if released on
bail. The unacceptable risk may relate to failure to appear on
bail, committing further offences, interfering with witnesses
or otherwise obstructing the administration of justice.
Clause 5 amends section 4(3) of the Bail Act. This section
provides a non-exhaustive list of factors that may be taken
into account by a bail decision-maker in assessing whether an
individual poses an unacceptable risk of failing to appear on
bail, committing further offences, endangering the public or
obstructing the course of justice. The factors that may be
taken into account include the nature and seriousness of the
offence, the characteristics of the accused, the bail history of
the accused and any conditions that might be imposed to
mitigate the risks.
Clause 5 inserts an additional factor into the non-exhaustive
list, specifying that a bail decision-maker may take into
account any public expression of support for terrorism or any
public expression of support for the provision of resources to
a terrorist organisation in making a decision about
unacceptable risk.
The unacceptable risk test aims to ensure the administration
of justice is not obstructed by the non-appearance of the
accused, or by the intimidation of witnesses. It also exists to
protect the community. Section 4(3), as amended by the bill,
does not directly limit a person’s freedom of movement or
liberty, but rather describes the factors that a decision-maker
must take into account in making a bail decision.
Clause 5 does not create a new issue for decision-makers to
take into consideration when assessing unacceptable risk. The
explicit inclusion of this factor in section 4(3) of the act will
ensure a decision-maker’s attention is directed to any
evidence relevant to the alleged offender’s support for
terrorism in assessing unacceptable risk.
For the above reasons, to the extent that clause 5 limits the
sections 12, 21 and 25 of the charter, the limitation is
reasonable.
Freedom of expression (section 15) and freedom of thought,
conscience, religion and belief (section 14)
As clause 5 refers to expressions of support for a terrorist act
or terrorist organisation, it may also engage section 15 of the
charter, which provides that every person has the right to
freedom of expression including the freedom to seek, receive
and impart information of all kinds. To the extent to which
support for a terrorist organisation may be formulated as a
religious expression, section 14 of the charter (freedom of
religion) may also be engaged.
Clause 5 does not limit the right to freedom of expression in
section 15 or the right to freedom of thought, conscience,
religion and belief (section 14), as it does not prohibit
expressions of support for terrorism, but merely points to such
expressions as a relevant consideration to take into account
when assessing risk for the purposes of a bail decision.
Further, to the extent that clause 5 could be said to limit
section 15, the limitation would fall within the internal
limitation in section 15(3) that allows for lawful restrictions
that are reasonably necessary for the protection of national
security or public order. This limitation recognises that
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special duties and responsibilities are attached to the right of
freedom of expression.
While there is no express internal limitation in section 14, the
rationale for any limitation in relation to that right would be
the same. That is, any limitation on the right of freedom of
religion is reasonable in these circumstances as it is necessary
to ensure the non-obstruction of the administration of justice
and to protect the community.
For the above reasons, I consider that the bill is compatible
with the charter as the amendments made by the bill provide
an appropriate balance between the safety of the community,
the smooth operation of the criminal justice system, and the
protection of the rights and freedoms of all Victorians
recognised under 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 Bail Amendment Bill 2015 will introduce more effective
bail laws, following a review of the Bail Act 1977.
Bail laws aim to strike a balance between the accused’s right
to be presumed innocent and to continue to live in the
community until their matters are heard by a court, and the
community’s right to be protected from further offending.
In Victoria, there is a presumption that accused are entitled to
bail, provided that they do not pose an unacceptable risk. This
presumption is displaced in certain specified circumstances,
and the accused then has to convince the court why bail
should be granted.
It is not well understood that courts make only a small
proportion of bail decisions and it is police and bail justices
who make over 90 per cent of all bail decisions. Bail laws
must be clear, accessible and coherent to non-lawyers to work
effectively. Clear laws will also help the community
understand how and why bail decisions are made.
Earlier this year I asked the Department of Justice and
Regulation to review Victoria’s bail laws to identify any gaps.
The review has been on accused who are suspected of having
links to terrorism and accused with a history of failing to
appear on bail. In this bill, the government takes steps to
tighten the Bail Act in both these regards.
This bill also ensures that we only remand in custody those
who truly do pose an unacceptable risk to the community.
The number of children on remand has grown dramatically in
the last two years, and this bill takes steps to arrest this
growth. Children are entitled to a system of bail that
recognises their particular needs and vulnerabilities and this
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bill will create new rules for children who may be facing a
period of remand. Of course, some children do pose an
unacceptable risk to the community, and nothing in this bill
removes the power to remand a child in custody when this is
the appropriate outcome.
Terrorism
The bill will provide additional safeguards to the community
and promote consistency between Victorian and
commonwealth bail schemes as they relate to terrorism
charges.
Under the proposed changes, bail will be refused (unless there
are exceptional circumstances) when the accused is charged
with:
intentionally providing documents or information to
facilitate a terrorist act; or
obstructing or hindering the exercise of special police
powers to combat terrorism.
These changes will ensure individuals facing Victorian
terrorism charges are required to demonstrate exceptional
circumstances justifying the grant of bail. This reverses the
presumption in favour of bail and aligns the test with that for
people charged with commonwealth terrorism offences.
Not every accused who is suspected of having links to
terrorism will be charged with a specific terrorist offence.
This bill will ensure that any evidence of links to terrorism is
taken into account in a bail decision — whatever offence the
accused is facing.
‘Any expression of support for a terrorist act or terrorist
organisation or the provision of resources to a terrorist
organisation’ will be added to the list of matters to be taken
into account in assessing unacceptable risk under section 4(3)
of the Bail Act.
This bill makes it clear that links to terrorism may be taken
into account by a bail decision-maker in assessing whether
releasing the accused poses an unacceptable risk of failing to
appear on bail, committing further offences or otherwise
endangering the public or obstructing the course of justice.
The inclusion of a terrorism-specific factor will make it clear
that this heightens the risk of a person’s release into the
community and will prompt bail decision-makers to
specifically consider this issue.
Failure to appear on bail
The primary purpose of bail is to ensure that people attend
court for trial or sentencing. When a person deliberately
absconds in breach of their bail, the community is rightly
concerned. This bill aligns our laws with public expectation
by increasing the consequences for failing to appear when on
bail.
The maximum penalty for the offence of ‘failure to appear’
will be increased from 12 months to two years. This will
afford greater flexibility to courts to impose higher sentences
where this is warranted by the particular circumstances of the
case.
The presumption in favour of bail will be reversed for people
charged with serious offences who have also been convicted
of failing to appear in the previous five years. These people
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will be required to show cause why their detention in custody
is not justified.
The Bail Act will adopt the existing definition of serious
offence in the Sentencing Act 1991 which includes
manslaughter, gross violence offences, intentionally causing
serious injury, rape, child sex offences, abduction and armed
robbery. Murder, which is also a serious offence, will
continue to be subject to the more stringent exceptional
circumstances test in all cases.
Addressing children on remand
The bail review has also developed reforms to address
concerns about the steep increase in the number of children
arrested and held on remand.
The number of children remanded has increased considerably
since 2012. For children aged 10–14 years, in particular,
remand admissions have tripled and the number of children
arrested and charged for Bail Act offences has significantly
increased. Representation of Indigenous children within the
criminal justice system is disproportionately high and the
Children’s Court and other stakeholders have called for this
issue to be addressed as a matter of urgency. The Youth
Parole Board annual report notes that the number of
remandees held in youth detention often outnumbers
sentenced children and young people, and a significant
proportion are bailed within a short period. This runs counter
to the principle that young people should not be held on
remand unless it is necessary.
In all other areas of the criminal justice system children are
treated differently from adults. We have a dedicated
Children’s Court, and a youth justice system that provides a
range of responses to children — all of which are tailored to
the special needs of children and the particular importance of
rehabilitating children before they become adult offenders.
This bill amends the Bail Act to bring the bail system into line
with the special rules that apply to children elsewhere in
criminal justice processes by:
creating new child-specific factors that address the
particular needs of children to be considered in bail
decisions; and
implementing child-specific recommendations in the
2007 Victorian Law Reform Commission Review of the
Bail Act — Final Report (‘the VLRC report’).
The changes will also:
exempt children from the offence of breaching a
condition of bail; and
create a presumption in favour of initiating criminal
proceedings against children by summons, rather than
arrest, to align with Victoria Police best practice.
This is a more appropriate response to offending by a child.
Remanding children should be a last resort. Victoria does not
want children to become entrenched in the criminal justice
system.
The bill takes a measured approach to these reforms based on
the recommendations of the Victorian Law Reform
Commission. These changes will not prevent a court or police
officer from remanding children in custody when this is the
appropriate outcome, but they will ensure that remand is only
used for children when there is no other reasonable option. A

CROWN LAND LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (CANADIAN REGIONAL PARK AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2015
5576

COUNCIL

breach of bail by a child will still trigger a power to bring the
child back to court to have their bail reconsidered and
potentially revoked.
The provisions requiring an accused charged with the most
serious offences, such as murder, to demonstrate exceptional
circumstances justifying the grant of bail will still apply to
children. The offences of failure to appear and committing an
indictable offence while on bail will also still continue to
apply to children. The bill does not alter the exceptional
circumstances or show cause tests which continue to apply to
the most serious offences committed by either adult or child
offenders.
This bill delivers on this government’s commitment to review
Victoria’s bail laws to ensure that they are strong enough, but
also smart and fair.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South
Eastern Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 17 December.

CROWN LAND LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (CANADIAN REGIONAL
PARK AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Mr JENNINGS (Special
Minister of State) on motion of Mr Herbert; by
leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State),
Mr Herbert tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
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those acts and to excise about 5 hectares from three
existing parks under those acts;

(b) amends the Land Act 1958 by inserting new provisions
relating to the licensing of bee sites on Crown land; and
(c) makes consequential or other, minor amendments to
several acts.
Human rights issues
Section 12 — Freedom of movement
Section 12 of the charter provides for the right for every
person to move freely within Victoria and to enter and leave it
and to have the freedom to choose where to live. It includes
the freedom from physical barriers and procedural
impediments.
The bill includes, in part 2, amendments to the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act and, in part 4, amendments to the National
Parks Act relating to the creation of new reserve and park
areas and the closure of redundant government roads. In
particular, the bill:
(a) creates new reserve areas under the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act — see clauses 5 to 8;
(b) creates new park areas under the National Parks Act —
see clauses 41(1) and (3), 42(1) and 43;
(c) provides that certain areas of land cease to be roads —
see new clauses 10(1)(e), 12(1)(e) and 13(1)(e) of the
second schedule to the Crown Land (Reserves) Act (as
inserted by clause 4 of the bill) and new clauses 21 to 25
of schedule one AA to the National Parks Act (as
inserted by clause 40 of the bill).
Those provisions could be perceived to affect the right to
freedom of movement, to the extent that a person is able to
move freely around Victoria by passing across the sites which
are subject to these clauses. However, the provisions do not
create any restrictions on a person moving freely within the
new reserve or park areas or within Victoria. Therefore, the
bill will not limit the right protected under section 12 of the
charter.
Section 19 — Cultural rights

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 Crown Land
Legislation Amendment (Canadian Regional Park and Other
Matters) Bill 2015 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with the human rights as set out in the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of the bill
The bill:
(a) amends the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 and the
National Parks Act 1975 to create Canadian Regional
Park (640 ha), Hepburn Regional Park (3105 ha) and
Kerang State Game Reserve (755 ha), to add
approximately 205 hectares to six existing parks under

Section 19 of the charter provides for the rights of Aboriginal
persons to maintain their distinctive spiritual, material and
economic relationship with the land and waters and other
resources with which they have a connection under traditional
laws and customs.
This right is particularly relevant to clause 6 of the bill which
creates Hepburn Regional Park. The creation of the park will
enable Aboriginal title over the land to be granted under the
Traditional Owner Settlement Act 2010 to the Dja Dja
Wurrung Traditional Owner Group in accordance with the
recognition and settlement agreement between Dja Dja
Wurrung Clans Aboriginal Corporation and the state of
Victoria 2013. This will promote the cultural rights protected
by the charter.
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Section 20 — Property rights
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance with
law.
Part 2 of the bill (in particular the provisions inserted by
clauses 3 and 4 relating to the revocation of various Crown
land reservations) provide for various areas of land to be freed
from all property interests. Those provisions could be taken to
engage the charter by limiting the property rights of
individuals protected under section 20 of the charter. There
are no known property rights affected by these clauses,
therefore there are no known limitations of the right protected
by section 20 of the charter.
Part 3 of the bill replaces the existing provisions in the Land
Act, the Crown Land (Reserves) Act, the Forests Act 1958,
the National Parks Act and the Wildlife Act 1975 with new
provisions relating to the licensing of bee sites on certain
Crown land. This could be perceived to affect the property
rights of individuals holding existing licences or permits, to
the extent, if any, that these are property rights.
The bill will not result in the cancellation of any of these
licences or permits. Rather, the bill inserts new provisions
into the Land Act (clause 17), into the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act (clause 19), into the Forests Act (clause 26),
into to the National Parks Act (clause 34) and into the
Wildlife Act (clause 37) to continue any licence or permit
existing immediately before the commencement of the new
bee site licensing provisions under the same terms and
conditions as existed before commencement date until such
time as that licence or permit expires or is cancelled. New
licences can be issued under the new regime inserted into the
Land Act by clause 16.
Furthermore, while the bill introduces a cap on the size of the
licence area for any new licence, the bill ‘grandfathers’ any
existing licence or permit which has a greater licence or
permit area (see proposed new section 142 of the Land Act,
inserted by clause 16), thereby ensuring that the existing
licence or permit area is not affected.
Accordingly, the bill contains no known limitation or
restriction of the right protected by section 20 of the charter.
Hon. Gavin Jennings
Special Minister of State

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Mr 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 pleased to introduce the Crown Land
Legislation Amendment (Canadian Regional Park and Other
Matters) Bill 2015 (the bill) as part of further implementing
its election commitments relating to the environment. It is
also pleased to include in the bill several items relating to new
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park areas and the licensing of bee sites on Crown land that
formed part of a bill introduced into Parliament in 2014 but
which was not debated before the 2014 state election.
In summary, the bill amends several acts, but principally the
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978, the Land Act 1958 and the
National Parks Act 1975, to:
create Canadian Regional Park, Hepburn Regional Park
and Kerang State Game Reserve;
add land to several existing parks;
reform the legislation governing bee site licensing on
Crown land; and
make some consequential and other, minor amendments.
Canadian Regional Park — a new park for Ballarat
A key aspect of the bill is the creation of Canadian Regional
Park under the Crown Land (Reserves) Act. This new park at
Ballarat comprises the former plantation land at Mount Clear
and adjoining state forest and will cover approximately
640 hectares.
The Friends of Canadian Corridor have been tireless in
pursuing the goal of protecting this land in a park, a park
which will permanently protect part of Ballarat’s important
open space and a north–south wildlife corridor. I would like
to take this opportunity to pay tribute to the work of the
friends and their strong commitment to this outcome.
It is acknowledged that the government’s election
commitment was for a state park. However, the government
has consulted extensively with the community and key
stakeholders and, as a result of community views, now
considers that the park would be better classified as a regional
park. This is strongly supported by the Friends of Canadian
Corridor, who wrote to the Premier in July 2015 expressing a
strong desire that the park be a regional park.
A regional park will provide opportunities for a wider range
of recreational activities than would normally be
accommodated in a state park, while still protecting and
improving the environmental and landscape values of the
area. Uses such as bushwalking, dog walking, mountain bike
riding, horseriding and prospecting will all be able to be
accommodated in the new park. Revegetation of areas of the
former plantation land will boost the park’s environmental
value over time.
The government is keen to investigate a suitable Indigenous
name for the park which acknowledges its location in
Wadawurrung country. To this end, it will work with the
Wadawurrung to identify a suitable name, and planning for
the park’s establishment will provide an opportunity to
consult on the name with the community, stakeholders and
the registrar of geographic names.
The government is confident that the park will be a lasting
legacy for generations to come — a park which combines the
opportunity for recreational enjoyment by lots of people with
conservation outcomes — a ‘people’s park’.
Hepburn Regional Park — a park enabling Aboriginal
title to be granted
The bill also creates Hepburn Regional Park under the Crown
Land (Reserves) Act. The park covers approximately

CROWN LAND LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (CANADIAN REGIONAL PARK AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2015
5578

COUNCIL

3105 hectares and is located in the popular mineral springs
country of central Victoria around Daylesford, Hepburn and
Hepburn Springs. It also includes the extinct volcanic crater
of Mount Franklin. The park provides enjoyment for many
visitors, with opportunities for bushwalking, picnicking,
camping, nature study, mountain bike riding, horseriding and
fossicking.
This park is an important part of the country of the Dja Dja
Wurrung Traditional Owner Group, and its formal creation
will enable Aboriginal title to be granted over it to the Dja Dja
Wurrung Clans Aboriginal Corporation in accordance with
the 2013 recognition and settlement agreement between the
Dja Dja Wurrung and the state. After Aboriginal title is
granted, the park will continue to be managed under the
Crown Land (Reserves) Act.
Kerang State Game Reserve — recognising the area’s
value for hunting
The creation of the Kerang State Game Reserve, east of
Kerang, will recognise the area’s value for hunting and will
formally implement a decision of the previous Labor
government on the Victorian Environmental Assessment
Council’s River Red Gum Forests Investigation.
The reserve covers some 755 hectares and includes Fosters
Swamp and land along Pyramid Creek. Consistent with the
final report of the Victorian Environmental Assessment
Council’s River Red Gum Forests Investigation, the bill
provides for Lower Murray Water’s ongoing use of Fosters
Swamp for the discharge of treated wastewater, provided that
this occurs in accordance with a licence issued under the
Environment Protection Act 1970.
Alterations to existing parks
The bill adds approximately 205 hectares to six existing parks
under the Crown Land (Reserves) Act (one park) or the
National Parks Act (five parks). The additions include areas
that have been acquired for inclusion in the parks as well as
other areas such as redundant unmade government roads
which will help consolidate the boundaries of the parks.
The main additions are as follows:
Macedon Regional Park (5 ha) under the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act — a forested area adjoining the park
which Western Water has transferred to the Crown;
Murray-Sunset National Park (182 ha) — two areas of
purchased land (161 hectares) in the vicinity of
Wallpolla Creek together with several dispersed sections
of redundant unused government road (21 ha);
Warrandyte State Park (8 ha) — two areas (including an
area of purchased land) and a redundant government
road in the popular Pound Bend section of the park;
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The bill also excises about 0.6 hectares from two parks under
the National Parks Act. The National Parks Advisory Council
was consulted over these proposed excisions and have
advised that they are acceptable and should proceed. The two
excisions are as follows:
Lake Tyers State Park — an area of 0.3 hectares of
cleared land which was incorrectly included in the park
when it was created in 2012; and
Steiglitz Historic Park — a narrow strip of land (0.3 ha)
along Hay Track to enable the creation of a government
road to provide legal access over the access route to
adjoining freehold land. The excision is offset by the
additions mentioned earlier.
In addition, the bill:
excises 4 hectares from Cobboboonee Forest Park under
the Crown Land (Reserves) Act to enable the creation of
a government road to provide legal access along Cut Out
Dam Road to adjoining freehold land;
adds a short section of unmade government road to
Dandenong Ranges National Park;
closes a redundant unmade government road in Port
Campbell National Park;
realigns part of the boundary of Steiglitz Historic Park
along a section of the Steiglitz-Durdidwarrah Road; and
makes several technical amendments or corrections to
the plans of Dandenong Ranges and Great Otway
national parks, Lake Tyers State Park, Gadsen Bend
Park and Otway Forest Park.
Reforms to bee site licensing on Crown land —
supporting Victoria’s apiculture industry
A key aspect of the bill relates to reforming bee site licensing
on Crown land. This implements the reforms commenced by
the previous government in consultation with the apiculture
industry, in particular the Victorian Apiarists Association and
the Victorian Farmers Federation (beekeeper branch). The
government acknowledges the work of these organisations in
pursuing these reforms.
The bill reforms the legislation governing the licensing of bee
sites on Crown land managed by the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning or Parks Victoria. It
inserts a new set of licensing provisions into the Land Act
which will apply uniformly to Crown land (other than
wilderness parks, wilderness zones, natural catchment areas
and reference areas) regardless of the act under which the
land is managed.
In particular, the bill provides that:

Cape Liptrap Coastal Park (8 ha) — Crown land in the
headwaters of Cooks Creek east of the Walkerville-Fish
Creek Road; and

the minister will be able to grant a bee site licence over
an area of up to 800 metres radius for up to 10 years,
subject to conditions;

Steiglitz Historic Park (3 ha) — four areas (three of
which were previously acquired to include in the park)
together with two sections of redundant unmade
government road.

at the expiry of a licence, a new licence will be taken to
have been granted on the payment of the licence fee
specified by the minister in the notice of offer of a new
licence;
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existing apiary rights will continue until they expire or a
licence is granted under the new provisions; and
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The bill also makes consequential amendments to several acts
relating to apiary licences as a result of the new provisions.

Clause 34 of the bill provides the Governor in Council with
the power to make an ‘event management declaration’ (on the
recommendation of the minister responsible for administering
the bill), giving the trust control of the whole or any part of
Kardinia Park (excluding Kardinia pool and the senior
citizens centre) on the days specified in the event
management declaration when major events are held on the
trust land. Pursuant to subclause 34(2) of the bill, event
management declarations may only be made where the
minister is satisfied that the event is suitable to be held on the
land and the event is of significance to the Geelong region or
the state.

Conclusion

Human rights issues

The bill will benefit the community and the environment
through the creation of new parks and the addition of several
areas to existing parks. Through the amendments to bee site
licensing, the bill also acknowledges the importance of the
apiculture industry to the state.

Property rights

I commend the bill to the house.

This is relevant because there are current leases, licences and
other agreements between council and third parties with
respect to:

in relation to existing licences or permits which cover an
area with a radius of greater than 800 metres, the
minister will be able to grant a licence under the new
provisions for up to 10 years to the holder of such a
licence or permit over the existing licensed or permitted
area; these licences will also be transferable.

Debate adjourned for Mr DAVIS (Southern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 17 December.

KARDINIA PARK STADIUM BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Mr JENNINGS (Special
Minister of State) on motion of Mr Herbert; by
leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State),
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 Kardinia Park
Stadium Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Kardinia Park Stadium Bill 2015, as
introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible with
human rights as set out in the charter. I base my opinion on
the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The bill will establish the Kardinia Park Stadium Trust to
administer, plan, develop, promote, use, operate and manage
areas of Kardinia Park (including the stadium) and other land
and facilities.
The Greater Geelong City Council (council) is currently the
committee of management of Kardinia Park, and is expected
to remain as committee of management for the areas of
Kardinia Park that do not form part of the trust land.

Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance with
law.

(a) land that will become trust land under the bill; and
(b) other areas of Kardinia Park that the trust will have
power to control on days when major events are
held on the trust land.
Clause 43 of the bill provides for current leases and other
agreements with respect to the trust land, of which the council
has notified the state, to be transitioned to the trust.
In relation to the other areas of Kardinia Park that the trust
will control on major event days pursuant to an event
management declaration, there may be a temporary restriction
of a person’s ability under a lease or licence to hold other
events in the relevant areas on those days. This is consistent
with the council’s current management of Kardinia Park, and
in my opinion is reasonable and justified to enable the trust to
facilitate appropriate event management, including safe and
efficient traffic management, parking and pedestrian
movement.
In light of the consistency between current arrangements and
the proposed provisions, it is questionable whether any
deprivation of property will occur under the bill. However, to
the extent that a current or future lessee or licensee could be
regarded as having a property right that is deprived by an
event management declaration, that deprivation will be in
accordance with law. It will be authorised under the bill and
subject to the restrictions and procedures set out in it.
Right to privacy
A person has the right not to have his or her privacy, family,
home or correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered
with. The touchstone for the right is a reasonable expectation
of privacy.
Clause 13 of the bill requires a member of the trust to declare
in a meeting of the trust any pecuniary interest or conflict of
interest in relation to a matter being considered or about to be
considered by the trust. Insofar as the provision requires
disclosure of information about which a person might have a
reasonable expectation of privacy, I consider that any
interference with privacy is reasonable and not arbitrary. It is
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essential for the maintenance of the integrity of the trust that
conflicts of interest are declared.

Geelong region, thereby maximising the return on the state’s
past and present investments in the stadium.

I consider that the bill is compatible with the section 13 right.

The trust will initially be responsible for Kardinia Park
Stadium and land adjacent to the stadium, including car
parking areas.

Right to 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 under section 12 of the
charter.
This right is relevant because subclause 42(1) of the bill
provides the Governor in Council with the power to make
regulations on a range of matters, in particular the exclusion
or expulsion of persons found contravening the regulations
from the trust land or any other land managed by the trust.
These regulations have the potential to impact upon persons’
freedom of movement in what are otherwise publicly
accessible areas. However, I consider that such restrictions are
appropriate in order to protect the land, facilities and services;
protect public safety and facilitate property site management.
The regulations themselves will be subject to the charter.
I consider therefore that the bill is compatible with the
section 12 right.
Hon. Gavin Jennings
Special Minister of State

Further areas of the park may be added to the trust land in
future, and the bill provides a process for that to take place.
This will only be done with the agreement of the Greater
Geelong City Council, unless unforeseen circumstances
dictate otherwise, and should include an agreement on costs.
The bill also provides for the trust to take control of further
areas of the park on days when major events are held on the
land managed by the trust, to ensure that all aspects of events,
including car parking, can be delivered in an efficient,
integrated and safe way.
This is consistent with council’s current management of
Kardinia Park on event days and it is necessary to maintain
this approach to facilitate appropriate event management,
including safe and efficient traffic management, parking and
pedestrian movement.
I now turn to the detail of the bill to highlight some key
points.
Part 2 of the bill will establish the Kardinia Park Stadium
Trust.

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:
Kardinia Park Stadium is an important sport venue in a great
Victorian city — Geelong — and the home of an outstanding
football club, the Geelong Football Club.
The government made a commitment to establish a state trust
to manage and preserve the stadium, and elevate it to a more
fitting status where it can officially stand alongside the
Melbourne Cricket Ground as one of Australia’s great
sporting arenas.
The Kardinia Park Stadium Bill 2015 delivers on that
commitment.
The creation of the Kardinia Park Stadium Trust, along with
the government’s $70 million investment in the stage 4
redevelopment of the stadium, will enable this great venue to
host more major events.
The underlying purpose is to contribute to the economy,
community and livability of the Geelong region and the state
through improved use of the stadium.
The trust will ensure a more strategic approach to the
development and use of the stadium, greater operational
efficiencies and increased opportunities to attract events to the

The functions of the trust are broadly to be responsible for the
Kardinia Park trust land, which includes the stadium, with the
objective of contributing to the economy, community and
livability of the Geelong region and the state.
The trust will also provide for the planning, development,
promotion, management, operation and use of other facilities
for which it may be responsible, and for facilities and services
for car parking and other necessary services to be used in
conjunction with any of its facilities. The trust may also
accept appointment and act as a committee of management of
crown lands.
The trust will consist of a part-time chairperson and between
four and eight other part-time members appointed by the
Governor in Council on the recommendation of the minister.
The trust will be required to provide a business plan to the
minister each year including information about how its
planned activities are proposed or designed to contribute to
the economy, community and livability of the Geelong region
and the state.
It will also be required to prepare an annual report under
part 7 of the Financial Management Act 1994.
Part 3 of the bill sets out financial provisions for the trust
including a requirement to establish and maintain a Kardinia
Park Trust Fund.
Part 4 of the bill provides for the management of the Kardinia
Park trust land.
Kardinia Park trust land is defined as Kardinia Park Stadium
land and any land set out in a Kardinia Park trust land order.
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The bill provides for various existing reservations to be
revoked to enable the Kardinia Park trust land to be
established.
It will revoke the permanent reservations over all parcels of
land in Kardinia Park that are permanently reserved, and
temporarily re-reserve the land for the same purposes. This
will facilitate an efficient process for adding to the Kardinia
Park trust land in future.
This change will not make any difference to the use of the
land. I can reassure the people of Geelong that the land will
continue to be used as park land and facilities for community
activities.
The Governor in Council, on the recommendation of the
minister administering the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978,
will be able to make a range of orders to create the Kardinia
Park trust land.
This includes an order specifying that the land shown on the
plan LEGL./15-504 is Kardinia Park Stadium land. This area
comprises the stadium and adjacent land, including car
parking areas.
The Governor in Council will also be able to make one or
more Kardinia Park trust land orders specifying that further
land in Kardinia Park is Kardinia Park trust land.
The land leased by the council to the senior citizens’ centre
near the stadium is not included in the land that may become
Kardinia Park Stadium land. This is clearly shown on the plan
LEGL./15-504. Further, it will not be possible for this land to
become Kardinia Park trust land in future or be controlled by
the trust on event days.
The land surrounding the senior citizens’ centre will,
however, become Kardinia Park Stadium land. The trust will
ensure that convenient car parking facilities will continue to
be available for users of the senior citizens’ centre on this
land. It will also pursue a cooperative approach to matters
affecting the senior citizens’ centre with the council through
the proposed Kardinia Park advisory committee.
It is not intended that the Kardinia pool complex will be
included in the trust land through a Kardinia Park trust land
order, nor that it will be controlled by the trust on event days.
Part 4 will establish the Kardinia Park advisory committee to
advise the trust in relation to the trust land, and to advise both
the trust and the council in relation to the rest of Kardinia
Park. The advisory committee will be appointed by the
minister and will include representatives of the trust, the
Geelong Football Club, lessees of Kardinia Park, and the
council.
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car parking, can be delivered in an efficient, integrated and
safe way.
The bill provides that on the recommendation of the minister,
the Governor in Council, by order published in the
Government Gazette, may declare an event to be a Kardinia
Park event. An event management declaration may cover
more than one event.
It is anticipated that all Australian Football League
premiership season matches scheduled to be played at the
stadium in a particular year will be covered by a single
declaration, along with any other events that are already
confirmed at the time when the declaration is prepared. One
or more further declarations may be required each year for
additional events.
The minister must not make a recommendation for an event
management declaration unless satisfied that the event is
suitable to be held on Kardinia Park trust land and the event is
of significance to the Geelong region or the state.
The minister will be required to provide a copy of a
declaration to the council within seven days after the
declaration is published.
A range of information will be required to be specified in an
event management declaration including the event to which it
applies, the times and dates when the event is to take place,
when the declaration would apply, the relevant area of land
within Kardinia Park and the arrangements applying to the
management of the land at the times and dates when the
declaration is in force.
An event management declaration may provide that the trust
is to have specified functions, duties and powers during a
Kardinia Park event including powers to enter into
agreements or arrangements with an event organiser, and
undertake, organise or facilitate an event.
The bill provides that despite section 17E of the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978, car parking may be provided on land at
Kardinia Park during a Kardinia Park event, reflecting current
practice on event days. This may be arranged without
ministerial approval.
An event management declaration may also provide for
functions, duties and powers of the council as the committee
of management of Kardinia Park, to be suspended for the
relevant times. This may only occur, however, if the minister
considers that this is necessary for the purposes of the event.
Local laws will continue to apply during a Kardinia Park
event unless the declaration provides for suspension of those
laws or they are inconsistent with the purposes of the
declaration.

The trust will be able to grant a lease of the trust land, with
the approval of the minister, for up to 50 years, and a licence
to enter and use the land for up to 3 years, or up to 10 years
with the approval of the minister.

Importantly, the trust will have to restore, or ensure the
restoration of, the relevant areas of Kardinia Park after an
event.

Part 5 of the bill provides for event management declarations
for Kardinia Park events.

Part 6 of the bill sets out that the Governor in Council may
make regulations in relation to the Kardinia Park trust land.

This is an important feature of the bill which will enable the
trust to take control of areas of the park that are not Kardinia
Park trust land on days when major events are held on the
trust land. This will ensure that all aspects of events, including

Part 7 includes transitional provisions which provide that any
specified lease, licence or other arrangement the council has
entered into prior to the commencement of the bill is taken to
be a lease, licence or other arrangement granted by the trust,
from the day the section comes into operation.
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It also provides for the Governor in Council to make
regulations dealing with transitional matters arising from
enactment of the bill, which may be retrospective to the day
when the bill receives the royal assent.
Division 2 of part 7 sets out consequential amendments to the
Geelong (Kardinia Park) Land Act 1950, the Filming
Approval Act 2014, the Major Sporting Events Act 2009 and
the Borrowing and Investment Powers Act 1987.
The amendments to the Major Sporting Events Act 2009 will
make the Kardinia Park trust land an event venue for the
purposes of that act, which means that the crowd management
provisions of that act will apply there without a major
sporting event order having to be made. The definition of
major sporting event will also be amended to include any
Australian Football League matches and international or
interstate cricket matches played at the stadium.
The bill recognises the importance of Kardinia Park Stadium
to the people of Geelong, the region and to the state. It marks
the beginning of a new era in the management and use of this
great stadium.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr DRUM (Northern
Victoria) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 17 December.

LAND (REVOCATION OF
RESERVATIONS) BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Mr JENNINGS (Special
Minister of State) on motion of Mr Herbert; by
leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State),
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 Land
(Revocation of Reservations) Bill 2015 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with the human rights protected by the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of bill
The bill will:
(a) revoke the permanent reservations over three sites and
re-reserve them for purposes that are consistent with the
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current use of two sites (Caulfield Park and Wedderburn
Mechanics Institute) and the future use of the site at
Albert Park; and

(b) revoke the permanent reservations over three sites to
enable them to be sold to the current occupiers (North
Ballarat Football Ground, Cobram and Waaia); and
(c) revoke the permanent reservation over one site to
provide practical and legal access to freehold land (Main
Ridge Nature Conservation Reserve).
Human rights issues
Section 12 — Freedom of movement
Clauses 5, 12 and 22 of the bill provide for the reservation of
a number of Crown land sites for particular purposes.
These provisions could be perceived to limit a person’s access
to the relevant sites. However, the reservation of these sites
for particular purposes does not create any restrictions on a
person moving freely within the reserve areas or within
Victoria. Therefore, the bill does not limit the right protected
under section 12 of the charter.
Section 20 — Property rights
Clauses 4, 8, 11, 15, 17, 19 and 21 of the bill provide that, on
revocation of the reservations, the land is deemed to be
unalienated land of the Crown, freed and discharged from all
trusts, limitations, reservations, restrictions, encumbrances,
estates and interests.
These provisions could be perceived to operate to deprive
persons of proprietary rights that are held in relation to the
land that is the subject of these clauses. However, the
provisions are not intended to abolish known rights, but,
rather, give land the requisite characteristics of unalienated
Crown land. There are known rights in relation to the land to
which clauses 4 and 8 apply, but these are held by bodies
corporate (to which the charter does not apply) and are, in any
case, preserved by clauses 6 and 9 of the bill. As there are no
proprietary rights held by individuals in land subject to the
bill, the bill does not limit the right protected under section 20
of the charter.
Hon. Gavin Jennings
Special Minister of State

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Mr 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 proposed bill will provide for the revocation of
permanent reservations over seven areas of Crown land and,
where applicable, the re-reservation and appointment of
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committees of management. This will enable the sites to be
used for other purposes or be sold.

Caulfield — updating the reservation purposes of Crown
land at Caulfield Park

In Victoria, permanent reservations over Crown land may
only be revoked under the provisions of an act of Parliament.
Acts for the revocation of permanent reservations are a
normal part of government business, and Parliament has
passed many of these acts over the years. Indeed, four of the
sites in this bill were included in a bill introduced by the
former government in 2014, but which was not debated prior
to the 2014 state election. These sites were Ballarat North,
Caulfield, Waaia and Wedderburn.

The bill provides for the revocation of a permanent
reservation over a Crown allotment of approximately
2 hectares that forms the south-west corner of Caulfield Park,
and its re-reservation for purposes consistent with the current
use of the park.

Albert Park — preparing for the new South Melbourne
Park Primary School
A key component of the bill is the revocation of a permanent
reservation over Crown land at Albert Park and the
subsequent re-reservation of that site for educational
purposes. This will facilitate the government’s election
commitment to establish the new South Melbourne Park
Primary School at Albert Park.
The development of the South Melbourne Park Primary
School at Albert Park is in response to enrolment pressures on
existing schools in the Southbank, South Melbourne and Port
Melbourne areas. The South Melbourne Park Primary School
will help ensure that capacity for school places in the area is
increased in a timely manner.
The proposed primary school will be developed within the
footprint of the old Albert Park signal depot and drill hall. The
existing buildings will be redeveloped to house the new
school, giving a new life and purpose to this valuable site.
Once the land has been reserved for educational purposes, the
Minister for Education will be responsible for administering
the site under the provisions of the Education and Training
Reform Act 2006.

The site was permanently reserved in 1966 for a swimming
pool, and associated facilities and car parking, which was
never developed. The land is now occupied by a children’s
playground and is indistinguishable from the rest of the
Caulfield Park. As such, the current reservation does not
reflect the current or future use of the site, or the purposes for
which it is managed.
The bill will revoke the current reservation purpose, and
subsequently permanently reserve the land for the purposes of
a public park, gardens and recreation. This will better align
the reservation purposes with the existing use of the site and
the rest of Caulfield Park.
The bill will also deem Glen Eira City Council to be the
committee of management for the land under the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978.
While the bill does not make any substantive change to the
management of the site, it does provide clarity to the local
community and park users as to the purposes for which the
site is managed.
Cobram — addressing an inadvertent encroachment
The bill provides for the revocation of a permanent
reservation over a small area of land (0.03 hectare) on the
Murray River near Cobram to facilitate the sale of that land.

Ballarat North — supporting the redevelopment of the
North Ballarat Sports Club and Eureka Stadium

Upon revocation of the permanent reservation, the land will
be deemed to be unalienated Crown land, and the land may be
sold. This is being done to address a longstanding and
inadvertent encroachment of part of a private dwelling.

The bill also provides for the revocation of permanent
reservations over two Crown allotments, totalling
0.1 hectares, situated at the North Ballarat Football Ground,
also known as Eureka Stadium. The revocation of these
reservations will support the proposed redevelopment of
facilities at that site.

The dwelling was built primarily on adjoining freehold land,
with the north-east wall of the building encroaching on the
Crown land. The current owner of the house was unaware of
this encroachment when the property was purchased in 1996.
The error was subsequently discovered in 2010 when survey
work revealed the error.

The two Crown allotments are situated immediately to the
north of the oval. These Crown allotments, along with
adjoining freehold land, are legally occupied by the North
Ballarat Football Club and constitute the site of the North
Ballarat Sports Club building. The sports club incorporates a
bar, restaurant, clubrooms and other facilities.

After discovery of the error, the owner was granted a lease to
lawfully occupy the land. This represents a short-term
solution and inhibits the current owner’s ability to deal with
the adjoining freehold land. Furthermore, a private dwelling is
incompatible with the current permanent Crown land
reservation for public purposes.

Upon revocation of the permanent reservation, the land will
be deemed to be unalienated Crown land. It is then proposed
to sell the two Crown land allotments to the football club at
market value. This will consolidate ownership and
management of the sports club.

The government considers that, in this particular situation, the
appropriate long-term solution to this matter is to remove the
permanent reservation over the affected land, and to
subsequently sell that land to the owner at market value. In
making this decision, it was considered salient that the
encroachment was over land not normally accessed by the
public, it was not intentional and that there was evidence of a
genuine error, and that the owner upon discovering the error
made every effort to rectify the issue. It is also considered that
in this particular situation, any other course of action would
result in undue hardship to the owner of the dwelling.

This change of land status is timely, given the government’s
$15 million commitment to redevelop the Eureka Stadium
precinct.
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Flinders — providing access to freehold land
The bill also provides for the revocation of a small part of the
Main Ridge Nature Conservation Reserve at Flinders,
totalling 0.115 hectares.
This is being done to provide practical and legal access to
adjoining freehold land. This will resolve a longstanding issue
where a vehicle track providing practical access to the
freehold land is situated in the reserve, rather than on the
designated (but unmade) government road adjoining the
reserve that provides the legal access to the property.
However, construction of practical access on the unmade
government road would involve clearing vegetation and
construction of a creek crossing. This would have a greater
adverse environmental impact than the works required for
practical access along the proposed access track. Any works
would be subject to the necessary planning approvals relating
to clearance of native vegetation. The Mornington Peninsula
Shire Council will be responsible for maintenance of the
access track on the government road.
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subsequently sell that land to the owner at market value. In
making this decision, it was considered salient that the
encroachment was over land not normally accessed by the
public, it was not intentional and that there was evidence of a
genuine error, and that the owner upon discovering the error
made every effort to rectify the issue. It is also considered that
in this particular situation, any other course of action would
result in undue hardship to the owner of the dwelling.
Wedderburn — providing for the management of the
Wedderburn Mechanics Institute
The bill also provides for the revocation of the permanent
reservation over a Crown allotment, totalling approximately
0.2 hectares, at Wedderburn. The site is the location of the
Wedderburn Mechanics Institute. The bill will subsequently
temporarily re-reserve the site for public purposes. This will
provide flexibility for the future use of the site.
The bill will also deem Loddon Shire Council to be the
committee of management for the land under the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978.

To offset the excision from the reserve, it is proposed, after
the bill is passed, to add to the reserve a section of the existing
unmade government road and adjoining freehold land,
totalling approximately 1.5 hectares, and containing highquality native vegetation.

The site of the Wedderburn Mechanics Institute was
originally reserved for the purposes of a mechanics institute
and vested to trustees by a restricted Crown grant in 1862.
The Mt Korong Miners Literary Institute building was
subsequently constructed in 1863.

The owner of the adjoining freehold land has written to the
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
confirming her intention to transfer approximately
0.7 hectares of her land to the Crown for inclusion into the
Main Ridge Nature Conservation Reserve. The addition of
the unmade government road and the freehold land, totalling
approximately 1.5 hectares, will offset any loss of vegetation
and land associated with providing practical access to the
freehold site, and will result in a net gain to both the size and
environmental quality of the reserve.

Originating in Scotland around the beginning of the
19th century, the mechanics institutes movement provided
free libraries and lectures, primarily with a focus on the
development of technical or engineering skills of workers and
artisans. By the mid-19th century mechanics institutes were
operating in many Victorian townships and communities.
More than 900 mechanics institutes were established in
Victoria. Many of these sites continue to benefit local
communities as local halls, public libraries and other
community facilities. A small number have been in
continuous operation to this day, including the Melbourne
Athenaeum (previously the Melbourne Mechanics Institute)
and the Ballarat Mechanics Institute.

Waaia — addressing an inadvertent encroachment
The bill provides for the revocation of a permanent
reservation over a small area of land (0.2 hectare) on the
Broken Creek, east of Nathalia, to facilitate the sale of that
land.
Upon revocation of the permanent reservation, the land will
be deemed to be unalienated Crown land, and the land may be
sold. This is being done to address a longstanding and
inadvertent encroachment of part of a private dwelling.
The Crown land abuts a freehold site, and contains a
longstanding encroachment of part of a house and other
buildings. The house was built about 1930, and encroaches on
the adjoining Crown land. The current owner of the house
was unaware of this encroachment when the property was
purchased in 2007. This error was subsequently discovered in
2011, when survey work revealed the error.
After discovery of the error, the owner was granted a lease to
lawfully occupy the land. This represents a short-term
solution and inhibits the current owner’s ability to deal with
the adjoining freehold land. Furthermore, a private dwelling is
incompatible with the current permanent Crown land
reservation for public purposes.
The government considers that, in this particular situation, the
appropriate long-term solution to this matter is to remove the
permanent reservation over the affected land, and to

The site has been informally managed, since the 1970s, by
local community groups and the local council. The last
known trustee, by succession, formally surrendered the
restricted Crown grant to the Crown in 2011.
Revoking the existing reservation for a mechanics institute at
Wedderburn does no disrespect to the history of this site, or
the movement it represents. Rather, this bill seeks to ensure
that the Wedderburn Mechanics Institute is formally
managed, and continues to benefit the community of
Wedderburn into the future.
Conclusion
The bill provides for the revocation of seven Crown land
reservations which will enable future and appropriate uses of
those lands, providing certainty to communities and affected
individuals.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr DAVIS (Southern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 17 December.
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ADJOURNMENT
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Greater Shepparton public transport
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport. It is regarding her ongoing disregard for
Shepparton public transport services, including
passenger rail, bus services as well as communications
infrastructure investments. My request of the minister is
that she announce when the Assembly electorate of
Shepparton will receive the improvements so
desperately needed to, one, increase and improve the
frequency and standard of rail services between
Shepparton and Melbourne; two, provide better options
for Numurkah and Cobram V/Line passengers; three,
improve bus travel within the City of Greater
Shepparton; and four, improve mobile phone black
spots.
Government media releases issued in the past fortnight
prove once again that the Andrews Labor government
has no regard for public transport services for residents
of the Shepparton electorate, particularly compared to
metropolitan and outer metro transport users. In the past
two weeks alone the government has issued releases
trumpeting announcements for communities in the
south of the state or for ‘key government seat’
communities. It has praised itself for providing a
‘bigger, better bus network’ for Bendigo when Greater
Shepparton cannot get a single Sunday bus service.
The government has patted its own back for providing
more than 80 extra train services for Sunbury and
Diggers Rest communities, when Shepparton services
consist of only four trains daily from Shepparton to
Melbourne and three return services from Melbourne to
Shepparton, with two return services on Saturdays and
Sundays. It has given itself kudos for spending
$18 million on mobile coverage black spot reduction
for services that are predominantly within an hour of
Melbourne, or in the south of the state in places such as
Ballarat, Geelong and Traralgon. In September the
government announced improvements to the Ballarat
line, including a new passing loop at Rowsley. But
what has the Andrews Labor government done to
improve public transport for communities in the
Shepparton electorate? It has done nothing.
Under the coalition a review of the Shepparton rail line
identified several short, medium and long-term options
for improvements to the line. The department is aware
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of these, and the government should get on with the job
of delivering them. Instead the government has lumped
Shepparton in with a statewide review of all lines, and
now we are seeing that other areas are obviously more
important to Labor than Shepparton, with so many
announcements being made for Labor electorates ahead
of the review being released. As the Shepparton RAILS
president has said, it is of concern to Greater
Shepparton residents that other areas get something
before the Victoria-wide review has even been released.
The Andrews Labor government continually
disappoints communities in the Shepparton electorate
with its blatant disregard for the district’s public
transport needs.
I repeat: my request of the minister is that she announce
when the Shepparton electorate will receive the
improvements so desperately needed to, one, increase
and improve the frequency and standard of rail services
between Shepparton and Melbourne; two, provide
better options for Numurkah and Cobram V/Line
passengers; three, improve bus travel within Greater
Shepparton; and four, improve mobile phone black
spots.

Bimbadeen Heights Primary School
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Education
and relates to Bimbadeen Heights Primary School in
my electorate. I seek from the minister an update as to
how the capital improvement of that primary school
will proceed over the course of the next year. In the last
budget funding was allocated to Bimbadeen Heights
Primary School for an upgrade of the main school
building. That of course was part of a record capital
spend. I am keen for an update from the minister as to
what next steps are likely to occur over the coming
months.
Bimbadeen primary school has an enrolment of around
600 students, and they are educated in specialist areas
in 25 classrooms. It is worth noting that there are a lot
of special characteristics to Bimbadeen Heights in
terms of what it offers to its students. It has a number of
specialised extracurricular services — for example, in
the performing arts and instrumental music. It has a
very strong professional development arrangement for
teachers. It is also very committed to Asia literacy and
has a sister school relationship with a school in China.
As important as all of those aspects of the school are —
and what really makes a school is the people, the
programs it is committed to and the relationship
between teachers and students — the bricks and mortar
are also important. It is important that we provide
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students, teachers and the school community with
appropriate infrastructure. The school has been fighting
for additional funding for many years. It very much
welcomed the commitment in the previous budget for
an upgrade of its facilities. I look forward to hearing
from the minister as to what next steps can be expected
in relation to that school.

West Papua
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — My adjournment matter is for the
Premier and concerns West Papua. As members of the
chamber may be aware, there are some shocking things
going on in West Papua, the Indonesian western half of
the island of New Guinea. Massacres, tortures, the
burning of villages, economic and political
marginalisation and cultural suppression — all these
things are being inflicted upon people in a land situated
only about 250 kilometres from our soil. There is much
history in this. In the late 1940s and early 1950s the
Dutch prepared West Papua for independence. A
national legislature was formed, the first Papuan
Congress was held and ‘West Papua’ was adopted as
the name of the country.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am reluctant to
interrupt Dr Carling-Jenkins’s adjournment matter, but
I ask her to assure me that this is going to be a state
administration matter.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS — I can explain what I
am aiming to achieve. I will be asking for a solidarity
day with the West Papuans.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I certainly have no
quibble at all with the very genuine call for support for
the people of West Papua, but this needs to come back
to a government administration matter. A solidarity day
is close to the edge of the envelope, but I will allow it.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS — Thank you very
much, President, for your indulgence. I appreciate it. I
will come very quickly to the point. Many atrocities
have taken place in this land. In my view and that of
many others — including a number of West Papuans I
have spoken to who have been attempting to settle or
who have settled in Victoria — the atrocities are
continuing. There is an ongoing genocide in the
country.
All West Papuans want is to be free from oppression
and to be free to associate. These are freedoms we in
Victoria enjoy. They want to be free to move around, to
speak and even just to express their culture in their
songs, which they can freely do in Victoria but not,
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unfortunately, in their own country. West Papuans feel
that for many years Australia has been ignoring the plea
for help of people who risk their own lives with
outstanding bravery to save our own. Consecutive
governments have remained very silent, and the West
Papuans are now calling on Victorians to help them.
While I understand that foreign affairs and international
diplomacy are very much the jurisdiction of the federal
government, I urge the Premier to consider all means
possible through which the Victorian government can
support the plight of West Papuans. More concretely, I
ask the Premier to enact a solidarity day to support the
West Papuans. This would be welcomed by all
Victorians who care about human rights, freedom,
fairness and compassion.

Edgars Road, Epping
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Merry Christmas, President. My adjournment matter is
for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety, the
Honourable Luke Donnellan. It concerns the missing
link of Edgars Road in Epping, about which developers
and landowners have been talking to successive Labor
governments since 2007. Edgars Road has been dubbed
the Road to Nowhere. In fact its not being completed is
getting in the way of new opportunities for investment,
for jobs and for trade. The 800-metre section of Edgars
Road that is awaiting construction will complete that
missing link to connect Cooper Street to O’Herns Road.
Locals wrote to the minister on 16 June and have not
yet had a response, let alone an acknowledgment.
Through chatting to local people at VicRoads, we have
heard that a business case is underway which is due to
be completed by the end of this year. That deadline is
rapidly approaching, so the action I ask of the minister
is that he advise me of when the business case will be
completed and when the funding will be available to
complete this much-needed piece of road that will
create investment, jobs and trade for Melbourne’s
north.

Playgroup funding
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Families and
Children, the Honourable Jenny Mikakos. Earlier this
year the minister announced an investment of $50 000
to support new community playgroups in Victoria both
to aid in the development of children and to nurture
parental development. Some 41 playgroups in Victoria
have been the beneficiaries of these much-needed
grants. The funding was designed to enable new
playgroups across Victoria to apply for seed funding so
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they could get established and buy much-needed
equipment, such as play equipment and books.

service and to explore different procurement models for
using legal services from private practitioners.

Playgroups are very important to local communities.
They help new parents make social connections in their
local communities, enabling them to learn from and
support each other as their children grow, which can be
beneficial — especially for first-time parents.
Playgroups also provide an opportunity for children to
learn and to socialise with each other, which for some
children may be the first opportunity they have had to
do so. Each year in Victoria more than 40 000 children
and 25 000 families participate in playgroups. It is very
important that every family in Victoria have access to a
playgroup in their local community.

Significantly the report highlights the need for the VLA
to consult more with the Law Institute of Victoria, the
Victorian Bar and other key stakeholders, particularly
in relation to the eligibility guidelines for legal aid as
well as the other aspects of its service delivery.
Reference was made to Legal Aid New South Wales
having a range of key organisations on its board, such
as the Law Society of New South Wales, the New
South Wales Bar Association, welfare groups and a
representative from the community legal sector.
Representatives from the law society and bar
association also sit on the selection committee for
private practitioner panels.

I was pleased to see that a number of playgroups in my
electorate were successful in obtaining grants, including
playgroups at Altona, Ascot Vale, Essendon,
Strathmore, Footscray, Melton West, Melton South,
Brookfield, Sunbury and Werribee. Many of these
suburbs have young families, and some are
experiencing unprecedented growth, which highlights
the demand that will be placed on these playgroups in
the future. I ask the minister to outline how these grants
have been of benefit to playgroups in my electorate and
to advise what other steps the government is taking to
support playgroups in the Western Metropolitan
Region.

Victoria Legal Aid
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Attorney-General and
concerns Victoria Legal Aid (VLA) and the recent
PricewaterhouseCoopers report on the services delivery
model that is used by Victoria Legal Aid to engage
criminal and family law practitioners to deliver legal
assistance services. That report was made in the context
of significant cuts to grants of legal aid over the past
five years while the demand for legal assistance has
been growing. The number of criminal matters at court
has increased by 29 per cent in that time, and the
number of self-represented litigants is also increasing.
The report is very valuable in highlighting the reforms
needed and those worthy of exploration to ensure that
limited legal aid funds are distributed in the most
effective manner. Key aspects of the report include the
need for VLA to provide data showing the relative, if
not actual, costs of using in-house lawyers as opposed
to private practitioners, to monitor access to legal aid
practitioners, to provide for regular and independent
reviews of the fee structures for solicitors and barristers
on the panels, to investigate a self-representative litigant

While the report also suggests that consideration be
given to adopting a reference group for consultation
with the legal profession by the VLA board, the
Victorian Bar Association has called for a further
review of the governance model of the VLA and notes
that unlike the board of Legal Aid New South Wales,
the board of the VLA does not include any
representative with practical criminal trial and/or
appellate court experience. I am of the understanding
that the recommendations of the report will feed into
the government’s Access to Justice review, which was
announced in October and which the Greens welcome.
However, my request of the Attorney-General is that he
advise whether this particular issue of the governance
of and the representation on the VLA board will be part
of that review or whether the government will itself
review the governance model of the VLA with
particular reference to the model of the board of Legal
Aid New South Wales.

Community correction orders
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Corrections,
and it relates to the community correction system in
Victoria. As the house may be aware, in June I raised
with the Attorney-General the fact that the Boulton
v. The Queen decision has significantly expanded the
scope of those who may be the subject of a community
correction order (CCO) as opposed to going to jail. At
paragraph 131 of the judgement the court said:
… a CCO may be suitable even in cases of relatively serious
offences which might previously have attracted a medium
term of imprisonment (such as, for example, aggravated
burglary, intentionally causing serious injury, some forms of
sexual offences involving minors, some kinds of rape and
some categories of homicide).
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I said at the time and I maintain that the suggestion this
paragraph apparently makes that rapists, child abusers
and those convicted of homicide or violent attacks may
not serve a period of incarceration would surprise and
deeply concern most members of the Victorian
community.
The response I received from the Attorney-General to
my adjournment matter was to the effect that the
government, together with the Sentencing Advisory
Council, will monitor the CCOs to make sure they are
working effectively. Given that the Attorney-General
was not prepared to act following the Court of Appeal
decision, my attention now turns to the management of
the — —
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Let me just clarify it for the
minister, President. The decision of Boulton v. The
Queen significantly expanded the scope of the use of
community correction orders to include many criminals
who previously would have gone to jail, including, as I
noted in paragraph 131, rapists, some convicted of
homicide et cetera.
I have heard concerning reports of criminals on a
community correction order — which is the
responsibility of and managed by the Minister for
Corrections — committing further crimes whilst on that
order. I do not have access to data. I do not have access
to this information, but I have heard some very
concerning reports about crimes committed by those on
a community correction order, some of which, I
suspect, would have attracted a jail sentence before this
judgement was made.
My concerns are about the management of the
community correction system and the time it takes to
bring an offender who is suspected of further offending
back into custody. The action I seek is a guarantee from
the minister that community safety is not being
compromised as a result of this decision.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is Christmas, and I
am feeling benevolent, because a couple of the
adjournment matters have been framed more or less as
questions tonight rather than requests for action. In this
one Mr O’Donohue did his best to convince me it was
an action; I am not convinced.
Mr O’DONOHUE — May I clarify the action?
The PRESIDENT — Order! Very quickly, because
Mr O’Donohue did exhaust his time. I was going to
allow it on the basis of my benevolence, but to suggest
that asking for a guarantee is requesting an action is
pretty tenuous.
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Mr O’DONOHUE — Let me just clarify. In light
of the fact that there are now different classes of
criminals on CCOs, the action I seek is advice from the
minister about what precautions have been taken to
make sure that community safety is not compromised
now that there are offenders who would previously
have gone to jail who are in the community on a CCO.
The PRESIDENT — That is so much better.

Moonee Ponds Creek
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I raise a
matter this evening for the attention of the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water. I am sure
that this is something that even the Greens will agree
with me on, so this is a red-letter day for us all. Even
Mr Jennings may go along with this. It concerns
Moonee Ponds Creek and in particular that section of
Moonee Ponds Creek near the exit of the Tullamarine
Freeway at Flemington Road. It is somewhat of a
misnomer to refer to it as Moonee Ponds Creek,
because that part is in fact a particularly ugly concrete
drain. My view has long been that it is about time we
did something about that.
I attended the annual general meeting of the Footscray
Historical Society in the last couple of weeks, and I
discussed with a number of locals this very plan. They
suggested to me that I should raise this in the house,
and I am doing that now as a result. They have quite
detailed plans of what they would like to see involved
in the repatriation of the creek to its natural state. Given
that this is one of the major arrival points of people to
our city, and sometimes to our country, it would be a
very good thing indeed if we were to get rid of the
concrete drain, replace it with the natural waterway that
it once was and appropriately line it with trees and other
vegetation. It would be a delight instead of the eyesore
it currently is.
In asking the minister to put in place plans to restore the
creek to its natural beauty, I take this opportunity to
wish you, President — as well as members and staff
and their families — a very happy Christmas. I am
hopeful that on future Christmases many of us will be
able to go down to the banks of the newly restored
Moonee Ponds Creek and enjoy a barbecue or a picnic,
something that at the moment is quite impossible — not
that you would want to do it anyway.
I ask the minister to take this on board and to put in
place a plan to return the Moonee Ponds Creek to
something that we can all be proud of, something of
beauty and something that nature intended it to be.
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Public transport accessibility
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Public Transport, and it is in regard to an event I was
lucky enough to attend last week, the V/Line
accessibility forum, which V/Line puts on regularly to
bring together people with different disabilities,
whether they be sight impaired or whether their
disability means that they rely on a wheelchair for their
mobility. This is a great forum where people with
disabilities tell V/Line about the concerns they have had
in recent times with accessing V/Line services.
The action I am seeking from the minister is, if this type
of forum is not being used in relation to other forms of
transport in Victoria — for example, our metropolitan
trains or our regional and metropolitan bus systems —
to ask that the authorities in charge of those modes of
transport embrace the idea of a forum such as V/Line
has been running for quite a while to learn from the
people facing these challenges how their networks can
be improved and made as accessible as possible for
everyone.

Lake Connewarre aquaculture
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water. It concerns a
constituent of mine, Mr Ben Osbourne, a commercial
eel fisherman. Mr Osbourne has been using parts of
Lake Connewarre, specifically Reedy Lake and
Hospital Swamp, to grow his eel stocks to a point
where they are cultivated in a natural environment.
Mr Osbourne is dependent on those waterways for the
growth of his eel stocks, but the catchment
management authority (CMA) has seen fit to reduce the
water levels, particularly in Hospital Swamp and Reedy
Lake, to remove some of the reeds that are starting to
fester and contaminate parts of the lake itself. That has
had the impact of creating significant problems
associated with the eel stocks. Added to that, Hospital
Swamp currently has only about 40 centimetres of
water. Mr Osbourne has been in ill health lately and has
been seeking a resolution to this problem for a number
of years now.
I know that the minister, Ms Neville, is aware of the
matter, but it has become critical now that the CMA has
seen fit to reduce the water levels to a point where
Mr Osbourne is not able to continue keeping his eel
stocks in Hospital Swamp and is seeking other refuges
for them.
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The action I seek in my adjournment matter tonight is
to call on the minister to find a resolution to
Mr Osbourne’s problem so that either he can sell his
entitlements to the water authority or the CMA can
provide a catchment close to Reedy Lake and Hospital
Swamp so that he is able to continue his eel stocking. It
is important, given the deterioration of Mr Osbourne’s
health and the concern the family has for the ongoing
business — the eels are processed in Skipton but grown
down towards Barwon Heads — to find a resolution so
that Mr Osbourne and his family have some certainty
about the business itself or the compensation that could
be paid for him to remove the entitlements he has to
both of those areas and allow the CMA to do
remediation works.
Like Mr Finn, and in another action — but one the
minister does not need to respond to — I wish all
members of Parliament in the chamber and the staff a
very happy and safe Christmas.

Traralgon swimming pool
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My adjournment
matter this evening is for the Minister for Sport, the
Honourable John Eren. It relates to the situation of an
aquatic centre in Traralgon and its need for an upgrade.
The Traralgon swimming pool is quite old; it was born
in 1957, and the toilets are still circa 1957. It is
outdated, it is antiquated and it needs rejuvenation. The
Latrobe City Council has plans for a new aquatic
centre — a competition-style indoor heated pool with
eight lanes and a toddler pool, which would be a
tremendous asset to the community. The community of
Traralgon comprises some 28 000 people, and a short
time ago they signed a petition which was delivered to
the lower house by Mr Russell Northe, the member for
Morwell.
We live on an island continent, and swimming is a vital
skill to learn. Having an aquatic centre in the town of
Traralgon is so important. It could be an economic
driver by holding competitions, which would have an
economic benefit for the whole town. People could
learn to swim again, which is important, and it could be
used for hydrotherapy by the hospital and the like. It is
a given how important it is. The coalition pledged to
provide $9 million to support the council in its efforts to
raise money for the aquatic centre. I think it is so
important that we get on board. My request of the
minister this evening is that he provide funding for this
vital facility to ensure that the people of Traralgon do
not feel left out or forgotten and that they feel valued. I
ask the minister to provide some funding.
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Child protection
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — Before I
raise my adjournment matter, I would also like to take
this opportunity to wish all the parliamentary staff and
my colleagues a very happy and safe Christmas, as
other members have done.
My adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister
for Families and Children, and I am glad she is here in
the chamber. It relates to the current $241 000 review
being undertaken into the department’s external
reporting processes of objectives, indicators and state
budget outputs — measures for which the minister is
responsible. I have repeatedly asked for information on
a number of areas of public interest that should be made
available.
In particular I refer to issues including the number of
category 1 incidents, the number of Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander children attending three and fouryear-old kindergarten in each Victorian local
government area, the list of new community playgroups
that have received government funding, the cost of the
ministerial advisory committee providing advice on
foster care, the number of children in child protection
who were not allocated to a child protection worker, the
total number of child protection reports received each
month, the number of children who were the subject of
a child protection report requiring an immediate
response visited within two days, and the number of
personnel employed by the Department of Health and
Human Services in child protection services.
The action I seek is that the review currently being
undertaken by the minister’s office address the
parliamentary reporting shortfalls for which she has
responsibility.

Responses
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — This evening a number of adjournment
matters have been raised: by Ms Lovell to the Minister
for Public Transport; by Mr Mulino to the Minister for
Education; by Dr Carling-Jenkins to the Premier; by
Mr Ondarchie to the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety; by Ms Pennicuik to the Attorney-General; by
Mr O’Donohue to the Minister for Corrections; by
Mr Finn to the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water; by Mr Leane to the Minister for
Public Transport; by Mr Ramsay to the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water; and by
Ms Bath to the Minister for Sport. I intend to forward
all of those adjournment matters to the appropriate
ministers for direct response.
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In respect of the matter raised by Mr Eideh for me, I
propose to respond and discharge it now. Mr Eideh
referred to the government’s undertakings and various
actions in support of playgroups, particularly those in
his electorate. It is correct that the Andrews Labor
government has established a $50 000 fund called the
Great Start Community Playgroup Fund, which is
providing seed funding for new playgroups and funding
to existing playgroups to put on more sessions. I have
been very pleased that Playgroup Victoria has
administered this fund on the government’s behalf.
In October I announced that there were 41 new
playgroups that have been supported, but I can now
report to the member and to the house that there have
been 43 new stand-alone playgroups and 15 new
sessions at existing playgroups supported through this
particular grants program.
As Mr Eideh identified in his adjournment matter,
many of those playgroups are in the western suburbs.
But there have been many playgroups funded through
this program right across Victoria. Regional Victoria
has done particularly well in respect of the
establishment of new playgroups. Just last Friday I had
the opportunity to visit the Riviera Playgroup with the
member for Carrum in the other place, Sonya Kilkenny,
to present the support package for the new playgroup
session that will be established in that community.
The grants are providing very practical support to
parents to get new playgroups off the ground, in
response to Mr Eideh’s question about what the
benefits have been. We know that getting parents
involved in playgroups is very beneficial because it
means they have the ability to socialise and share
parenting skills and information with each other, and of
course the children have the opportunity to socialise.
They learn through playing and that has to be beneficial
to them. These are usually very young children before
they attend kindergarten programs and go on to their
formal school education.
The program offers many practical benefits to parents,
families and children. For the playgroups, the seed
funding they get provides a voucher to purchase craft
materials — things like a hamper of Crayola products
for children to play with — so they can get the new
group off the ground. It is also providing mentoring
support from Playgroup Victoria to help volunteer
parent committees with the smooth running and
recruitment of new playgroups.
We are also doing a lot more to support supported
playgroups to help families in need, particularly
vulnerable families. We are looking at increasing the
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quality and the focus of supported playgroups for
disadvantaged families by lifting qualifications and
supporting facilitators to upskill with scholarships and
training in the evidence-based Smalltalk approach. I
also point out to Mr Eideh that we are supportive of
playgroups right across our state, whether they are
community playgroups or supported playgroups.
I also propose to respond to Ms Crozier’s adjournment.
I have to say that her adjournment was a rather odd one
in that she referred to a range of issues. I understood
from her adjournment that she was referring to a
number of questions on notice that she has lodged and,
I would assume, have been responded to by me.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — I have actually responded to
very many questions on notice during the course of the
year. In fact I would hazard a guess that it would
number in the many hundreds. I point out to the
member that at the time of the last election I had
questions on notice outstanding that went back as far as
two years.
We have made a very considerable effort to increase
our transparency and accountability in relation to
providing information to the house and to members
around these particular issues, including through
improved reporting measures that were included in the
annual reports of both of my departments, the
Department of Health and Human Services, and the
Department of Education and Training. Both reports
have been tabled in the Parliament in recent weeks.
I know Ms Crozier does not want to go off and look at
annual reports and at various data that is available on
my various departmental websites. Essentially she
wants departmental staff to do all the work for her and
to provide her with answers to a series of questions.
In terms of her specific question today, she has reeled
off a whole lot of performance measures. I can assure
her and the house that I am absolutely committed to
ensuring that we provide the best services that we can
to vulnerable children and families. That is why we
have got on with investing, with a record budget this
year — a 17 per cent increase on last year.
If you look at our record of achievements throughout
the year in this portfolio, you will see there have been
many, many things to build upon a system that we
inherited that was in crisis, that was the subject of a
scathing Auditor-General’s report last year and that has
been the subject of a very critical report from the
Commission for Children and Young People that
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related to the time of the previous government’s
administration.
Ms Crozier can come in here and grandstand about
these issues, but I am providing information to her on a
very regular basis in response to her questions on
notice. She can make these political points, but the
point I make to her is that we are a government that is
committed to transparency and accountability. Look at
the bill we introduced into Parliament just this week
about additional accountability and transparency in
relation to ambulance data, and there is a whole range
of other indicators. I make the contrast between the
approach of this government in relation to these matters
and the approach of the previous government, which
would not respond to these questions whether it was in
question time or through questions on notice.
I conclude by providing written responses to
adjournment debate matters raised by Mr Bourman and
Ms Shing on 25 November.
I too take this opportunity to thank all of our staff —
Parliament staff, particularly in the table office and
Hansard; and our very hardworking attendants — for
all their support throughout the year, and you,
President, as well. I wish all members a very safe and
happy Christmas and a safe and happy new year.
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, President, I
remind you of an answer that was given in this chamber
where a minister at the time responded to a question
with, ‘Well, if you want the answer to that, look it up
on Google’. Today in discharging — so she thinks —
the matter associated with Ms Crozier’s adjournment
matter, the minister advised Ms Crozier to either look it
up in the annual report or check the website. I suggest
to her that in terms of her ministerial responsibilities, if
she does not have the capacity to answer today, she
might like to take that on notice and respond in a more
fulsome manner in writing to Ms Crozier.
The PRESIDENT — Order! That is not a point of
order.

Felicitations
The PRESIDENT — Before declaring this session
closed I extend my best wishes to everyone for a safe
and happy Christmas. I particularly record my
appreciation to the party leaders; to the whips, who do a
fabulous job in supporting me in my work as President;
and particularly also to the Deputy President, Gayle
Tierney, for the outstanding work that she has done
throughout the year. The committee processes — and I
have completed that job myself in a previous
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Parliament — are very demanding, and her stewardship
of that part of our procedure has been outstanding. She
has also represented me at a number of functions. I
would be remiss if I did not extend my appreciation for
the work that the Deputy President has done, along with
those other office-bearers within the Parliament.
I was reflecting with Mr Jennings, and indeed earlier
with Mr Barber, on this year in Parliament. I guess in
many ways at this time last year we were perhaps even
apprehensive about what the outcome might be in terms
of the proceedings of this Parliament in 2015, given that
we were in very new territory with the changed
composition of the house. I think we have had a year of
significant achievement, as can be seen when you look
at the number of reports that have been prepared — and
significant reports, reports of great quality — and when
you look at some of the milestone debates we have had
in the house through the year.
By and large, notwithstanding the very last item of the
adjournment debate, there has been between members a
level of respect and approach in this place that might
well be recognised by other parliaments. A
considerable amount has been done here very
constructively, despite the fact that people are coming
to some of these issues and some of the legislation we
have dealt with from very different perspectives.
Members ought therefore be very proud of the
contribution they have made this year. Certainly I am
appreciative of the support I have had throughout the
year and the deference to my judgement, which might
not always be right. Yes, I know, Mr Finn! No doubt
Mrs Peulich would agree with you, and so would
probably some of the ministers, Whilst my judgement
might not always be right, I have certainly enjoyed the
confidence of the chamber, and I appreciate that.
On behalf of all members of the chamber — and some
members have taken an opportunity within the confines
of the various processes we have to convey similar
messages — I express appreciation to the clerks of this
house for the work they have done, particularly to those
who have not necessarily come into the chamber for
duties here but have been so heavily involved in those
committee proceedings throughout the year. Their
advice, their integrity and their work ethic has been
such that I think it has certainly been a foundation of
the achievements of this house and this Parliament this
year.
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dining rooms and catering, the library, Hansard, IT, the
properties and securities unit, and organisational
development and the other support staff for our
chamber and indeed those people who support the dark
side — —
Ms Patten interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Not security; I was
going to come to them positively! I also obviously
include in our thanks and our best wishes all of the
security staff — the protective services officers and the
Wilson Security people — who also have done such a
fine job this year. Particularly in a year when perhaps
there is a heightened level of apprehensiveness about
some of these security matters, they have discharged
their duties in a way that has made people feel very
comfortable and has ensured that the accessibility of
this building to visitors and members of the public has
been able to be maintained whilst assuring us of a high
level of public safety for members, staff and visitors to
this place.
As we come to the end of the year, as I said, I indicate
my thanks and best wishes to all. In saving one person
to last, I thank Natalie Tyler for her work as my
assistant this year — the gatekeeper. As members
know, Jessica Pattison is currently on maternity leave.
She sent me a photo of the baby the other day with
Father Christmas, so they are all travelling well.
Mr Ondarchie — How’s the baby?
The PRESIDENT — The baby is doing very well,
as is Jessica.
Natalie stepped in this year, and really it was a seamless
transition, which is really terrific and shows the skills of
both people, because clearly Jessica handed over the
job in good shape and with the procedures and so forth
in place that made it easy for Natalie to step in — or
relatively easy for Natalie to step in — and she has
certainly acquitted herself very well. I would certainly
be remiss if I did not recognise the great contribution
that she has made in supporting me this year.
Everybody, have a happy, healthy, safe Christmas.
Enjoy it with your friends and family, and I sincerely
look forward to seeing each and every one of you next
year.
The house stands adjourned.

I extend my gratitude also to the redcoats. The
attendants have done a tremendous job in supporting
members, and I know their work is appreciated and I
thank them for it. I extend further our felicitations to all
of the other members of our staff, including those in the

House adjourned 6.36 p.m. until Tuesday,
9 February 2016.

WRITTEN RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Thursday, 10 December 2015

COUNCIL

5593

WRITTEN RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Responses are incorporated in the form provided to Hansard

Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Wooldridge
Special Minister of State
8 December 2015

RESPONSE:
No additional costs to Government have been incurred to date as a result of the decision not to proceed with the
flawed and misguided idea of the former Government to privatise services on level 13 of the Victorian
Comprehensive Cancer Centre.
It is also unknown at this stage the true costs that would be incurred had this proposal been progressed, given the
failure of the previous Government to include the costs required to retrofit lifts to the facility to appropriately
connect patients on level 13 to the rest of the hospital.
Under the former Government's plan, without additional investment by the Government or the private operator that
was not identified or publicly announced as part of its plan, bed based patients in the private facility were to be
transported to diagnostic services and the ICU in a goods lift shared with animals, animal waste and laboratory
supplies.
In contrast, the current Government's proposal will ensure every square metre of the VCCC including the 13th floor
is dedicated to services, education and research that will benefit all Victorians.
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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.

27 November to 10 December 2015
Western Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Melhem
Minister for Local Government
2 September 2015

ANSWER:

I thank the Member for Western Metropolitan for his question.
The Government made a pre election commitment to implement the Fair Go Rates System in its term of
government and it is getting on with the job.
A recent analysis by the MAV put the average rate increase this financial year at 3.8%, the lowest in a decade. This
demonstrates that most councils are lowering their rate rises ahead of the Fair Go Rates System start date.
To ensure a quality and well-designed framework, the Government commissioned the Essential Services
Commission (ESC) to undertake an inquiry and recommend how best to implement this policy. I also established
the Fair Go Rates Reference Group to give councils, communities and stakeholders more opportunity to have their
say on the Fair Go Rates System. The Reference Group assisted the ESC to work through the issues raised by the
submissions and advise on a system that will ensure fairer rates.
The ESC is handed its final report to the Government at the end of September 2015, one month earlier than
originally scheduled, to ensure that the Fair Go Rates framework is implemented in the 2016–17 financial year. The
Government has released its response to the ESCs recommendations, accepting almost all recommendations.
The Andrews Labor Government has engaged in a proper and open process to implement its election mandate. If
the parliament approves that mandate by passing the appropriate legislation, Victorians will have more certainty
about the largest bill they face after their mortgage repayments.

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

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Sport
15 September 2015

ANSWER:

The Colac Otway Shire Council submitted a Project Proposal to the 2016-17 Community Sports Infrastructure
Fund for the Central Reserve Redevelopment Project. Council requested a grant amount of $650 000 from the
Major Facilities category.
The Project Proposal was assessed against the eligibility and assessment criteria and was compared to other
proposals from across Victoria. The proposal was not supported to proceed to full application under the Major
Facilities Category.
I am advised that in comparison to other projects, this proposal wasn't as strong in terms of community
participation outcomes. I have been advised that some of the proposed outcomes are elite level VFL-AFL preseason games which do not align strongly with the Community Sports Infrastructure Fund. I have also been advised
that other areas of the application could have been strengthened in relation to the inclusion of lights and Council's
proposed funding contribution.
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There are a range of other funding opportunities that Council could apply to for support towards components of this
project, including the Minor Facilities and Female Friendly Facilities categories of the Community Sports
Infrastructure Fund or the recently released Country Football and Netball Program.
Colac Otway Shire Council are encouraged to continue to liaise with Sport and Recreation Victoria for further
feedback and advice on funding opportunities. Thank you for raising this matter with me.

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

Mr Morris
Minister for Education
20 October 2015

ANSWER:

Thank you for your question regarding the Portland Bay School feasibility study.
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to investing in education and school infrastructure so that every
student, including those at Portland Bay School, has access to a first class education. This has been demonstrated
through the allocation of $730 million into school facilities in the 2015-16 State Budget.
I had the opportunity to visit Portland Bay School on 22 July 2015 and discuss this issue with the Principal, Mr
Stephen Crossley, who gave me first hand insight into the infrastructure needs of the school. I understand the
importance of finding a long-term and sustainable option to resolve the accommodation issues being experienced at
Portland Bay School.
The Portland Bay School feasibility study has been completed following extensive consultation with government
schools in the Portland area, the Glenelg Shire Council and the Department of Education and Training. The study
assessed the suitability of both co-location and relocation options for Portland Bay School. Potential site options
were identified and assessed based on key criteria such as location, traffic issues, site size, access to community
organisations and long-term viability.
Portland Bay School has been provided with a summary version of this feasibility study, and the Department is
working with the school to discuss its findings.
I trust this information is of assistance.

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

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
20 October 2015

ANSWER:

Westall Road Extension from the Princes Highway East to the Monash Freeway is an important strategic link
which will provide improved accessibility to important employment and industrial precincts in the Cities of
Kingston, Monash and Greater Dandenong.
As well as relieving congestion on the surrounding road corridors, the Westall Road Extension will also play an
important role in facilitating the development of the Monash National Employment Cluster.
VicRoads advises me that it is developing a business case for the Westall Road Extension, and that once finalised,
it will seek funding in a future Roads Program.
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Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Wooldridge
Minister for Emergency Services
21 October 2015

ANSWER:

The Victorian Government greatly values the work of volunteer and career firefighters of the Eltham Country Fire
Authority (CFA) Brigade who selflessly devote their time and skills to promote the safety and wellbeing of the
community.
Regarding the opening of the Eltham fire station, CFA has advised that it is continuing to make a number of
modifications at the station.
I am advised CFA wishes to ensure that the modified station can operate efficiently as a fully integrated fire station
before resuming operations from it.
Thank you for raising this matter with me.

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

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
21 October 2015

ANSWER:

The former Coalition government significantly reduced Parks Victoria's funding between 2010 and 2014 and also
increased camping fees with no commitment to reinvest these funds.
All camping fees contribute to the ongoing maintenance of camping facilities and for services in parks managed by
Parks Victoria. Funding to upgrade parks and reserves is based on a statewide priorities schedule.
A new toilet block at Aire East Campground in Glenaire in the Great Otway National Park is scheduled for the
2015–2016 financial year.

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

Ms Fitzherbert
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
10 November 2015

ANSWER:

Parks Victoria is still negotiating with the Department of. Education and Training regarding the relocation of the
Parks Victoria office and depot in Albert Park. Parks Victoria has identified a preferred site within the park,
however, the location will be subject to final validation as part of the design process.
The proposal is for Parks Victoria to relocate from its current site by December 2016.
Funding will be provided through standard whole-of-government appropriations processes.
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South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Education
10 November 2015

ANSWER:

The Andrews Labor Government is committed to investing in education and school infrastructure, and this has
been demonstrated through the allocation of $730 million to improving school facilities in the 2015-16 State
Budget. The funding provided through the State Budget represents a crucial first step in creating the Education
State.
The timing and allocation of funding for the delivery of new schools is considered annually as part of the State
Budget process. Residential growth, demographic change and enrolment trends are analysed across Victoria to
ensure new schools are delivered in areas of highest need.
The Department of Education and Training is aware that Keysborough South is a growing community and has
recently met with the City of Greater Dandenong to discuss the long term school provision needs in the area.
I am advised that there is currently capacity in the Keysborough network, which includes Chandler Park Primary,
Wallarano Primary and Keysborough Primary, to accommodate short term growth forecasts.
The Department are reviewing local enrolment figures and population forecast data to identify when the acquisition
of a school in Keysborough South is likely to be required, in relation to other new schools needed across Victoria.

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

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Planning
11 November 2015

ANSWER:

The Victorian Government is committed to delivering a $63 million transformation of the Frankston Station
precinct to deliver a safer, more modern place of business and activity and grow investment towards the long term
vision of a revitalised Frankston city centre.
The government is working in close partnership with Frankston City Council, key stakeholders, and the community
on this project. The Hon Paul Edbrooke, MP, Member for Frankston, chaired the Frankston Station Precinct
Redevelopment Taskforce. Frankston City Council has endorsed the outcome of the Taskforce, the Frankston
Station Precinct Redevelopment Master Plan.
The Metropolitan Planning Authority (MPA) is a strategic planning agency with its role specified in the Planning
and Environment Act 1987. The MPA has worked closely with Department of Economic Development, Jobs,
Transport and Resources (DEDJTR) to assist with development of the Master Plan, including the secondment of a
senior MPA officer to support finalisation of the Master Plan.
It is not appropriate for the MPA to oversee detailed planning of an integrated public transport project with its
associated operational and construction considerations, as MPA does not have the necessary capability, resources
or authority. DEDJTR will continue to oversee the project in partnership with Council and other agencies,
including MPA, as appropriate.
I will be writing to the Federal Member for Dunkley to advise him that DEDJTR will continue to oversee the
project in partnership with Council and other agencies, including MPA, as appropriate.
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WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Tuesday, 8 December 2015
Family violence
Raised with:

Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence

Raised by:

Mr Eideh

Raised on:

7 May 2015

REPLY:
There is no issue of more importance to the Andrews Labor Government than the prevention of family violence. It
is a harm that lurks in every corner of our community, regardless of geography or status.
In early 2015, the Royal Commission into Family Violence held 44 group consultation sessions for individuals
affected by family violence and those who work closely with them. Approximately 850 people participated in the
sessions across metropolitan Melbourne and regional Victoria.
Throughout the public hearings that were held a number of stakeholders that are located in the western
metropolitan region spoke directly to the Royal Commission about their experiences, views and recommendations.
This included organisations such as the Western Community Legal Centre, McAuley Community Services for
Women, Women’s Health West, the Sunshine Magistrates’ Court and Maribyrnong City Council. The evidence
that was collected by the Royal Commission will help to guide the recommendations and contribute to the
Victorian system becoming one of best practice.
Royal Commissions shine light on an issue unlike no other and while this spotlight is vital in creating the awareness
necessary to eradicate this harm, we know it does increase demand on services. The 2015-16 Budget responds this
growth in people seeking support and provides targeted funding for those particularly vulnerable to family
violence. The Budget provides $81.3 million over five years for family violence.
In order to truly eradicate family violence, prevention initiatives are necessary. I am proud that the Andrews Labor
Government has implemented the first Victoria Against Violence campaign. Victoria Against Violence aims to turn
attention towards the devastating impact that family violence has on the lives of so many through a range of
activities held by the Victorian Labor Government, community organisations and individuals.

Local government rates
Raised with:

Minister for Local Government

Raised by:

Mr Davis

Raised on:

1 September 2015

REPLY:
The Government announced in its response to the Essential Service Commission’s final report for their Local
Government Rates Capping & Variation Framework Review, that Councils will not be charged a fee to apply to the
ESC for a higher cap in 2016.
The ESCs final report also outlines that applications have been designed to utilise existing reporting documents to
the greatest extent possible.
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Carranballac P–9 College
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Mr Finn

Raised on:

3 September 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The SFO measure was introduced in 2005, based on research undertaken by the University of Melbourne, which
found that SFO was the single biggest factor determining differences in outcomes between schools.
Further refinement of the equity funding model in 2016 will now add parental education, further strengthening the
allocation of resources to students from disadvantaged backgrounds.
From 2016, the Victorian government, as part of the Education State, will invest $158 million in equity reform
which has been designed to raise student achievement and retention and as a result Carranballac will receive an
additional $188 000.
This school has experienced a significant decline in enrolments, with 166 fewer enrolments since 2012, equating to
a decline in funding of approximately $1 million over the time. The school has also been able to maintain a bank
balance of almost $800 000 in 2015.

Hadfield Park, Wallan
Raised with:

Minister for Local Government

Raised by:

Ms Symes

Raised on:

17 September 2015

REPLY:
Thank you for your question regarding the Interface Growth Fund.
I note that the Member for Northern Victoria has been a strong advocate for this project. As with many other
investments in her region, the Members’ keen advocacy has helped secure funding for this project.
I was proud to announce that the Andrews Labor Government is investing $950 000 in the Hadfield Park Play
Space. The project will create a play space with wet and dry areas. It will be an important piece of community
infrastructure.
This significant $50 million dollar investment in the new Infrastructure Growth Fund from the Andrews Labor
Government is an initial investment towards meeting the critical infrastructure needs of communities in
Melbourne’s diverse and fast-growing outer suburbs. This funding will enable councils to begin a program of work
to deliver the types of infrastructure communities need to deliver economic benefits, provide local jobs and
improve access to services for growing communities.
I would like to again thank the Member for Northern Victoria for her advocacy and I look forward to working
closely with local members and local governments to deliver positive outcomes for communities.
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Wodonga West Primary School
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Ms Lovell

Raised on:

17 September 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
Thank you for taking the time to raise your concerns with me regarding timeframes for demolition and building
works at Wodonga West Primary School.
Demolition of the main building was completed during the school holidays, which has provided the space
necessary for construction of the school’s new facility. I am further advised that documentation for the new works
is complete. Tenders were also released on 29 October 2015, thereby enabling construction to commence in the
new year.

Oberon High School
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Ms Tierney

Raised on:

6 October 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
I thank Ms Tierney for the invitation to visit Oberon High School and I am pleased to advise that I am scheduled to
visit the school on 14 December 2015.
I commend Oberon High School for its endeavours to provide a comprehensive curriculum for its students and the
provision of diverse pathways for students including VCE, VCAL and VET programs, traineeships and new
apprenticeships. When I visited the school in July this year I observed these programs in action and talked to a
number of dedicated and enthusiastic staff and students.
The Department is conducting a review into the provision of education in the South Geelong area, and Oberon
High School will play an integral role in relation to this work. This review will assess provision and seek solutions
that will best address current and future education needs. The changing demographics, enrolment pressures and the
building of new schools will be taken into consideration.

Local government legislation review
Raised with:

Minister for Local Government

Raised by:

Mr Davis

Raised on:

7 October 2015

REPLY:
The Discussion Paper for the Local Government Act Review canvasses a wide range of ideas from an extensive
field of sources in order to promote discussion.

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
5602

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 8 December 2015

The idea referred to by Mr Davis was suggested in the Georgiou Review that was commissioned by the former
Government, of which he was a Cabinet Minister.
I appreciate Mr Davis’ feedback that the ideas of his former government are greatly concerning to small business
and I will take that into account throughout the process of the review.

Destination Rosebud
Raised with:

Minister for Local Government

Raised by:

Mr Mulino

Raised on:

20 October 2015

REPLY:
I thank the Member for Eastern Victoria for his question.
The Government is committed to supporting local councils and communities respond to the changing
demographics and growth patterns of our city and proudly initiated an Interface Growth Fund in the 2014-2015
Victorian Budget.
This is an important Government program delivering on the commitment to support the provision of much needed
community infrastructure across metropolitan Melbourne’s ten interface councils.
The fund is helping these councils on Melbourne’s urban fringe to improve, build and deliver community spaces
that matter to local residents, while creating jobs and growth.
The project, ‘Destination Rosebud’ was a worthy recipient of more than $4 million from the State Government,
supporting a total project value of $5.5 million. The initiative, ‘Destination Rosebud’ by the Mornington Peninsula
Shire Council will deliver an integrated place making project by creating a central community space, playground,
enhanced beach access and footpaths.
I would be proud to visit council and the community in early 2016 as the project takes shape, to view the delivery
of this important piece of community infrastructure that supports and enhances the Rosebud foreshore by providing
for much needed infrastructure and environmental improvements.

Cobains and Ellinbank primary schools
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Ms Shing

Raised on:

20 October 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to providing a first-class education for students, and this starts with
investing in school buildings and infrastructure.
I understand that the plumbing issues at Cobains Primary School and Ellinbank Primary School have presented
significant challenges to both schools. I am, however, pleased to confirm that $10 000 has recently been allocated
to Cobains Primary School for a new water tank, and $15 000 to Ellinbank Primary School for two new water
tanks.
I am advised that the Department of Education and Training’s South Eastern Victoria Regional Office has been in
regular contact with both schools, and that project works will soon commence. I have asked the Department to
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continue to work closely with both Cobains and Ellinbank Primary Schools throughout the delivery of the project,
to ensure that the best outcome is achieved with this funding.
I trust that the new tanks will address the schools plumbing issues, and help guarantee access to a safe and secure
water supply.

Regional and rural roads
Raised with:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety

Raised by:

Mr Purcell

Raised on:

21 October 2015

REPLY:
VicRoads advises me that an extensive program of pavement renewal was delivered successfully in this past
financial year, with many of those projects on the Henty Highway, Hamilton Highway, Hopkins Highway,
Colac-Ballarat Road, Timboon-Colac Road and Woolsthorpe-Heywood Road, renewing and strengthening
important road sections.
A similar extensive program of renewal will be delivered in the current 2015-16 financial year, with further sites on
the Hamilton Highway, Timboon-Colac Road, Colac-Ballarat Road and the Princes Highway to the west of
Heywood being rebuilt. Along with sites on a major port access route to Corio Quay in Geelong, sites on the
Geelong — Portarlington Road and Portarlington-Queenscliff Road, on the Bellarine Peninsula, are all being
rebuilt to carry large, modern, freight vehicles, now and into the future. Construction on many of these projects is
expected to commence soon and continue over the summer period.
These projects are in addition to an extensive annual program of major repairs and resurfacing that is currently
being delivered across the region.

St Andrews Primary School
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Ms Symes

Raised on:

21 October 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to investing in education and school infrastructure, and this has
been demonstrated through the allocation of $730 million to school facilities in the 2015-16 State Budget. This
represents a crucial first step in creating the Education State, and we will continue to invest in school infrastructure
throughout this term of government.
As Minister for Education, I appreciate the significant role local schools play within rural communities. I am
therefore delighted to confirm that St Andrews Primary School will receive $30 000 to upgrade the school’s
outdoor play area. These funds will ensure the playground continues to benefit school students and the local
community.
I have asked the Department of Education and Training to continue to work with St Andrews Primary School to
determine the scope of the project and ensure a smooth and timely completion. I feel certain that this funding will
help achieve an outcome which further supports the school’s engagement with the community and the high
educational ideals of the St Andrews teaching staff.
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Regional and rural roads
Raised with:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety

Raised by:

Ms Bath

Raised on:

21 October 2015

REPLY:
It is important that the Government keeps as many of our roads open for business as possible. With this in mind,
the Andrews Labor Government has guaranteed funding of at least $1 billion over eight years for the upgrade and
repair of unsafe and congested roads and level crossings across regional Victoria. The Government is also
committed to working with local councils to identify road infrastructure needs in local communities.
To support this commitment, the Government recently announced more than $35.8 million to strengthen bridges in
country Victoria and $50 million for the Safer Country Crossings Program. This funding will go towards
strengthening bridges along major regional freight corridors and improving safety at 52 regional level crossings.
This key investment will assist economic development and will grow jobs across Victoria.
The Federal Government also provides direct funding to local councils for the maintenance of local roads and
bridges. These programs include the Roads to Recovery Program and the Bridge Renewal Program. The Federal
Government also provides financial assistance grants to local councils that can be used for roads and for general
purposes.
The objective of this program is for the Federal Government to contribute to the maintenance of local roads. The
focus of the program is on improving road safety, increasing productivity and improving social outcomes.
Under the program, direct funding to local councils is distributed according to a formula based on population and
road length set by the Local Government Grants Commissions in each state and the Northern Territory. Each
council’s Roads to Recovery allocation is fixed for the life of the program. Untied grants for local roads are part of
annual financial assistance grants to councils.

Youth policy
Raised with:

Minister for Youth Affairs

Raised by:

Mr Eideh

Raised on:

21 October 2015

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to addressing the specific needs of and improving outcomes for all
young Victorians.
The new whole of government Youth Policy Framework will amplify the voices of young people in all areas of
government policy development to help address the hurdles and problems confronting disadvantaged and
vulnerable young people.
As part of the consultation process for the Youth Policy Framework, young people were asked to share their
thoughts on a range of core issues, including health and mental health, education, public transport, employment,
recreation and issues of participation and inclusion. The consultation process also provided the opportunity for
young people to raise other issues that are important to them, thereby helping to set the agenda for the
Government’s youth policy priorities.
The Department received 161 responses from young people within the Western Metropolitan Region to the Youth
Central survey. This included a broad demographic representation with 7 per cent identifying as Aboriginal or
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Torres Strait Islander, 18 per cent with a disability, 19 per cent identifying as LGBTI, and 14 per cent culturally and
linguistically diverse.
These young people have identified education, mental health and employment as their top issues, as well as
discrimination, marginalisation and belonging. There has been overwhelming support from these young people to
continue to be heard, with 93 per cent stating they would be interested in working alongside government to tackle
these issues.
In addition, two young people from the Western Metropolitan Region are represented on the government’s youth
reference group. The Department has also funded non-government organisations to consult with young people in
the west, including Scouts Victoria in Sydenham and Melbourne City Mission in Sunshine.

myki fares
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Ms Patten

Raised on:

22 October 2015

REPLY:
In Melbourne, concession passengers pay a maximum of $3.76 per day to travel anywhere in Zones 1+2. The daily
fare cap is a significant benefit of Melbourne’s ticketing system, and avoids the situation that occurs in many other
Australian cities where passengers can be charged multiple times over the course of a day.
When a myki is touched on, a 2 hour ‘product’ is created. This allows unlimited travel in the zone(s) travelled in for
two hours. Provided a customer touches on prior to the expiry of their product, they may complete their journey
after the expiry time of their ticket. For example, a passenger who first touches on at 2.15pm, can board services
until 4.15pm.
In addition, passengers who first touch on after 6pm can travel until 3am for the cost of a 2-hour fare.

Maryborough Education Centre
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Ms Tierney

Raised on:

22 October 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian Government is committed to investment in education and school infrastructure. We believe that
every student deserves the best possible environment in which to learn, and that is why $730 million was provided
in the 2015-16 State Budget to help achieve this.
I am advised that the Department of Education and Training has been working closely with Maryborough
Education Centre regarding solutions to improve its school grounds and enhance the overall outdoor amenity. I am
pleased to confirm that $250 000 has recently been allocated to the school for ground works and landscaping.
While I understand that Maryborough Education Centre may have additional needs that extend beyond this, I trust
that this funding is an important step in the redress of what remains a challenging outdoor situation.
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Regional and rural roads
Raised with:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety

Raised by:

Mr Morris

Raised on:

22 October 2015

REPLY:
VicRoads advises me that the major roads carrying timber to the Port of Portland, such as the Princes Highway
West, Henty Highway, Portland-Casterton Road, Portland-Nelson Road and Woolsthorpe-Heywood Road, are
declared arterial roads managed and maintained by VicRoads under the Road Management Act 2004.
Consequently, they did not qualify for funding under the previous Country Roads and Bridges program, as it
targeted local council roads, not arterial roads.
VicRoads also advises me that an extensive program of pavement renewal was successfully delivered in this past
financial year, with many of those projects on the Henty Highway, Hamilton Highway, Hopkins Highway,
Colac-Ballarat Road, Timboon-Colac Road and Woolsthorpe-Heywood Road renewing and strengthening
important road sections.
A similar extensive program of renewal will be delivered in the current 2015-16 financial year, with further sites on
the Hamilton Highway, Timboon-Colac Road, Colac-Ballarat Road and the Princes Highway to the west of
Heywood being rebuilt. Along with sites on a major port access route to Corio Quay in Geelong, sites on the
Geelong — Portarlington Road and Portarlington-Queenscliff Road, on the Bellarine Peninsula, are all being
rebuilt to carry large, modern, freight vehicles, now and into the future. Construction on many of these projects is
expected to commence soon.
These projects are in addition to an extensive annual program of major repairs and resurfacing that is currently
being delivered across the region.
VicRoads advises me that, in conjunction with scientists from the Australian Road Research Board (ARRB), it is
currently undertaking detailed modelling of Victoria’s arterial road network to predict future performance against
various funding scenarios. This will enable optimised and better targeted annual works programs to be delivered
more effectively.
In the meantime, VicRoads will continue to inspect and monitor the road and perform maintenance works as
needed. In addition, proposals for undertaking further pavement strengthening or resurfacing will be developed as
required.

Sunbury rail crossing
Raised with:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety

Raised by:

Mr Finn

Raised on:

22 October 2015

REPLY:
In its capacity as a key stakeholder, VicRoads has been working closely with the Metropolitan Planning Authority
on the development of the Sunbury South and Lancefield Road Precinct Structure Plans.
The development of these Precinct Structure Plans includes investigating opportunities that would improve
connectivity between the established areas of Sunbury and its growth areas.
The Sunbury South Precinct Structure Plan outlines a potential crossing of the railway line to the south of the
Sunbury Town Centre, and the Lancefield Road Precinct Structure Plan outlines two potential crossings of the
railway line to the north-east of the Sunbury Town Centre.

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Tuesday, 8 December 2015

COUNCIL

5607

Further information on the structure planning in Sunbury is available from the Metropolitan Planning Authority’s
website <mpa.vic.gov.aux>

Albert Park Primary School
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Ms Fitzherbert

Raised on:

22 October 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
Albert Park Primary School approached the City of Port Phillip Council, the Department of Education and Training
and the Member for Albert Park regarding a proposed site extension. It is seeking an opportunity to utilise an
additional section of road, primarily the intersection of Moubray Street and Bridport Street West, following its
closure.
I am advised that productive discussions have been held between the school, Council, and representatives from the
Department on this issue.
On Friday 27 November the Member for Albert Park announced the Government is funding a traffic study to
expedite the road closure process.
The chronic lack of investment in school capital across the state by the previous government has left schools
struggling to deal with enrolment pressures-including schools in Albert Park.
The Andrews Labor Government is not only investing in two new primary schools for the community, but will
continue to work productively with existing schools regarding their needs.

Health system performance
Raised with:

Minister for Health

Raised by:

Ms Wooldridge

Raised on:

10 November 2015

REPLY:
The Victorian Government is committed to being open and transparent about the elective surgery occurring in our
health services. The Victorian Health Services Performance Report released on 30 October 2015 demonstrated that
waiting times for surgery were reduced for the last quarter. Over 80 per cent of elective surgery undertaken in
Victorian public hospitals is captured in these waiting list reports.
Small health services, such as those in rural locations, are currently not required to report elective surgery waiting
list data due to the significant resources needed to do so. The performance of these health services is monitored to
ensure smaller health services continue to deliver high quality surgical care.
My department is considering the future requirements for health services not currently reporting and will work with
organisations to ensure all data and policy requirements are fully met before this information is included in public
reports. The importance of elective surgery waiting list data warrants a well-considered, coordinated approach to
any changes or expansion.
In addition, these non reporting services are not excluded from the one off funding made available to provide more
surgery for public patients. In fact a number of them including South West Healthcare have benefitted this year.
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Unlike the former Liberal Government that cut $1 billion from the Victorian health system, the Andrews Labor
Government is committed to investing in health. As a result of the 2015-16 State Budget hospitals right across
Victoria have benefited from the additional $2.1 billion investment in health. This includes an extra $5.5 million in
funding for South West Healthcare; an extra $13.4 million for Albury Wodonga Health; and an extra $6.5 million
for Mildura Base Hospital.

Goulburn Valley Health
Raised with:

Minister for Health

Raised by:

Ms Lovell

Raised on:

10 November 2015

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to enhancing Goulburn Valley Health and its capacity to fulfil its
role as regional health services for the Hume region.
Planning for future services, by its nature, takes time to ensure that the right decisions are made and that the correct
processes are followed. This starts with a detailed analysis of health service needs for the region. Recognising this,
Goulburn Valley Health completed a service plan, which was released in June this year.
The service plan acknowledges that the level of community demand for emergency services has significantly
increased and will continue to grow. The service plan also notes that a priority for redevelopment will be an
improvement of timely access to emergency care and enhanced patient experience through strengthening service
capacity and doubling the treatment space capacity.
Following completion of service planning for Goulburn Valley Health, capital planning consultants have been
engaged to develop a robust and achievable masterplan and feasibility study for the Shepparton campus of
Goulburn Valley Health.
Meanwhile, the Department of Health and Human Services is supporting health services to implement a range of
strategies to improve patient flow in the emergency department and the timeliness of commencement of patient
treatment. These strategies include implementing new models of care, such as Goulburn Valley Health’s new short
stay observation unit, which provides an alternative to admission to an inpatient bed, fast tracking of low acuity
patients and supporting alternative care options for patients attending the emergency department.
I am pleased to advise the Member for Northern Victoria that the first meeting of the Community Advisory Group
was held at Goulburn Valley Health on the evening of Monday 16 November 2015. I note that the next scheduled
meeting of the Community Advisory Group will be held on the evening of 14 December 2015 and will take the
form of an open community forum.
Again, I thank you, and the community of Shepparton, for your interest in shaping the future of health service
developments within the community.

Bayswater level crossing
Raised with:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety

Raised by:

Mr Leane

Raised on:

10 November 2015

REPLY:
The Bayswater Level Crossing Removal Project will significantly improve cycling and pedestrian facilitates in
Bayswater by filling in missing gaps in the existing cycling and walking paths in the, area. The project scope
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includes the construction of a shared user path that will provide unimpeded access to Bayswater Station from the
popular Dandenong Creek Trail via the construction of a new cycling and pedestrian bridge over the rail corridor
and an underpass under the Mountain Highway on the Ringwood to Belgrave Rail Trail.
The Knox City Council and VicRoads have worked closely together on the final configuration of the Mountain
Highway through the Bayswater Activity Centre to alter its current formation to provide two lanes each way along
the Mountain Highway, in addition to a bicycle lane and increased space for pedestrians through the strip shopping
centre. This will ensure that the removal of the level crossing on the Mountain Highway will significantly benefit
bicycle users, improve pedestrian connectivity and give the strip shopping centre a much needed lift while
improving the safety for all road users.
This option better meets the strategic context of VicRoads’ Smart Roads Framework, with the Bayswater Activity
Area along the Mountain Highway as a designated Pedestrian Priority Area and a Bicycle Priority Route. These
works will allow the vision in the Knox City Council’s Structure Plan 2005 to ensure that “Pedestrians, cyclists and
public transport users have priority over cars, and movement to and within the centre by all modes of transport is
easy” is delivered.
The removal of the level crossing on Scoresby Road will significantly improve conditions for traffic on this priority
traffic route. This means that the Bayswater Level Crossing Removal Project will deliver benefits for all modes of
transport via a fully integrated solution with train users, bus patrons, cyclists, pedestrians and motorists all
benefiting from this project.

Bacchus Marsh traffic management plan
Raised with:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety

Raised by:

Mr Ramsay

Raised on:

10 November 2015

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to the Bacchus Marsh Traffic Improvement Package and is
currently seeking a funding contribution from the Federal Government to enable the works to be delivered.
In July 2015, I wrote to the Deputy Prime Minister, the Hon Warren Truss MP, to seek an agreement to the
reallocation of the federal savings from the current Commonwealth Infrastructure Investment Programme to fund
the Bacchus Marsh Traffic Improvements Package.

Grand Final Friday
Raised with:

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade

Raised by:

Mr Morris

Raised on:

10 November 2015

REPLY:
The Government made a clear commitment prior to the 2014 election to introduce the Friday before the AFL
Grand Final as a public holiday. I acknowledge that there is opposition to the public holiday, however the
Government did not commit to the new public holiday for the purposes of economic stimulus. We govern for all
Victorians, and made an election commitment to give Victorian families more quality time with friends, family and
loved ones.
Furthermore, we made the conscious decision to not place any trading restrictions on any business, so those who
chose to open were able to do so.
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School asbestos removal
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Ms Lovell

Raised on:

11 November 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government’s top priority is student and staff safety.
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to investing in school infrastructure and has allocated $730 million
in the 2015-16 State Budget to build, upgrade and maintain schools across the state. This funding represents a
crucial first step in creating the Education State.
Our first Budget provided $42 million as part of an extensive $100 million asbestos-removal program. This is a
significant increase from the $7.5 million allocated under the previous government. This program represents the
first phase in the Government’s commitment to remove asbestos from government schools.
The program involves a state-wide audit to identify and prioritise those school buildings containing asbestos,
remove all hazards posing an immediate risk, and retire asbestos-containing relocatable classrooms.
As a result of this audit program, all schools will have an audit no more than three years old. Any damaged or
exposed asbestos containing materials identified during the audits is immediately removed.
Schools that receive capital works funding have all asbestos removed from within the construction zone of a
project.
The Department has an Asbestos Management Co-ordinator, which operates a 24-hour telephone hotline. The
Asbestos Management Co-ordinator provides schools with expert advice and can arrange site inspections,
assessments and any necessary removal works.
If a school has concerns about the condition of asbestos, it should contact the hotline for immediate and expert
support.
Funding provided through the State Budget represents a crucial first step in creating the Education State, and we
will continue to invest in school infrastructure throughout this term of government.

National assessment program — literacy and numeracy
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Ms Pennicuik

Raised on:

11 November 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The VCAA is the Test Administration Authority for all Victorian schools and school sectors.
After a competitive tender process, NCS Pearson was appointed as the VCAA’s lead contractor for the services
listed in my previous response on this matter.
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The VCAA and the DET treat matters of this nature very seriously and a rigorous procurement process was
undertaken as part of the tender process prior to the awarding of the NAPLAN contract. All tenderers were required
to nominate whether or not any of their employees or officers had any conflicts of interest related to the project.
Prior to being awarded the contract, NCS Pearson advised the VCAA in writing that they had no existing or
anticipated interests, relationships or clients which may give rise to a conflict of interest.
NCS Pearson’s response also stated that should a future conflict of interest arise, the personnel involved would be
excluded from any involvement in the delivery of the contract. This response was signed by NCS Pearson’s
Managing Director and any breaches of the contract would be vigorously pursued by the VCAA.
The VCAA has neither discovered nor been informed of any conflict of interest related to NAPLAN contracts to
this time.
In addition to the assurances provided by NCS Pearson and the checks undertaken as part of the procurement
process, national-and school-level results data are published annually by ACARA. This information is
comprehensive and highly detailed and readily available in the public domain.

Kalianna School Bendigo
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Ms Lovell

Raised on:

12 November 2015

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to ensuring that all of Victoria’s children and young people,
including those with disabilities, have access to a supportive school system and the best possible learning
opportunities. I would like to acknowledge the contribution to this goal made by the staff of Kalianna School who
provide their students with a positive and inclusive learning environment.
The Government is aware that many schools, including Kalianna School, have capital works and maintenance
needs. This is why the Government has used its first Education State Budget to allocate $730 million to build,
upgrade and maintain school infrastructure across the state. As part of this funding, Kalianna has received
$1 million for completion of a masterplan for the extension and redevelopment of the school’s specialist facilities.
In regard to the school’s more immediate maintenance needs, Kalianna has been allocated $233 000 as part of the
2015-16 Planned Maintenance Program. The School will also benefit from the Government’s new equity funding
model which delivers an additional $158 million in targeted funding per year to address the needs of Victoria’s
most disadvantaged students. Under this fairer model, Kalianna School will now receive $443 273 in equity
funding for the 2016 school year, which is $220 619 more than the school received in 2015.

Special religious instruction
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Dr Carling-Jenkins

Raised on:

12 November 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
SRI has had a long history in Victorian government schools, and this change does not seek to downplay its
important place in many school communities. Moving SRI to non-curriculum time strikes the balance between
ensuring that SRI is still able to be delivered in schools where there is parent demand and available resources, and
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giving all children and young people access to the full amount of curriculum delivery time, which is critical for
Victoria as the Education State.
Schools offering SRI, either at lunchtime or before or after school, will continue to provide an appropriate space for
the program and teacher supervision required for the session. SRI remains a school-based extra-curricular activity
and the change to the scheduling of SRI does not alter the current duty of care and insurance responsibilities.
Religion does have a unique and valued place in Victoria’s history and in our contemporary society. In recognition
of this importance, the Victorian government has introduced new curriculum requirements to ensure students learn
about global cultures, ethics, traditions and faiths and to build strong and respectful relationships.
The new curriculum will be taught by qualified teachers, who will receive training and guidance to deliver the new
content across four existing curriculum areas: Civics and Citizenship, Ethical Understanding, Intercultural
Understanding, and Personal and Social Capability.
These changes are an example of the rich, contemporary education that Victorians can expect from our government
schools. They reflect the importance of religion and ethics in our society and ensure that all school students,
regardless of their background or faith, can learn about the ideas and values that define a modern, multicultural
Victoria.

Police resources
Raised with:

Minister for Police

Raised by:

Mr O’Donohue

Raised on:

12 November 2015

REPLY:
I appreciate your concerns regarding police resources in the Mooroolbark area. The government recognises that a
well-resourced police force, with a strong commitment to community engagement and policing, is critical to
keeping communities safe.
In May 2010, the Labor Government committed funding for an additional 1966 police to the frontline which has
included an increase of 58 police in the Eastern Region Division 2, which covers the Yarra Ranges Police Service
Area.
Since coming to office in November 2014, the Andrews Government has funded almost 700 additional police
personnel reflecting the Governments commitment to work with the Chief Commissioner to ensure we provide the
resources to police that will keep our community safe. Our continued investment in policing has seen a record
$2.5 billion budget for Victoria Police in 2015/16 to continue their important work.
The Government recently announced funding to nearly double Victoria Police’s counter terrorism investigative
capacity. This new investment will fund 88 counter terrorism specialists, including 40 dedicated sworn officers, as
well as intelligence experts, forensic analysts, and equipment.
The Government is investing $148.6 million over four years to free up 400 police to undertake frontline duties
protecting our community where they are needed. This will occur by recruiting, training and deploying 400 custody
officers to initially supervise prisoners at around 22 police stations across Victoria.
Victoria Police takes the safety of its employees extremely seriously. The organisation has introduced an
Operational Safety policy to enhance the safety and well-being of all employees. The Safety Policy was developed
in consultation with police officers and The Police Association and focuses on operational safety equipment, single
officer activities and the security of marked police vehicles.
Police are encouraged to conduct risk assessments before and throughout their duties and apply a consistent and
common sense approach when responding to operational responsibilities.
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As you would expect, the government works closely with the Chief Commissioner to ensure Victoria Police is
appropriately resourced to tackle law and order issues facing the 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 operational need. This
includes the installation of security measures, such as anti-jump barriers, which are prioritised based on risk
assessments.
I note your concerns regarding temporary closures of reception facilities at Mooroolbark Police Station. With the
increase of the threat level against police facilities and employees, Victoria Police advises it is required to roster
police members to work in pairs to maintain police reception duties. Where this is not possible, police reception
facilities may be required to close temporarily to ensure the safety of police members.
Victoria Police advises that police continue to provide a 24 hour police response to the Mooroolbark community,
including patrols across the area. In all cases where a person has immediate concerns about their safety or the safety
of others, or an offence is in progress, the matter should be reported to Victoria Police through the emergency
number ‘000’. Calls made to ‘000’ are processed and responded to by the closest appropriate police personnel.

Port of Hastings
Raised with:

Minister for Ports

Raised by:

Mr Mulino

Raised on:

12 November 2015

REPLY:
The Government is committed to ensuring Victoria plans ahead for the future capacity and efficient operation of
Victoria’s commercial ports to support ongoing economic growth.
The Port of Hastings is well suited to meet some of Victoria’s future bulk capacity needs. The port had 65 ship
visits in 2014-15 for exports/imports as well as a further 9 ships including rig tenders and project cargo ships. There
is significant capacity at the Port of Hastings for increased ship visits.
The Port of Hastings will continue to service bulk needs of the State and is very much ‘open for business’. The Port
of Hastings is an existing, operating port which currently handles the import and export of oil and gas products. The
port has existing infrastructure including the Crib Point liquid berths, the Long Island Point liquid berth, the
BlueScope Steel jetty and the Stony Point facilities. These port operations will continue to service Victoria for the
foreseeable future.
I welcome the opportunity to visit the port of Hastings with yourself to discuss future development opportunities at
the port and for related industries.

Derrimut Hotel
Raised with:

Minister for Police

Raised by:

Mr Finn

Raised on:

12 November 2015

REPLY:
The Victorian Government is committed to a well-resourced police force, with a strong commitment to community
engagement and policing. In May 2010, the Labor Government committed funding for an additional 1966 police to
the frontline. This led to an increase of 147 police in North West Metro Region Division 3, which includes the
Brimbank police service area.
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Since coming to office in November 2014, the Andrews Government has funded almost 700 additional police
personnel reflecting the Government’s commitment to work with the Chief Commissioner to ensure we provide the
resources to police that will keep our community safe.
Our continued investment in policing has seen a record $2.5 billion budget for Victoria Police in 2015/16 to
continue their important work.
The Government recently announced funding to nearly double Victoria Police’s counter terrorism investigative
capacity. This new investment will fund 88 counter terrorism specialists, including 40 dedicated sworn officers, as
well as intelligence experts, forensic analysts, and equipment.
The Government is also investing $148.6 million over four years to free up 400 police to undertake frontline duties
protecting our community where they are needed. This will occur by recruiting, training and deploying 400 custody
officers to initially supervise prisoners at around 22 police stations across Victoria.
As you would expect, the government works closely with the Chief Commissioner to ensure Victoria Police is
appropriately resourced to tackle law and order issues facing the Victorian community, including family violence
and the use of ice and other illicit drugs. These issues remain a key focus for Victoria Police.
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.
The decision of how and where resources are deployed is appropriately a matter for the Chief Commissioner.
Under Victorian law, I cannot direct the Chief Commissioner about the allocation or deployment of police officers
to or at particular locations in accordance with section 10 of the Victoria Police Act 2013.
Victoria Police is working with the Brimbank City Council targeting community crime prevention responses to
local amenity issues and patron behaviour, which impact on the local community and perceptions of safety.
I am advised that Sunshine police conduct regular operations to target local issues in the area. In particular, police
are preparing several operations that will include stakeholder involvement to tackle the public order issues
surrounding the Derrimut Hotel and the Sunshine Central Business District (CBD).
In addition, police recently conducted an audit of the Pollard Gardens, adjacent to the Derrimut Hotel. The audit
outcomes will assist local police and the council in planning future operations and the long tern plan for the park
and surrounding areas.
I understand that the recently signed Brimbank Liquor Accord has assisted in developing improved stakeholder
relationships between Victoria Police, Brimbank liquor licensees, the Victorian Commission for Gambling and
Liquor Regulation (VCGLR) and other community stakeholders, resulting in increased responses to licensing
issues.
I also note that as of 12 September 2015, the Sunshine CBD was declared a designated area in which the
consumption of alcohol is currently prohibited. Councils have the power to ban both the consumption of alcohol
and the possession of alcohol in unsealed containers in specified areas within their municipal boundaries. I confirm
that Victoria Police assists local councils in enforcing such local laws.
Police are encouraging all venue operators, local traders and patrons in the Brimbank region to work proactively to
implement initiatives to address alcohol-related problems in the area.
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Make Moe Glow
Raised with:

Minister for Tourism and Major Events

Raised by:

Ms Bath

Raised on:

12 November 2015

REPLY:
Thank you for your adjournment of 12 November regarding the work of Make Moe Glow Inc.
I commend Make Moe Glow Inc on the work it’s doing to help promote and support tourism in the region. I
understand this work has included distributing 9000 visitor guides for Moe, with a further 10 000 on the way.
As you may be aware, I was recently in the Gippsland area, where I had the pleasure of visiting several tourist
attractions, including Narkoojee Winery and Cowwarr Art Space. It was also my pleasure to see the new Moe
Group Bookings publication during this trip.
I am unable to return to the region this year, but have asked the Parliamentary Secretary for Tourism and Major
Events Danielle Green to add Make Moe Glow Inc to her itinerary should she visit the region in coming months.
The Andrews Labor Government understands the importance of Victoria’s tourism industry, particularly to
regional economies such as Moe’s. Tourism creates jobs and brings much needed expenditure to regional areas.
That’s why we’ve committed $3 million to the most ambitious regional tourism campaign this State has seen, to be
rolled out in 2016.
The creation of Visit Victoria, which will combine Tourism Victoria with the Victorian Major Events Company
with a dedicated conventions arm, will ensure Victoria stays ahead of our competitors in attracting events and
visitors.
I have written to Make Moe Glow Inc wishing it the best of luck with emerging tourism projects in the region,
including the proposed Chinese Garden at the Moe Botanic Gardens and the planned upgrade to the Blue Rock
Motor Cycle facility.
I have encouraged the organisation to work with the local Regional Tourism Board on these projects.
I look forward to visiting these assets when I next travel to the Moe region.

Maiden Gully Primary School
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Ms Lovell

Raised on:

25 November 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian Government is committed to investing in education and school infrastructure, and this has been
demonstrated through the allocation of $730 million to school facilities in the 2015-16 State Budget. This funding
represents a crucial first step in creating the Education State, and we will continue to invest in school infrastructure
throughout this term of government.
Ensuring school premises are safe and secure is a shared responsibility between schools and the Department.
Where urgent maintenance or repair issues occur that are beyond the school’s budget capacity to remedy, and
which directly impact on student or staff safety, an application for funding can be made under the Department’s
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Emergency Management Program. I would encourage the school to contact their regional office for further
assistance or advice.
The Government is aware that Maiden Gully Primary School, as with many other schools in Victoria, may have
capital and maintenance needs. Our ongoing challenge is to responsibly balance and prioritise the infrastructure
needs of over 1500 government schools. Maiden Gully Primary School’s infrastructure needs will be considered
throughout the State Budget process and when determining future priorities for the Government’s capital works
program.

Safe Schools program
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Dr Carling-Jenkins

Raised on:

25 November 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
Students and staff deserve to feel safe at school. Nobody deserves to be bullied and every person deserves to be
understood and respected.
I would like to take this opportunity to reassure Dr Carling-Jenkins that the Safe Schools Coalition program is
among a suite of programs and resources that teach our students life skills in building resilience and respectful
relationships.
The Andrews Labor Government is making Victoria the Education State by ensuring that every community has
access to great schools, supporting our teachers and principals to be their best, and ensuring that every student
experiences the chance to succeed, in learning and in life. That is why the Government has recently introduced
respectful relationships education into the Victorian Curriculum from next year.
The suite of resources developed by the Department of Education and Training are available to all Victorian
schools, and include Bully Stoppers, the Building Resilience Social and Emotional Learning materials, and the
Building Respectful Relationships: Stepping Out Against Gender-Based Violence resource. These resources and
programs also equip young people with the skills they need to live happy and healthy lives, and to play their part in
building respectful relationships and communities.
In many ways the RULER program has the same focus as the programs and materials I have just described.
Victorian government schools make their own decisions on which programs and resources they would like to use in
educating students about the important values of respect, fairness and equity.

Aurora School
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Mr Leane

Raised on:

26 November 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian and Commonwealth Governments have signed a Bilateral Agreement to roll out the National
Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) across Victoria. The Agreement is an important milestone in the development
of the NDIS and outlines how the Scheme will roll out across Victoria from 1 July 2016.
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It is anticipated the NDIS will provide an opportunity to double the disability services workforce and drive
opportunities for jobs for both participants and their carers, boosting economic growth across Victoria, particularly
in regional areas.
I am informed that the Department of Education and Training is working with Aurora School, at the invitation of
the school principal, to identify any implications of the NDIS for the early intervention program run by the school
and to ensure that the school is supported in its planning for and delivery of its programs and services into the
future.
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appropriate ministers.

Wednesday, 9 December 2015
Poppy cultivation
Raised with:

Minister for Agriculture

Raised by:

Mr Purcell

Raised on:

16 September 2015

REPLY:
Thank you for raising this question regarding the poppy industry in Victoria. I note your interest in Sun
Pharmaceutical Industries (Sun Pharma) and its opiate interests in the state, particularly its recent acquisition of the
Glaxo Smith Kline processing plant at Port Fairy.
I assure you that the Victorian Government remains committed to working closely with Sun Pharma and other key
industry stakeholders to explore development options for this important industry. In many respects, 2014 was a
‘trial’ year for commercial poppy growing. Plantings in Victoria were on a relatively small scale and cropping
success was mixed. However, indications for the 2015-16 season are that there will be significantly larger areas
planted and that this pattern will continue.
Naturally, the Victorian Government and the pharmaceutical companies are also very mindful of working with the
Australian Government to fulfil important commitments to the International Narcotics Control Board and the
Single Convention on Narcotic Drugs 1961. These commitments include ensuring the security of poppy crops and
ensuring poppy production does not exceed limits set by the International Narcotics Control Board.
I agree with your sentiments about the potential of this industry in Victoria and to this end the Department of
Economic Development Jobs Transport and Resources continues to interact with and meet with key players in this
industry and has invested significant staff resources to assist this industry to develop. I would also welcome an
opportunity to meet with Sun Pharma — and of course the other key industry personnel in this space, to discuss
developmental options for this important industry.

Kangaroo control
Raised with:

Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water

Raised by:

Mr Drum

Raised on:

10 November 2015

REPLY:
Kangaroos are a protected species in Victoria however, they can impact on agriculture and other assets, competing
with livestock for pasture, damaging crops and causing landholders and managers to suffer financial losses.
The Authority to Control Wildlife (ATCW) system enables affected landholders to apply to the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP) for an ATCW permit to control kangaroos when there is a
demonstrated need to protect their property or assets from damage.
The ATCW system seeks to achieve a balance between the conservation of native wildlife, the mitigation of
property damage and the protection of human health and safety.
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DELWP officers work with landholders and managers to advise on kangaroo control methods, to determine
appropriate numbers that should be controlled under an ATCW permit and to encourage coordinated approaches
between neighbours for more effective management.
Officers from DELWP Regional Services will continue to work closely with Mr Storey regarding the impacts
kangaroos are having on his property, including inspecting the damage and issuing permits to control kangaroos as
required.

City of Brimbank
Raised with:

Minister for Local Government

Raised by:

Mr Eideh

Raised on:

11 November 2015

REPLY:
The return to elected councillors is an important milestone for the Brimbank community.
I also place on record my appreciation of the performance of the Administrators who have been acting as Council
and who over the period of administration have successfully completed a range of significant community projects.
I advise I have met with Mr Watson the Chair of the Administrators and with the previous CEO Mr Jaboor in
February this year to emphasise with them the need to fully prepare the community for the return of elected
councillors.
I am advised that they have put in place a framework to do just that-through a comprehensive Return of Councillors
Framework to facilitate the transition process which includes an election preparation plan, a communications plan,
an election plan and an induction plan for incoming councillors.
This is in addition to an innovative leadership and engagement program that has been held over a number of years
aimed at developing community leaders within the municipality-this has been a longstanding and successful
program with over 400 participants.
More recently the council has commenced running information sessions that will continue into 2016 ensuring
interested persons can learn about council processes and consider standing for election.
The council has also commenced late this year an awareness campaign designed to continually remind the
community that the return to elected councillors is coming in 2016 and encouraging them to contact council offices
if they have questions about how to be involved.
This campaign includes regular advertisements in local newspapers under the banner Brimbank Votes.
These steps have to be seen alongside the Government’s enactment of the Local Government Amendment
(Improved Governance) Act 1989 which includes measures to improve the election process and to improve
councillor standards of behaviour.
Together this new legislation and the steps taken by the Brimbank Administrators will ensure an orderly and
successful return to democracy in Brimbank.
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Melbourne Metro rail project
Raised with:

Treasurer

Raised by:

Mr Davis

Raised on:

24 November 2015

REPLY:
Melbourne Metro Rail Project will create significant benefits for Melbourne, reflecting the project’s city shaping
nature. Given the scale of investment, the Government is seeking an appropriate funding contribution from the
Commonwealth Government. The State Government will also investigate commercial value capture opportunities.
The allocation of funding of $1.56 billion in the forward estimates in the 2015-16 Budget for the Melbourne Metro
Rail Project represents the funding profile for the next four years only. The Government will consider the final
Business Case for the Melbourne Metro Rail Project in early 2016. Further funding for this project beyond the
current forward estimates will obviously be provided for this project.
The Melbourne Metro Rail Authority is looking to leverage development and commercial opportunities from this
project.
Currently, there are no proposals before Government to introduce a property based levy or tax in relation to this
project.

Brimbank planning scheme
Raised with:

Minister for Planning

Raised by:

Mr Eideh

Raised on:

26 November 2015

REPLY:
On 25 November 2015 I approved Amendment C105 to the Brimbank Planning Scheme which applies the Activity
Centre Zone to the Sunshine town centre.
The new zoning communicates a strong message to the public and potential investors that the Sunshine town centre
is an identified location for investment and growth. Extensive private and public development is expected to take
place within the Sunshine Activity Centre Zone over the next 20 years. It will be a mix of high-density residential,
retail and commercial uses in locations well serviced by existing transport infrastructure. The approval of the
amendment is anticipated to enable some $300 million of development that was prohibited by the previous
industrial land zoning.
The amendment includes a Development Contributions Plan Overlay across the town centre, providing a funding
stream for community services, improved connectivity and revitalised public spaces.
The new zone will take effect when the amendment is gazetted, which is anticipated to be before the end of 2015.
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Thursday, 10 December 2015
Bass Valley Children’s Centre
Raised with:

Minister for Families and Children

Raised by:

Ms Shing

Raised on:

25 November 2015

REPLY:
The Minister for Families and Children: I am informed as follows:
Education is the Andrews Labor Government’s number one priority. This is why we have committed $50 million
over four years to support local governments and other service providers to invest in early childhood infrastructure.
This investment will support the provision of high quality early years programs for children and their families by
increasing infrastructure capacity to deliver kindergarten programs for children in the year before school.
I would like to commend the work of the Bass Coast Shire Council in providing an excellent early-years service to
the children of the area. It is a testament to the passionate commitment of all involved that the services provided
strive to break a cycle of social disadvantage.
I am delighted to confirm that the Bass Coast Shire Council has been successful in receiving a grant of $900 000 as
part of the 2015 Children’s Facilities Capital Program. They have now been invited to submit a full application of
their project to progress the works.
As the local Member, I congratulate you on working with Council and your local communities to achieve the best
outcome for families and children in Corinella. This project will provide improved services to a number of rural,
isolated townships of Bass Coast Shire.
I recognise that access to high quality early years services are central to giving every Victorian child the best start in
life and I look forward to hearing about the continuing good work of the community and Council of Bass Coast
Shire.

Motorsports
Raised with:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety

Raised by:

Mr Bourman

Raised on:

25 November 2015

REPLY:
I thank the member for his adjournment debate, however this would be best redirected to the Hon. John Eren MP in
his capacity as the Minister for Sport.
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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, 8 December 2015
Roads and road safety
690.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): what was the total number of employees of Linking Melbourne Authority on —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

1 December 2014;
1 January 2015;1125
1 February 2015;
1 March 2015;
1 April 2015; and
1 May 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that the details of employee numbers were published in the Linking Melbourne Authority (LMA)
Annual Report.

Environment, climate change and water
1225.

MR BARBER — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water): According to the Alcoa Anglesea Mine Work Plan, Appendix E, an asbestos
landfill exists on site. How many tonnes of asbestos contaminated material has been deposited in this
landfill.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Environment Protection Authority Victoria (EPA) advises that the volume of asbestos waste which has been
deposited in this landfill is estimated to be less than 26 000 cubic metres. This includes equipment contaminated
with asbestos and soil used to cover deposited asbestos-contaminated material.

Public transport
1237.

MS DUNN — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation to
the Metro Trains Melbourne’s recent public announcement of plans to split the train network into five
independent networks —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What legal obligation does the Government retain to approve those plans.
What considerations will determine the approval or rejection of the proposed changes.
What methodology will be applied to assessing those considerations.
What public consultation process will occur.

ANSWER:
The premise of this question is incorrect. The metropolitan train network is one system, not five independent
networks.
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Families and children
1337.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many children in residential
care are separated from all of their siblings.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information relating to the living arrangements of children living in kinship care, and those of their siblings, is
contained in individual client records. A manual review of every client record would be required to provide this
information.
The best interest principles specified in the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 states that consideration should
be given to the desirability of siblings being placed together when placed in out-of-home care.

Families and children
1338.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many children in residential
care are separated from at least one of their siblings.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information relating to the living arrangements of children living in kinship care, and those of their siblings, is
contained in individual client records. A manual review of every client record would be required to provide this
information.
The best interest principles specified in the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 states that consideration should
be given to the desirability of siblings being placed together when placed in out-of-home care.

Families and children
1339.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many children who have
siblings are currently placed with all of their siblings in residential care.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information relating to the living arrangements of children living in kinship care, and those of their siblings, is
contained in individual client records. A manual review of every client record would be required to provide this
information.
The best interest principles specified in the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 states that consideration should
be given to the desirability of siblings being placed together when placed in out-of-home care.

Families and children
1340.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many children in foster care
are currently separated from all of their siblings.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information relating to the living arrangements of children living in kinship care, and those of their siblings, is
contained in individual client records. A manual review of every client record would be required to provide this
information.
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The best interest principles specified in the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 states that consideration should
be given to the desirability of siblings being placed together when placed in out-of-home care.

Families and children
1341.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many children in foster care
are currently separated from at least one of their siblings.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information relating to the living arrangements of children living in kinship care, and those of their siblings, is
contained in individual client records. A manual review of every client record would be required to provide this
information.
The best interest principles specified in the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 states that consideration should
be given to the desirability of siblings being placed together when placed in out-of-home care.

Families and children
1342.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many children in foster care
have siblings and are currently placed with all of their siblings.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information relating to the living arrangements of children living in kinship care, and those of their siblings, is
contained in individual client records. A manual review of every client record would be required to provide this
information.
The best interest principles specified in the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 states that consideration should
be given to the desirability of siblings being placed together when placed in out-of-home care.

Families and children
1343.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many children in kinship care
are currently separated from all of their siblings.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information relating to the living arrangements of children living in kinship care, and those of their siblings, is
contained in individual client records. A manual review of every client record would be required to provide this
information.
The best interest principles specified in the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 states that consideration should
be given to the desirability of siblings being placed together when placed in out-of-home care.

Families and children
1344.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many children in kinship care
are currently separated from at least one of their siblings.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information relating to the living arrangements of children living in kinship care, and those of their siblings, is
contained in individual client records. A manual review of every client record would be required to provide this
information.
The best interest principles specified in the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 states that consideration should
be given to the desirability of siblings being placed together when placed in out-of-home care.

Families and children
1345.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many children in kinship care
have siblings and are currently placed with all of their siblings.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information relating to the living arrangements of children living in kinship care, and those of their siblings, is
contained in individual client records. A manual review of every client record would be required to provide this
information.
The best interest principles specified in the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 states that consideration should
be given to the desirability of siblings being placed together when placed in out-of-home care.

Employment
1899.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister
for Employment): What is the total number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to
Work Act 2015 for the electorate of Bendigo West as at 31 August 2015.

ANSWER:
This question should be directed to the Treasurer, the Hon Tim Pallas MP, as the matter falls under his portfolio
responsibilities.

Roads and road safety
1990.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (representing the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety): Does the business case for Transurban’s Western Distributor proposal rely on a continued
high volume of truck traffic to provide a finding of value for money to Victorians.

ANSWER:
The Western Distributor proposal has been submitted to the government by Transurban as a market-led proposal. It
is being assessed according to the Victorian Government’s Market-led Guideline. Proposals will only proceed
where they deliver on government objectives, provide community benefits and achieve value for money outcomes.
The Western Distributor proposal is also being assessed against the Government’s commitment to take trucks off
the West Gate Bridge and local streets in the inner west, as embodied in its proposal for the West Gate Distributor.
The Government will release the business case for the Western Distributor by the end of 2015. The business case
sets out the costs and benefits of the proposal including forecasts of car and truck use.
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Roads and road safety
1993.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (representing the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety): In relation to the Western Distributor proposal, how much toll income is anticipated for
Transurban from truck use of the new road.

ANSWER:
The Western Distributor proposal has been submitted to the government by Transurban as a market-led proposal. It
is being assessed according to the Victorian Government’s Market-led Guideline. Proposals will only proceed
where they deliver on government objectives, provide community benefits and achieve value for money outcomes.
The Western Distributor proposal is also being assessed against the Government’s commitment to take trucks off
the West Gate Bridge and local streets in the inner west, as embodied in its proposal for the West Gate Distributor.
The Government will release the business case for the Western Distributor by the end of 2015. The business case
sets out the costs and benefits of the proposal including forecasts of car and truck use.

Roads and road safety
1994.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (representing the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety): In relation to the Western Distributor proposal, how much toll income is anticipated for
Transurban from car use of the new road.

ANSWER:
The Western Distributor proposal has been submitted to the government by Transurban as a market-led proposal. It
is being assessed according to the Victorian Government’s Market-led Guideline. Proposals will only proceed
where they deliver on government objectives, provide community benefits and achieve value for money outcomes.
The Western Distributor proposal is also being assessed against the Government’s commitment to take trucks off
the West Gate Bridge and local streets in the inner west, as embodied in its proposal for the West Gate Distributor.
The Government will release the business case for the Western Distributor by the end of 2015. The business case
sets out the costs and benefits of the proposal including forecasts of car and truck use.

Roads and road safety
1995.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (representing the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety): In relation to the Western Distributor proposal, how much toll income is anticipated for
Transurban from car and truck use of the CityLink road.

ANSWER:
The Western Distributor proposal has been submitted to the government by Transurban as a market-led proposal. It
is. being assessed according to the Victorian Government’s Market-led Guideline. Proposals will only proceed
where they deliver on government objectives, provide community benefits and achieve value for money outcomes.
The Western Distributor proposal is also being assessed against the Government’s commitment to take trucks off
the West Gate Bridge and local streets in the inner west, as embodied in its proposal for the West Gate Distributor.
The Government will release the business case for the Western Distributor by the end of 2015. The business case
sets out the costs and benefits of the proposal including forecasts of car and truck use.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
5630

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 8 December 2015

Roads and road safety
1996.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (representing the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety): Is the business case for Transurban’s Western Distributor proposal reliant on a continued
high volume of truck traffic to be profitable for Transurban.

ANSWER:
The Western Distributor proposal has been submitted to the government by Transurban as a market-led proposal. It
is being assessed according to the Victorian Government’s Market-led Guideline. Proposals will only proceed
where they deliver on government objectives, provide community benefits and achieve value for money outcomes.
The Western Distributor proposal is also being assessed against the Government’s commitment to take trucks off
the West Gate Bridge and local streets in the inner west, as embodied in its proposal for the West Gate Distributor.
The government will release the business case for the Western Distributor by the end of 2015. The business case
sets out the costs and benefits of the proposal including forecasts of car and truck use.

Environment, climate change and water
2002.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Special Minister of State (representing the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water): What was the domestic freight transport task in Victoria in 2013 in billion
tonne-kms for all road freight.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This falls under the responsibility of the Minister for Roads and Ports.

Environment, climate change and water
2003.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Special Minister of State (representing the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water): What was the domestic freight transport task in Victoria in 2013 in billion
tonne-kms for all rail freight.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This falls under the responsibility of the Minister for Roads and Ports.

Environment, climate change and water
2004.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Special Minister of State (representing the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water): What was the greenhouse-intensity of each freight transport mode in
Victoria including rigid trucks, articulated trucks and rail in g CO2-e/tonne-km in 2013.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Neither the state or federal government keep emissions data for freight vehicles. There are, however a number of
emissions· regulations relating to vehicles both in Victoria and across the country.
The Victorian Environment Protection (Vehicle Emissions) Regulations 2013 prescribe vehicle air emission and
noise standards for in-service vehicles (vehicles on the road, as opposed to unsold new vehicles). They cover all
vehicles except for heavy vehicles (with gross vehicle mass exceeding 4.5 tonnes).
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These prescribe limits on:
– visible emissions from all motor vehicles
– carbon monoxide and hydrocarbon emissions from spark ignition vehicles
– oxides of nitrogen and particle emissions from diesel vehicles.
These regulations also set standards for noise emissions and for petrol vapour pressure limits.
New vehicle air and noise emissions are covered by the national vehicle standards (at point of manufacture or
import) - set by Australian Design Rules.
Fuel quality standards are set by the Commonwealth under the Fuel Quality Standards Act 2000, which is currently
under review (due at the end of the year).
The National Environment Protection (Diesel Vehicle Emissions) Measure provides guidance and administrative
measures for developing programs to minimise deterioration, or improve performance, from in-service diesel
vehicle exhaust emissions.
The Heavy Vehicle (Vehicle Standards) National Regulation (available at www.legislation.qld.gov.au) covers
vehicles over 4.5 tonnes and prescribes limits on:
– visible emissions from all such motor vehicles
– nitrous oxide and particle emissions from diesel vehicles.

Families and children
2057.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to kindergarten enrolment
numbers: How many kindergarten enrolments for three and four year old non Aboriginal children were
there in each of the Victorian local government areas (LGAs) in the March 2015 quarter.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Four year old children
I refer the Member to my response to Question on Notice 2058.
Three Year old Children
The Department collects data on children accessing Early Start Kindergarten, which provides funding for children
attending a kindergarten program two years before school. Early Start Kindergarten is available for Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander (ATSI) children and children known to Child Protection. This data does not include children
who attended a kindergarten program two years before school without government funding assistance.
From January to March 2015 I am advised that the following number of non-ATSI children were accessing Early
Start Kindergarten:
LGA
Alpine Shire
Ararat Rural City
Ballarat City
Banyule City
Bass Coast Shire
Baw Baw Shire

Non-Aboriginal Early Start kindergarten enrolments
<5
<5
14
5
5
<5
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Brimbank City
Buloke Shire
Campaspe Shire
Cardinia Shire
Casey City
Central Goldfields Shire
Colac-Otway Shire
Corangamite Shire
East Gippsland Shire
Frankston City
Gannawarra Shire
Greater Bendigo City
Greater Dandenong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Shepparton City
Hindmarsh Shire
Hobsons Bay City
Horsham Rural City
Hume City
Indigo Shire
Kingston City
Knox City
Latrobe City
Loddon Shire
Macedon Ranges Shire
Maribyrnong City
Maroondah City
Melton Shire
Mildura Rural City
Mitchell Shire
Moira Shire
Monash City
Moonee Valley City
Moorabool Shire
Moreland City
Mornington Peninsula Shire
Mount Alexander Shire
Murrindindi Shire
Northern Grampians Shire
Port Phillip City
Pyrenees Shire
South Gippsland Shire
Southern Grampians Shire
Stonnington City
Strathbogie Shire
Surf Coast Shire
Swan Hill Rural City

COUNCIL

<5
<5
6
9
10
<5
<5
<5
6
9
<5
12
20
15
<5
<5
<5
<5
<5
<5
<5
<5
8
<5
<5
<5
<5
<5
13
<5
<5
<5
<5
<5
<5
<5
<5
<5
<5
<5
<5
5
<5
5
8
<5
<5
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Wangaratta Rural City
Warrnambool City
Wellington Shire
Whittlesea City
Wodonga Rural City
Wyndham City
Yarra City
Yarra Ranges Shire
Yarriambiack Shire
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5
11
7
<5
23
<5
7
5
<5

LGAs that are not listed had no relevant enrolments.

Families and children
2058.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to kindergarten enrolment
numbers: How many kindergarten enrolments for three and four year old non Aboriginal children were
there in each of the Victorian local government areas (LGAs) in the June 2015 quarter.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Four year old children
The Department of Education and Training confirms enrolment data for year before school kindergarten programs
in June for the entire calendar year. Data is not collected quarterly. Data is collected on the type of program the
child is enrolled in, rather than age. The figures below are for children enrolled in a year before school program,
where the majority of children will be four, or turning four that year. Some children may be older than four years of
age if they are delaying their entry to school or participating in a second year of kindergarten.
I am advised that in June 2015 the number of non-Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander children enrolled in a
kindergarten program in the year before school was as follows:
LGA
Alpine Shire
Ararat Rural City
Ballarat City
Banyule City
Bass Coast Shire
Baw Baw Shire
Bayside City
Benalla Rural City
Boroondara City
Brimbank City
Buloke Shire
Campaspe Shire
Cardinia Shire
Casey City
Central Goldfields Shire
Colac-Otway Shire
Corangamite Shire
Darebin City

Non-Aboriginal funded kindergarten enrolments June 2015
264
125
1432
1657
357
620
1361
129
1948
2447
65
445
1530
3984
153
265
243
1506
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East Gippsland Shire
Frankston City
Gannawarra Shire
Glen Eira City
Glenelg Shire
Golden Plains Shire
Greater Bendigo City
Greater Dandenong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Shepparton City
Hepburn Shire
Hindmarsh Shire
Hobsons Bay City
Horsham Rural City
Hume City
Indigo Shire
Kingston City
Knox City
Latrobe City
Loddon Shire
Macedon Ranges Shire
Manningham City
Mansfield Shire
Maribyrnong City
Maroondah City
Melbourne City
Melton Shire
Mildura Rural City
Mitchell Shire
Moira Shire
Monash City
Moonee Valley City
Moorabool Shire
Moreland City
Mornington Peninsula Shire
Mount Alexander Shire
Mayne Shire
Murrindindi Shire
Nillumbik Shire
Northern Grampians Shire
Port Phillip City
Pyrenees Shire
Queenscliffe Borough
South Gippsland Shire
Southern Grampians Shire
Stonnington City
Strathbogie Shire
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415
1735
119
1664
203
215
1377
1926
2773
780
172
62
1339
248
2563
185
1658
1776
890
73
552
1257
97
934
1429
909
2172
644
540
347
2261
1558
391
1925
1861
188
166
145
879
115
840
47
51
368
184
1066
96
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Surf Coast Shire
Swan Hill Rural City
Towong Shire
Wangaratta Rural City
Warrnambool City
Wellington Shire
West Wimmera Shire
Whitehorse City
Whittlesea City
Wodonga Rural City
Wyndham City
Yarra City
Yarra Ranges Shire
Yarriambiack Shire
Unknown

COUNCIL

5635

387
262
46
352
441
521
30
1881
2618
546
3677
961
1887
69
41

Three Year old Children
The Department collects data on children accessing Early Start Kindergarten, which provides funding for children
attending a kindergarten program two years before school. Early Start Kindergarten is available for Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander (ATSI) children and children known to Child Protection. This data does not include children
who attended a kindergarten program two years before school without government funding assistance.
From April to June 2015 I am advised that the following number of non-ATSI children were accessing Early Start
Kindergarten:
LGA
Ararat Rural City
Ballarat City
Banyule City
Bass Coast Shire
Baw Baw Shire
Brimbank City
Buloke Shire
Campaspe Shire
Cardinia Shire
Casey City
Central Goldfields Shire
Colac-Otway Shire
Corangamite Shire
Darebin City
East Gippsland Shire
Frankston City
Gannawarra Shire
Glen Eira City
Greater Bendigo City
Greater Dandenong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Shepparton City
Hepburn Shire

Non-Aboriginal Early Start kindergarten enrolments
<5
18
5
5
<5
<5
<5
7
9
13
<5
6
<5
<5
11
10
<5
<5
13
23
17
5
<5
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Hindmarsh Shire
Hobsons Bay City
Horsham Rural City
Hume City
Indigo Shire
Kingston City
Knox City
Latrobe City
Loddon Shire
Macedon Ranges Shire
Maribyrnong City
Maroondah City
Melton Shire
Mildura Rural City
Mitchell Shire
Moira Shire
Monash City
Moonee Valley City
Moorabool Shire
Moreland City
Mornington Peninsula Shire
Mount Alexander Shire
Murrindindi Shire
Northern Grampians Shire
Port Phillip City
Pyrenees Shire
South Gippsland Shire
Southern Grampians Shire
Stonnington City
Strathbogie Shire
Surf Coast Shire
Swan Hill Rural City
Wangaratta Rural City
Warrnambool City
Wellington Shire
West Wimmera Shire
Whittlesea City
Wodonga Rural City
Wyndham City
Yarra City
Yarra Ranges Shire
Yarriambiack Shire
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<5
<5
5
7
<5
<5
<5
8
<5
<5
<5
<5
<5
14
<5
<5
<5
12
5
<5
5
<5
<5
<5
<5
<5
5
<5
5
8
<5
<5
7
11
9
<5
<5
27
<5
11
<5
<5

LGAs that are not listed had no relevant enrolments.
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Prevention of family violence
2097.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence): In relation to the unallocated amount of $6 million which is part of the Family
Violence Fund for flexible response:
(1)
(2)

How much was allocated to funding services providers between May 2015–September 2015; and
How many organisations or agencies have requested additional funding.

ANSWER:
I would like to thank the Member for her question relating to the $16 million family violence fund.
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over five years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. This includes funding for the nation’s first Royal Commission into
Family Violence.
A $16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting
of incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence. Funds have been expended on
counselling, accommodation, crisis support and other programs.
The priorities for the expenditure of $6 million unallocated budget funding has been to address urgent demand.

Police
2247.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): What
were the total number of staff (including ministerial staff and staff seconded from other departments)
that have worked in the Minister’s private office at any time between 2 December 2014 and
30 September 2015, and what were their position titles.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
As the Member would be aware, Advisers are employed by the Government to assist Ministers. Departmental
Liaison Officers (DLO) are employed by Departments to assist Ministers and their offices with departmental
liaison and administrative functions.
Their position title is Adviser and Departmental Liaison Officer.

Police
2248.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): What
were the total number of staff, and their position titles, employed in the Minister’s private office as at —
(a)
(b)
(c)

1 January 2015;
30 June 2015; and
30 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Funding and tenure for Ministerial Staff is consistent with past practice. Ministerial Office staff are employed under
the Public Administration Act 2004.
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Police
2410.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): Of the
218 people who allegedly returned a positive result for drugs over the recent grand final long weekend
how many were found to have cannabis in their system.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Government is aware of the serious risks imposed by drug impaired drivers, and is committed to preventing
dangerous and irresponsible behaviour on our roads. Victoria Police plays a crucial role by enforcing the road rules
through finely balancing routine patrols, booze buses and special operations targeting high risk areas, or times of
high risk, with a highly visible police presence. As part of this approach, Victoria Police conducts random roadside
drug testing to detect drivers travelling while affected by certain illicit drugs.
The random roadside saliva testing is aimed at making Victoria’s roads safer for everyone by reducing the
incidence of drug driving. The Government has announced a total of $17.7 million for new drug and booze buses
and to undertake 100 000 roadside random drug tests per year, for the next two years.
As you are aware, on 11 November 2015, the Parliament agreed to an Inquiry by the Law Reform, Road and
Community Safety Committee into, consider and report, no later than 30 March 2017 on the effectiveness of laws
and procedures relating to illicit and synthetic drugs and prescription medication.
The Andrews Government looks forward to considering the issues arising from this inquiry.
I am advised that of the 218 samples sent for analysis, the results for 200 samples have been received.
Of the 200 samples, 55 tested positive to cannabis and 22 tested positive to both cannabis and methamphetamine.

Police
2411.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): Of the
218 people who allegedly returned a positive result for drugs over the recent grand final long weekend
how many were found to have methamphetamine in their system.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Government is aware of the serious risks imposed by drug impaired drivers, and is committed to preventing
dangerous and irresponsible behaviour on our roads. Victoria Police plays a crucial role by enforcing the road rules
through finely balancing routine patrols, booze buses and special operations targeting high risk areas, or times of
high risk, with a highly visible police presence. As part of this approach, Victoria Police conducts random roadside
drug testing to detect drivers travelling while affected by certain illicit drugs.
The random roadside saliva testing is aimed at making Victoria’s roads safer for everyone by reducing the
incidence of drug driving. The Government has announced a total of $17.7 million for new drug and booze buses
and to undertake 100 000 roadside random drug tests per year, for the next two years.
As you are aware, on 11 November 2015, the Parliament agreed to an Inquiry by the Law Reform, Road and
Community Safety Committee into, consider and report, no later than 30 March 2017 on the effectiveness of laws
and procedures relating to illicit and synthetic drugs and prescription medication.
The Andrews Government looks forward to considering the issues arising from this inquiry.
I am advised that of the 218 samples sent for analysis, the results for 200 samples have been received.
Of the 200 samples, 123 tested positive to methamphetamine and 22 tested positive to both methamphetamine and
cannabis.
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Police
2412.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): Of the
218 people who allegedly returned a positive result for drugs over the recent grand final long weekend
how many were found to have prescription drugs in their system.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Government is aware of the serious risks imposed by drug impaired drivers, and is committed to preventing
dangerous and irresponsible behaviour on our roads. Victoria Police plays a crucial role by enforcing the road rules
through finely balancing routine patrols, booze buses and special operations targeting high risk areas, or times of
high risk, with a highly visible police presence. As part of this approach, Victoria Police conducts random roadside
drug testing to detect drivers travelling while affected by certain illicit drugs.
The random roadside saliva testing is aimed at making Victoria’s roads safer for everyone by reducing the
incidence of drug driving. The Government has announced a total of $17.7 million for new drug and booze buses
and to undertake 100 000 roadside random drug tests per year, for the next two years.
As you are aware, on 11 November 2015, the Parliament agreed to an Inquiry by the Law Reform, Road and
Community Safety Committee into, consider and report, no later than 30 March 2017 on the effectiveness of laws
and procedures relating to illicit and synthetic drugs and prescription medication.
The Andrews Government looks forward to considering the issues arising from this inquiry.
I am advised that random drug testing screens for the three prescribed illicit drugs under the Road Safety Act 1986,
which are cannabis, methylamphetamine and MDMA. It is an offence for a person to have any quantity of these
drugs in their system.
The samples taken from random drug testing are not analysed for prescription drugs.

Police
2419.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): How many
people have been charged with cannabis possession in the first three quarters (January-March,
April-June, July-September) of 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that the information to 30 June 2015 is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA.
The data may be requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website; or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.au.
Note that the quarterly release of information for the year ending 30 September 2015 will be on 17 December 2015.

Ports
2429.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Ports): 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.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Information on staff numbers and VPS classifications is provided in the annual reports of departments, agencies
and authorities.

Emergency services
2454.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister
for Emergency Services): 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 advised that:
Information on staff numbers and VPS classifications is provided in the annual reports of departments, agencies
and authorities.

Roads and road safety
2457.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): 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, as at the date the question was raised:
Information on staff numbers and VPS classifications is provided in the annual reports of departments, agencies
and authorities.

Training and skills
2461.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills: In relation to expenditure on
conferences, seminars, workshops and training courses or like events by each department, agency or
authority within the Minister’s administration for the period 1 December 2014 to 16 October 2015:
(1)

What was the name of each conference, course, seminar, workshop or like event attended
including the —
(a) locality and venue; and
(b) purpose.
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(2)

What was the cost of each event indicating —
(a) accommodation;
(b) entertainment;
(c) meals and refreshments;
(d) travel;
(e) car hire;
(f) taxis and hire cars; and
(g) other expenses.

(3)

Was the event externally organised and, if so, what was the name of the person(s), organisation(s)
or companies engaged and at what cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
A detailed response to this question would be an unnecessary diversion of the Department’s resources.

Roads and road safety
2472.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): In relation to expenditure on conferences, seminars, workshops and training courses or like
events by each department, agency or authority within the Minister’s administration for the period
1 December 2014 to 16 October 2015:
(1)

What was the name of each conference, course, seminar, workshop or like event attended
including the —
(a) locality and venue; and
(b) purpose.

(2)

What was the cost of each event indicating —
(a) accommodation;
(b) entertainment;
(c) meals and refreshments;
(d) travel;
(e) car hire;
(f) taxis and hire cars; and
(g) other expenses.

(3)

Was the event externally organised and, if so, what was the name of the person(s), organisation(s)
or companies engaged and at what cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
A detailed response to this question would be an unnecessary diversion of the Department’s resources.
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Ports
2473.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Ports): In relation to
expenditure on conferences, seminars, workshops and training courses or like events by each
department, agency or authority within the Minister’s administration for the period 1 December 2014 to
16 October 2015:
(1)

What was the name of each conference, course, seminar, workshop or like event attended
including the —
(a) locality and venue; and
(b) purpose.

(2)

What was the cost of each event indicating —
(a) accommodation;
(b) entertainment;
(c) meals and refreshments;
(d) travel;
(e) car hire;
(f) taxis and hire cars; and
(g) other expenses.

(3)

Was the event externally organised and, if so, what was the name of the person(s), organisation(s)
or companies engaged and at what cost.

ANSWER:
am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
A detailed response to this question would be an unnecessary diversion of the Department’s resources.

Families and children
2536.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to early childhood
educator new ratio requirements for kindergartens: How many kindergartens in Victoria that applied for
a waiver have been granted a waiver.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As at 26 October 2015, the Department of Education and Training has approved 29 temporary waiver applications
relating to the change in educator to child ratios.

Families and children
2537.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to early childhood
educator new ratio requirements for kindergartens: How many kindergartens in Victoria have sought
assistance with financial modelling.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Education and Training provides direct advice, support and information to many kindergarten
providers through its regional offices. During 2015, a number of providers have sought advice about the
implementation of the new educator to child ratios, which includes advice regarding financial modelling. It is not
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possible to quantify this number given the many different forms this communication takes, including emails, phone
calls and service visits, as well as forums where multiple providers are represented.
In addition, throughout 2015 the Andrews Labor Government has engaged Early learning Association Australia to
provide tailored financial modelling advice to individual services that have sought assistance in adapting their
program model to meet the new ratio requirements. In October, a further $485 000 was announced to assist
kindergartens who will need further financial advice with the transition to the new ratios.

Families and children
2538.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to early childhood
educator new ratio requirements for kindergartens: How many kindergartens in Victoria have made
contact with the Department of Education and Training requesting any form of assistance.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Education and Training provides direct advice, support and information to many kindergarten
providers through its regional offices. During 2015, a number of providers have sought advice specifically about
the implementation of the new educator to child ratios. It is not possible to quantify this number given the many
different forms this communication takes, including emails, phone calls and service visits, as well as forums where
multiple providers are represented.
The Andrews Labor Government introduced grants of up to $25 000 this year, which supported 58 kindergartens to
enlarge their playrooms, giving them flexibility and helping them to better accommodate the improved
staff-to-child ratios ahead of their introduction in 2016.
In addition, the Victorian Government has engaged Early Learning Association Australia to provide tailored advice
to individual services that have sought assistance in adapting their program model to meet the new ratio
requirements. In October, a further $485 000 was announced to assist kindergartens who will need further financial
advice with the transition to the new ratios.

Prevention of family violence
2560.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence): In relation to the $16 million Family Violence Fund and the unallocated $6 million
of that fund, referred to in Budget paper 3, page 6:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

how much of the $6 million has been expended as of 30 September 2015;
how much of the $6 million was expended between 1 July 2015 and 30 September 2015;
how many family violence service organisations have applied for funding from the $6 million as
of 30 September 2015;
how many family violence service organisations applied for funding from the $6 million between
1 July 2015 and 30 September 2015;
what is the total amount of the $6 million that has been requested or applied for as additional
funding by family violence service organisations;
what is the total amount of the $6 million that has been requested or applied for as additional
funding by family violence services organisations but denied approval for funding;
what is the average length of time between receipt of an application for additional funding and
receipt of the funding by the family violence service organisation; and
what is the longest period of time to date between receipt of an application for additional funding
and receipt of the funding by the family violence service organisation.
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ANSWER:
I would like to thank the Member for her question relating to the $16 million family violence fund.
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over five years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. This includes funding for the nation’s first Royal Commission into
Family Violence.
A $16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting
of incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence. Funds have been expended on
counselling, accommodation, crisis support and other programs.
The priorities for the expenditure of $6 million unallocated budget funding has been to address urgent demand.

Prevention of family violence
2565.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence): In relation to the $2.4 million committed in 2015-16 for crime prevention initiatives
to drive local actions, how much has been expended as of 7 October 2015.

ANSWER:
I would like to thank the Member for her question regarding crime prevention initiatives. Family violence is the
most serious law and order issue that we face as a community. The Andrews Labor Government has committed
$81.3 million over five years to help all Victorians across the state who are experiencing or at risk of violence. This
includes funding for the nation’s first Royal Commission into Family Violence.
A $16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting
of incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The current focus on the prevention of family violence required a reprioritisation of previously budgeted amounts.

Prevention of family violence
2573.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence): In relation to the $0.6 million committed in 2015-16 for extending one existing
multi-disciplinary centre to Family Violence to Geelong or Dandenong, how much has been expended
as of 7 October 2015.

ANSWER:
I would like to thank the Member for her question relating to funding for multi-disciplinary centres in Victoria.
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over five years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. This includes funding for the nation’s first Royal Commission into
Family Violence.
A $16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting
of incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The current focus on the prevention of family violence required a reprioritisation of previously budgeted amounts.
In 2015–16 $2 million was allocated to the prevention of family violence, with further allocations pending the
outcomes of the Royal Commission.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 8 December 2015

COUNCIL

5645

Prevention of family violence
2574.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence): In relation to the $1.8 million committed in 2015-16 for one new multi-disciplinary
centre to Ballarat/Wyndham North West, how much has been expended as of 7 October 2015.

ANSWER:
I would like to thank the Member for her question relating to funding for a new multi disciplinary centre in
Victoria.
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over five years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. This includes funding for the nation’s first Royal Commission into
Family Violence.
A $16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting
of incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The current focus on the prevention of family violence required a reprioritisation of previously budgeted amounts.
In 2015–16 $2 million was allocated to the prevention of family violence, with further allocations pending the
outcomes of the Royal Commission.

Prevention of family violence
2576.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence): In relation to the $0.9 million committed in 2015-16 for reduced reoffending through
targeted programs, how much has been expended as of 7 October 2015.

ANSWER:
I would like to thank the Member for her question relating to targeted programs to reduce reoffending.
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over five years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. This includes funding for the nation’s first Royal Commission into
Family Violence.
A $16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting
of incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The current focus on the prevention of family violence required a reprioritisation of previously budgeted amounts.
In 2015116 $2 million was allocated to the prevention of family violence, with further allocations pending the
outcomes of the Royal Commission.

Ports
2586.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Ports): In relation to
the legal expenses incurred by each department, agency or authority within the Minister’s
administration for the period 1 January to 7 October 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)

what expenses were incurred;
what was the purpose for engaging legal representation in each case; and
what are the names of legal counsel engaged.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)
Expenditure on government legal expenses was previously publicly available in the Government
Legal Services Annual Report, which was last published in 2010. The former government ceased the publication of
this report in 2011.
The Department of Justice and Regulation is preparing an updated and abridged report on Government Legal
Services in relation to the previously unreported six-year period 2009-10 to 2014-15. This report will be published
on the Department of Justice and Regulation website when it is finalised. The Government will resume publication
of the Report on Government Legal Services on an annual basis.
(2) and (3)
To ascertain the purposes for engaging legal representation and the names of legal counsel engaged for every
matter involving government departments and portfolio agencies for the requested time period is not appropriate
due to the confidential nature of matters for which legal notation is required, and would also be an unreasonable
diversion of the government’s resources.

Tourism and major events
2598.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events): In relation to the legal expenses incurred by each department, agency or authority within the
Minister’s administration for the period 1 January to 7 October 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)

what expenses were incurred;
what was the purpose for engaging legal representation in each case; and
what are the names of legal counsel engaged.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)
Expenditure on government legal expenses was previously publicly available in the Government Legal Services
Annual Report, which was last published in 2010. The former government ceased the publication of this report in
2011.
The Department of Justice and Regulation is preparing an updated and abridged report on Government Legal
Services in relation to the previously unreported six-year period 2009-2010 to 2014-2015. This report will be
published on the Department of Justice and Regulation website when it is finalised. The Government will resume
publication of the Report on Government Legal Services on an annual basis.·
(2),(3)
To ascertain the purposes for engaging legal representation and the names of legal counsel engaged for every
matter involving government departments and portfolio agencies for the requested time period is not appropriate
due o the confidential nature of matters for which legal representation is required, and would also be an
unreasonable diversion of the government’s resources.
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Agriculture
2612.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: In relation to the legal expenses incurred
by each department, agency or authority within the Minister’s administration for the period 1 January to
7 October 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)

what expenses were incurred;
what was the purpose for engaging legal representation in each case; and
what are the names of legal counsel engaged.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)
Expenditure on government legal expenses was previously publicly available in the Government Legal Services
Annual Report, which was last published in 2010. The former government ceased the publication of this report in
2011.
The Department of Justice and Regulation is preparing an updated and abridged report on Government Legal
Services in relation to the previously unreported six year period 2009-2010 to 2014-2015. This report will be
published on the Department of Justice and Regulation website when it is finalised. The Government will resume
publication of the Report on Government Legal Services on an annual basis.
(2), (3)
To ascertain the purposes for engaging legal representation and the names of legal counsel engaged for every
matter involving government departments and portfolio agencies for the requested time period is not appropriate
due to the confidential nature of matters for which legal. representation is required, and would also be unreasonable
diversion of the government’s resources.

Public transport
2613.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport): In
relation to the legal expenses incurred by each department, agency or authority within the Minister’s
administration for the period 1 January to 7 October 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)

what expenses were incurred;
what was the purpose for engaging legal representation in each case; and
what are the names of legal counsel engaged.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)
Expenditure on government legal expenses was previously publicly available in the Government Legal Services
Annual Report, which was last published in 2010. The former government ceased the publication of this report in
2011.
The Department of Justice and Regulation is preparing an updated and abridged report on Government Legal
Services in relation to the previously unreported six-year period 2009-10 to 2014-15. This report will be published
on the Department of Justice and Regulation website when it is finalised. The Government will resume publication
of the Report on Government legal Services on an annual basis.
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(2) and (3)
To ascertain the purposes for engaging legal representation and the names of legal counsel engaged for every
matter involving government departments and portfolio agencies for the requested time period is not appropriate
due to the confidential nature of matters for which legal representation is required, and would also be an
unreasonable diversion of the government’s resources.

Roads and road safety
2614.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): In relation to the legal expenses incurred by each department, agency or authority within the
Minister’s administration for the period 1 January to 7 October 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)

what expenses were incurred;
what was the purpose for engaging legal representation in each case; and
what are the names of legal counsel engaged.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)
Expenditure on government legal expenses was previously publicly available in the Government Legal Services
Annual Report, which was last published in 2010. The former government ceased the publication of this report in
2011.
The Department of Justice and Regulation is preparing an updated and abridged report on Government Legal
Services in relation to the previously unreported six-year period 2009-10 to 2014-15. This report will be published
on the Department of Justice and Regulation website when it is finalised. The Government will resume publication
of the Report on Government Legal Services on an annual basis.
(2) and (3)
To ascertain the purposes for engaging legal representation and the names of legal counsel engaged for every
matter involving government departments and portfolio agencies for the requested time period is not appropriate
due to the confidential nature of matters for which legal representation is required, and would also be an
unreasonable diversion of the government’s resources.

Police
2869.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Aircraft railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2870.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Alamein railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2871.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Albion railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2872.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Alphington railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2873.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Altona railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2874.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Anstey railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2875.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Armadale railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2876.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Ascot Vale railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2877.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Ashburton railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 8 December 2015

COUNCIL

5653

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2878.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Aspendale railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2879.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Auburn railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2880.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Balaclava railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2881.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Batman railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2882.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Bayswater railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2883.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Beaconsfield railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2884.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Belgrave railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2885.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Bell railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2886.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Bentleigh railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2887.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Berwick railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2888.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Blackburn railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2889.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Bonbeach railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2890.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Boronia railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2891.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Box Hill railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2892.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Brighton Beach railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2893.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Broadmeadows railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2894.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Brunswick railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2895.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Burnley railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2896.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Burwood railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2897.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Camberwell railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2898.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Canterbury railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2899.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Cardinia Road railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2900.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Carnegie railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2901.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Carrum railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2902.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Caulfield railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2903.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Chatham railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2904.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Chelsea railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2905.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Cheltenham railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2906.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Clayton railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2907.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Clifton Hill railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2908.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Coburg railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2909.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Collingwood railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2910.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Coolaroo railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2911.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Craigieburn railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2912.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Cranbourne railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2913.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Croxton railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2914.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Croydon railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2915.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Dandenong railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2916.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Darebin railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2917.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Darling railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2918.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Dennis railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2919.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Diamond Creek railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2920.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Diggers Rest railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2921.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Eaglemont railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2922.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the East Camberwell railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2923.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the East Malvern railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2924.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the East Richmond railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2925.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Edithvale railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2926.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Elsternwick railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2927.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Eltham railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2928.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Epping railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2929.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Essendon railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2930.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Fairfield railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2931.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Fawkner railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2932.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Ferntree Gully railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2933.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Flagstaff railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2934.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Flemington Bridge railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June
2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2935.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Flemington Racecourse railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June
2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2936.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Flinders Street railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2937.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Footscray railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2938.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Frankston railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2939.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Gardenvale railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2940.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Gardiner railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2941.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Ginifer railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2942.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Glen Iris railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2943.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Glen Waverley railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2944.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Glenbervie railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2945.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Glenferrie railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2946.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Glenhuntly railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2947.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Glenroy railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2948.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Gowrie railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2949.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Greensborough railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2950.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Hallam railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2951.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Hampton railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2952.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Hartwell railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2953.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Hawksburn railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2954.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Hawthorn railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2955.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Heatherdale railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2956.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Heathmont railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2957.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Heidelberg railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2958.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Heyington railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2959.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Highett railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2960.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Holmesglen railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2961.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Hoppers Crossing railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2962.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Hughesdale railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2963.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Huntingdale railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2964.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Hurstbridge railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2965.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Ivanhoe railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2966.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Jacana railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2967.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Jewell railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2968.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Jolimont railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2969.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Jordanville railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2970.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Kananook railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2971.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Keilor Plains railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2972.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Kensington railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2973.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Keon Park railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2974.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Kooyong railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2975.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Laburnum railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2976.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Lalor railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2977.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Laverton railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2978.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Lilydale railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2979.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Lynbrook railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2980.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Macauley railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2981.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Macleod railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2982.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Malvern railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2983.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the McKinnon railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2984.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Melbourne Central railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June
2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2985.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Melton railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2986.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Mentone railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2987.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Merinda Park railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2988.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Merlynston railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2989.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Merri railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2990.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Middle Brighton railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2991.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Middle Footscray railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2992.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Mitcham railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2993.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Mont Albert railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 8 December 2015

COUNCIL

5711

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2994.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Montmorency railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2995.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Moonee Ponds railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2996.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Moorabbin railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2997.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Mooroolbark railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2998.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Mordialloc railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
2999.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Moreland railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3000.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Mount Waverley railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3001.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Murrumbeena railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3002.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Narre Warren railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3003.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Newmarket railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3004.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Newport railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3005.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Noble Park railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3006.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the North Brighton railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3007.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the North Melbourne railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3008.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the North Richmond railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3009.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the North Williamstown railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June
2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3010.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Northcote railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3011.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Nunawading railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3012.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Oak Park railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3013.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Oakleigh railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3014.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Officer railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3015.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Ormond railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3016.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Pakenham railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3017.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Parkdale railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3018.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Parliament railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3019.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Pascoe Vale railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
5724

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 8 December 2015

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3020.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Patterson railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3021.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Prahran railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3022.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Preston railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3023.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Regent railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
5726

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 8 December 2015

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3024.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Reservoir railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3025.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Richmond railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3026.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Ringwood railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3027.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Ringwood East railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3028.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Ripponlea railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3029.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Riversdale railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3030.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Rosanna railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

(2)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3031.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Roxburgh Park railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3032.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Royal Park railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3033.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Rushall railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3034.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Ruthven railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3035.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Sandown Park railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3036.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Sandringham railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3037.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Seaford railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3038.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Seaholme railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3039.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Seddon railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3040.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the South Kensington railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3041.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the South Morang railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3042.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the South Yarra railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3043.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Southern Cross railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3044.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Spotswood railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3045.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Springvale railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3046.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the St Albans railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3047.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Strathmore railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3048.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Sunbury railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3049.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Sunshine railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3050.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Surrey Hills railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3051.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Syndal railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3052.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Tecoma railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3053.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Thomastown railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3054.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Thornbury railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3055.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Toorak railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3056.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Tooronga railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3057.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Tottenham railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3058.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Upfield railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3059.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Upper Ferntree Gully railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June
2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
5744

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 8 December 2015

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3060.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Upwey railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3061.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Victoria Park railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3062.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Watergardens railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3063.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Watsonia railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3064.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Wattle Glen railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3065.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Werribee railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3066.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the West Footscray railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3067.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the West Richmond railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3068.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Westall railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3069.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Westgarth railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3070.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Westona railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3071.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Williams Landing railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3072.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Williamstown railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3073.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Williamstown Beach railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June
2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3074.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Willison railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3075.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Windsor railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3076.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Yarraman railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Police
3077.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Yarraville railway station, for the period between 1 April 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30am and 6pm, how many —
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6pm and 1:30am, how many–
(a) Crimes against the person were reported;
(b) Crimes against property were reported;
(c) Drug offences were reported; and
(d) Other crimes were reported.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 8 December 2015

COUNCIL

5753

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am advised that this information is available on request from the Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The data may be
requested by completing a Data Request Form on the CSA’s website, or by contacting the CSA at
info@crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

Special Minister of State
3078.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Abbotts Road, Dandenong South level crossing removal
project, is it the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Abbotts Road, Dandenong South level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis
by Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or
will it be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3079.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Aviation Road, Laverton level crossing removal project, is it
the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Aviation Road, Laverton level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
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The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3080.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Balcombe Road, Mentone level crossing removal project, is it
the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Balcombe Road, Mentone level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3081.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Bell Street, Coburg level crossing removal project, is it the
local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Bell Street, Coburg level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
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The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3082.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Bell Street, Preston level crossing removal project, is it the
local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Bell Street, Preston level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3083.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Blackburn Road, Blackburn level crossing removal project, is
it the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Blackburn Road, Blackburn level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3084.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Buckley Street, Essendon level crossing removal project, is it
the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Buckley Street, Essendon level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3085.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)

Who has planning authority for the Burke Road, Glen Iris level crossing removal project, is it the
local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
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Has the Burke Road, Glen Iris level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3086.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Camp Road, Campbellfield level crossing removal project, is
it the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Camp Road, Campbellfield level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.
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Special Minister of State
3087.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Centre Road, Bentleigh level crossing removal project, is it the
local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Centre Road, Bentleigh level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3088.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Centre Road, Clayton level crossing removal project, is it the
local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Centre Road, Clayton level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
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The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3089.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Chandler Road, Noble Park level crossing removal project, is
it the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Chandler Road, Noble Park level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3090.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Charman Road, Cheltenham level crossing removal project, is
it the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Charman Road, Cheltenham level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
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The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3091.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Cherry Street, Werribee level crossing removal project, is it
the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Cherry Street, Werribee level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3092.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Clayton Road, Clayton level crossing removal project, is it the
local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Clayton Road, Clayton level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
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The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3093.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Clyde Road, Berwick level crossing removal project, is it the
local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Clyde Road, Berwick level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3094.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Corrigan Road, Noble Park level crossing removal project, is it
the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Corrigan Road, Noble Park level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
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The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3095.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Edithvale Road, Edithvale level crossing removal project, is it
the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Edithvale Road, Edithvale level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3096.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Eel Race Road, Seaford level crossing removal project, is it
the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Eel Race Road, Seaford level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3097.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Ferguson Street, Williamstown level crossing removal project,
is it the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Ferguson Street, Williamstown level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis
by Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or
will it be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3098.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)

Who has planning authority for the Furlong Road, St Albans level crossing removal project, is it
the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
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Has the Furlong Road, St Albans level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3099.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Glenroy Road, Glenroy level crossing removal project, is it the
local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Glenroy Road, Glenroy level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.
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Special Minister of State
3100.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Grange Road, Alphington level crossing removal project, is it
the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Grange Road, Alphington level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3101.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Grange Road, Carnegie level crossing removal project, is it the
local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Grange Road, Carnegie level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
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The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3102.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Hallam Road, Hallam level crossing removal project, is it the
local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Hallam Road, Hallam level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3103.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Heatherdale Road, Mitcham level crossing removal project, is
it the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Heatherdale Road, Mitcham level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
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The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3104.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Heatherton Road, Noble Park level crossing removal project,
is it the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Heatherton Road, Noble Park level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3105.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the High Street, Reservoir level crossing removal project, is it the
local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the High Street, Reservoir level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
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The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3106.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Koornang Road, Carnegie level crossing removal project, is it
the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Koornang Road, Carnegie level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3107.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Kororoit Creek Road, Williamstown level crossing removal
project, is it the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Kororoit Creek Road, Williamstown level crossing removal been subject to rigorous
analysis by Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative
priority, or will it be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
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The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3108.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Lower Plenty Road, Rosanna level crossing removal project, is
it the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Lower Plenty Road, Rosanna level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3109.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Main Road East/West, St Albans level crossing removal
project, is it the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Main Road East/West, St Albans level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis
by Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or
will it be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3110.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Manchester Road, Mooroolbark level crossing removal
project, is it the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Manchester Road, Mooroolbark level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis
by Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or
will it be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3111.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)

Who has planning authority for the Maroondah Highway, Lilydale level crossing removal project,
is it the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
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Has the Maroondah Highway, Lilydale level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis
by Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or
will it be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3112.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the McKinnon Road, McKinnon level crossing removal project, is
it the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the McKinnon Road, McKinnon level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
5772

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 8 December 2015

Special Minister of State
3113.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Melton Highway, Sydenham level crossing removal project, is
it the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Melton Highway, Sydenham level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3114.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Moreland Road, Brunswick level crossing removal project, is
it the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Moreland Road, Brunswick level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
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The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3115.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Mountain Highway, Bayswater level crossing removal project,
is it the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Mountain Highway, Bayswater level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis
by Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or
will it be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3116.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Murrumbeena Road, Murrumbeena level crossing removal
project, is it the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Murrumbeena Road, Murrumbeena level crossing removal been subject to rigorous
analysis by Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative
priority, or will it be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
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The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3117.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the North Road, Ormond level crossing removal project, is it the
local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the North Road, Ormond level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3118.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Poath Road, Hughesdale level crossing removal project, is it
the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Poath Road, Hughesdale level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
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The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3119.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Scoresby Road, Bayswater level crossing removal project, is it
the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Scoresby Road, Bayswater level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3120.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Seaford Road, Seaford level crossing removal project, is it the
local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Seaford Road, Seaford level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
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The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3121.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Skye/Overton Road, Frankston level crossing removal project,
is it the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Skye/Overton Road, Frankston level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis
by Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or
will it be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3122.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the South Gippsland Highway, Dandenong level crossing removal
project, is it the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the South Gippsland Highway, Dandenong level crossing removal been subject to rigorous
analysis by Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative
priority, or will it be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3123.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Station Street, Bonbeach level crossing removal project, is it
the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Station Street, Bonbeach level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3124.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)

Who has planning authority for the Station Street, Carrum level crossing removal project, is it the
local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
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Has the Station Street, Carrum level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3125.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Thompsons Road, Lyndhurst level crossing removal project, is
it the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Thompsons Road, Lyndhurst level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.
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Special Minister of State
3126.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Toorak Road, Kooyong level crossing removal project, is it
the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Toorak Road, Kooyong level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Special Minister of State
3127.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State:
(1)
(2)

Who has planning authority for the Werribee Street, Werribee level crossing removal project, is it
the local council, is it the Planning Minister or is it Infrastructure Victoria.
Has the Werribee Street, Werribee level crossing removal been subject to rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria, including cost/benefit analysis and assessment of relative priority, or will it
be, and when will the Minister make public this analysis.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Infrastructure Victoria was formally established on 1 October 2015 with the commencement of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 does not provide for Infrastructure Victoria to exercise planning authority
over any individual project.
The planning authority for projects associated with the Andrews Government’s plan to remove 50 of Victoria’s
most dangerous and congested level crossings is determined on a case by case basis according to the needs of the
project.
The dedicated Level Crossing Removal Authority is responsible for detailed project planning of level crossing
removals, including through the development of the program-wide business case.
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The Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 requires Infrastructure Victoria to disclose in its annual report details of
advice requested by Government, including the subject, the date of the request and date that the advice was
subsequently provided.

Agriculture
3131.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that
Agriculture Victoria Services Pty Ltd spent on advertising with Facebook for each month between and
including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Agriculture
3132.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that
Agriculture Victoria Services Pty Ltd spent on advertising with Twitter for each month between and
including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Agriculture
3133.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that
Agriculture Victoria Services Pty Ltd spent on advertising in any suburban newspaper for each month
between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Agriculture
3134.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that
Agriculture Victoria Services Pty Ltd spent on advertising in any regional newspaper for each month
between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Agriculture
3135.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that Dairy
Food Safety Victoria spent on advertising with Facebook for each month between and including
December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.
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Agriculture
3136.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that Dairy
Food Safety Victoria spent on advertising with Twitter for each month between and including
December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Agriculture
3137.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that Dairy
Food Safety Victoria spent on advertising in any suburban newspaper for each month between and
including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Agriculture
3138.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that Dairy
Food Safety Victoria spent on advertising in any regional newspaper for each month between and
including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Agriculture
3139.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that the Game
Management Authority spent on advertising with Facebook for each month between and including
December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Agriculture
3140.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that the Game
Management Authority spent on advertising with Twitter for each month between and including
December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.
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Agriculture
3141.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that the Game
Management Authority spent on advertising in any suburban newspaper for each month between and
including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Agriculture
3142.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that the Game
Management Authority spent on advertising in any regional newspaper for each month between and
including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Agriculture
3143.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that
PrimeSafe spent on advertising with Facebook for each month between and including December 2014
to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Agriculture
3144.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that
PrimeSafe spent on advertising with Twitter for each month between and including December 2014 to
September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Agriculture
3145.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that
PrimeSafe spent on advertising in any suburban newspaper for each month between and including
December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.
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Agriculture
3146.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that
PrimeSafe spent on advertising in any regional newspaper for each month between and including
December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Agriculture
3147.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that the Rural
Finance Corporation of Victoria spent on advertising with Facebook for each month between and
including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Agriculture
3148.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that the Rural
Finance Corporation of Victoria spent on advertising with Twitter for each month between and
including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Agriculture
3149.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that the Rural
Finance Corporation of Victoria spent on advertising in any suburban newspaper for each month
between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Agriculture
3150.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that the Rural
Finance Corporation of Victoria spent on advertising in any regional newspaper for each month
between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.
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Agriculture
3151.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that
VicForests spent on advertising with Facebook for each month between and including December 2014
to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Agriculture
3152.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that
VicForests spent on advertising with Twitter for each month between and including December 2014 to
September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Agriculture
3153.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that
VicForests spent on advertising in any suburban newspaper for each month between and including
December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Agriculture
3154.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: What is the total dollar amount that
VicForests spent on advertising in any regional newspaper for each month between and including
December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Ports
3195.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Ports): What is the total
dollar amount that the Port of Hastings Development Authority spent on advertising with Facebook for
each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
I am informed as follows: Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s
advertising report.
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Ports
3196.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Ports): What is the total
dollar amount that the Port of Hastings Development Authority spent on advertising with Twitter for
each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
I am informed as follows: Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s
advertising report.

Ports
3197.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Ports): What is the total
dollar amount that the Port of Hastings Development Authority spent on advertising in any suburban
newspaper for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
I am informed as follows: Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s
advertising report.

Ports
3198.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Ports): What is the total
dollar amount that the Port of Hastings Development Authority spent on advertising in any regional
newspaper for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
I am informed as follows: Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s
advertising report.

Ports
3199.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Ports): What is the total
dollar amount that the Port of Melbourne Corporation spent on advertising with Facebook for each
month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
I am informed as follows: Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s
advertising report.

Ports
3200.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Ports): What is the total
dollar amount that the Port of Melbourne Corporation spent on advertising with Twitter for each month
between and including December 2014 to September 2015.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
I am informed as follows: Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s
advertising report.

Ports
3201.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Ports): What is the total
dollar amount that the Port of Melbourne Corporation spent on advertising in any suburban newspaper
for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
I am informed as follows: Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s
advertising report.

Ports
3202.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Ports): What is the total
dollar amount that the Port of Melbourne Corporation spent on advertising in any regional newspaper
for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
I am informed as follows: Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s
advertising report.

Ports
3203.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Ports): What is the total
dollar amount that the Victorian Regional Channels Authority spent on advertising with Facebook for
each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
I am informed as follows: Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s
advertising report.

Ports
3204.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Ports): What is the total
dollar amount that the Victorian Regional Channels Authority spent on advertising with Twitter for
each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
I am informed as follows: Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s
advertising report.
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Ports
3205.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Ports): What is the total
dollar amount that the Victorian Regional Channels Authority spent on advertising in any suburban
newspaper for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
I am informed as follows: Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s
advertising report.

Ports
3206.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Ports): What is the total
dollar amount that the Victorian Regional Channels Authority spent on advertising in any regional
newspaper for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
I am informed as follows: Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s
advertising report.

Roads and road safety
3227.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety):
What is the total dollar amount that the Linking Melbourne Authority spent on advertising with
Facebook for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report.

Roads and road safety
3228.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety):
What is the total dollar amount that the Linking Melbourne Authority spent on advertising with Twitter
for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report.

Roads and road safety
3229.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety):
What is the total dollar amount that the Linking Melbourne Authority spent on advertising in any
suburban newspaper for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report.
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Roads and road safety
3230.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety):
What is the total dollar amount that the Linking Melbourne Authority spent on advertising in any
regional newspaper for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report.

Roads and road safety
3231.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety):
What is the total dollar amount that Transport Safety Victoria spent on advertising with Facebook for
each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report.

Roads and road safety
3232.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety):
What is the total dollar amount that Transport Safety Victoria spent on advertising with Twitter for each
month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report.

Roads and road safety
3233.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety):
What is the total dollar amount that Transport Safety Victoria spent on advertising in any suburban
newspaper for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report.

Roads and road safety
3234.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety):
What is the total dollar amount that Transport Safety Victoria spent on advertising in any regional
newspaper for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report.
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Roads and road safety
3235.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety):
What is the total dollar amount that VicRoads spent on advertising with Facebook for each month
between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report.

Roads and road safety
3236.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety):
What is the total dollar amount that VicRoads spent on advertising with Twitter for each month between
and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report.

Roads and road safety
3237.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety):
What is the total dollar amount that VicRoads spent on advertising in any suburban newspaper for each
month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report.

Roads and road safety
3238.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety):
What is the total dollar amount that VicRoads spent on advertising in any regional newspaper for each
month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
3327.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What is the total dollar amount that Consumer
Affairs Victoria spent on advertising with Facebook for each month between and including December
2014 to September 2015.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
3328.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What is the total dollar amount that Consumer
Affairs Victoria spent on advertising with Twitter for each month between and including December
2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
3329.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What is the total dollar amount that Consumer
Affairs Victoria spent on advertising in any suburban newspaper for each month between and including
December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
3330.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What is the total dollar amount that Consumer
Affairs Victoria spent on advertising in any regional newspaper for each month between and including
December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
3331.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What is the total dollar amount that the Residential
Tenancies Bond Authority spent on advertising with Facebook for each month between and including
December 2014 to September 2015.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
3332.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What is the total dollar amount that the Residential
Tenancies Bond Authority spent on advertising with Twitter for each month between and including
December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
3333.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What is the total dollar amount that the Residential
Tenancies Bond Authority spent on advertising in any suburban newspaper for each month between and
including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
3334.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What is the total dollar amount that the Residential
Tenancies Bond Authority spent on advertising in any regional newspaper for each month between and
including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
3335.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What is the total dollar amount that the Victorian
Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation spent on advertising with Facebook for each month
between and including December 2014 to September 2015.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
3336.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What is the total dollar amount that the Victorian
Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation spent on advertising with Twitter for each month
between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
3337.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What is the total dollar amount that the Victorian
Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation spent on advertising in any suburban newspaper for
each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
3338.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What is the total dollar amount that the Victorian
Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation spent on advertising in any regional newspaper for
each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
3339.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What is the total dollar amount that the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation spent on advertising with Facebook for each month between and
including December 2014 to September 2015.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
3340.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What is the total dollar amount that the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation spent on advertising with Twitter for each month between and
including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
3341.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What is the total dollar amount that the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation spent on advertising in any suburban newspaper for each month
between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
3342.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What is the total dollar amount that the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation spent on advertising in any regional newspaper for each month
between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Planning
3359.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Planning): What is the total dollar amount that the Architects Registration Board of Victoria spent on
advertising with Facebook for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.
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ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Planning
3360.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Planning): What is the total dollar amount that the Architects Registration Board of Victoria spent on
advertising with Twitter for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Planning
3361.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Planning): What is the total dollar amount that the Architects Registration Board of Victoria spent on
advertising in any suburban newspaper for each month between and including December 2014 to
September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Planning
3362.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Planning): What is the total dollar amount that the Architects Registration Board of Victoria spent on
advertising in any regional newspaper for each month between and including December 2014 to
September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Planning
3363.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Planning): What is the total dollar amount that Heritage Victoria spent on advertising with Facebook for
each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Planning
3364.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Planning): What is the total dollar amount that Heritage Victoria spent on advertising with Twitter for
each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.
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ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Planning
3365.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Planning): What is the total dollar amount that Heritage Victoria spent on advertising in any suburban
newspaper for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Planning
3366.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Planning): What is the total dollar amount that Heritage Victoria spent on advertising in any regional
newspaper for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Planning
3367.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Planning): What is the total dollar amount that Places Victoria spent on advertising with Facebook for
each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Planning
3368.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Planning): What is the total dollar amount that Places Victoria spent on advertising with Twitter for
each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Planning
3369.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Planning): What is the total dollar amount that Places Victoria spent on advertising in any suburban
newspaper for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.
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ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Planning
3370.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Planning): What is the total dollar amount that Places Victoria spent on advertising in any regional
newspaper for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Planning
3371.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Planning): What is the total dollar amount that the Victorian Building Authority spent on advertising
with Facebook for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Planning
3372.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Planning): What is the total dollar amount that the Victorian Building Authority spent on advertising
with Twitter for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Planning
3373.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Planning): What is the total dollar amount that the Victorian Building Authority spent on advertising in
any suburban newspaper for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Planning
3374.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Planning): What is the total dollar amount that the Victorian Building Authority spent on advertising in
any regional newspaper for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.
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ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Tourism and major events
3719.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events): What is the total dollar amount that the Australian Grand Prix Corporation spent on advertising
with Facebook for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Tourism and major events
3720.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events): What is the total dollar amount that the Australian Grand Prix Corporation spent on advertising
with Twitter for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Tourism and major events
3721.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events): What is the total dollar amount that the Australian Grand Prix Corporation spent on advertising
in any suburban newspaper for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Tourism and major events
3722.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events): What is the total dollar amount that the Australian Grand Prix Corporation spent on advertising
in any regional newspaper for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Tourism and major events
3723.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events): What is the total dollar amount that the Emerald Tourist Railway Board spent on advertising
with Facebook for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.
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ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Tourism and major events
3724.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events): What is the total dollar amount that the Emerald Tourist Railway Board spent on advertising
with Twitter for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Tourism and major events
3725.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events): What is the total dollar amount that the Emerald Tourist Railway Board spent on advertising in
any suburban newspaper for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Tourism and major events
3726.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events): What is the total dollar amount that the Emerald Tourist Railway Board spent on advertising in
any regional newspaper for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Tourism and major events
3727.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events): What is the total dollar amount that Tourism Victoria spent on advertising with Facebook for
each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Tourism and major events
3728.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events): What is the total dollar amount that Tourism Victoria spent on advertising with Twitter for
each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.
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ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Tourism and major events
3729.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events): What is the total dollar amount that Tourism Victoria spent on advertising in any suburban
newspaper for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Tourism and major events
3730.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events): What is the total dollar amount that Tourism Victoria spent on advertising in any regional
newspaper for each month between and including December 2014 to September 2015.

ANSWER:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Training and skills
3784.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills: In relation to each consultancy
commissioned by the Department of Education and Training since December 2014:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

When did it take place.
How much did it cost.
What was its purpose.
What was the name and address of the consultant.
Were any tenders called.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The details of consultancies and major contracts commissioned by Department of Education and Training are
reported in the Department’s annual report.
Details of individual consultancies for the 2014-15 financial year can be viewed at
http://www.education.vic.gov.au/

Prevention of family violence
3786.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): How many women’s refuges are in operation in Victoria, and of these,
how many receive state government funding, and what is the nature of the funding.
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ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government provided $81.3 million in the State Budget over five years to address family
violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional crisis support and transport services
to assist women and children experiencing family violence.
In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 9000 households will receive assistance with crisis and transitional
housing, which includes women and children accommodated in refuges (page 260).
Information about historical assistance around in regards to crisis and transitional housing can be found in the
previous Budget Papers. I would recommend the Member contact the Department of Health and Human Services
for further information on the current status of women’s refuges.

Prevention of family violence
3787.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): during 2014-15, what was the total number of women and children
who were in refuges or other forms of overnight emergency care.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government provided $81.3 million in the State Budget over five years to address family
violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional crisis support and transport services
to assist women and children experiencing family violence.
In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 9000 households will receive assistance with crisis and transitional
housing, which includes women and children accommodated in refuges (page 260).
I would recommend the Member contact the Department of Health and Human Services for further information on
the current status of women’s refuges.

Prevention of family violence
3788.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): during 2014-15, what was the average length of stay by women and
children who are in refuges or emergency care due to family violence.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government provided $81.3 million in the State Budget over five years to address family
violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional crisis support and transport services
to assist women and children experiencing family violence.
In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 9000 households will receive assistance with crisis and transitional
housing, which includes women and children accommodated in refuges (page 260).
I would recommend the Member contact the Department of Health and Human Services for further information on
the current status of women’s refuges.

Prevention of family violence
3789.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): What was the number of hotel rooms funded by government during
2013-14 for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence; and what was
the total cost.
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ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3790.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): What was the number of hotel rooms funded by government during
2012-13 for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence; and what was
the total cost.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3791.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): What was the number of hotel rooms funded by government during
2011-12 for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence; and what was
the total cost.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.
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Prevention of family violence
3792.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): What was the number of hotel rooms funded by government during
2010-11 for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence; and what was
the total cost.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3793.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): What was the number of hotel rooms funded by government during
2009-10 for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence; and what was
the total cost.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3794.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): What was the number of hotel rooms funded by government during
2008-09 for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence; and what was
the total cost.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 8 December 2015

COUNCIL

5803

The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3795.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): What is the forecast number of hotel rooms to be funded by
government during 2015-16 for women and children who have left the family home due to family
violence; and what is the budgeted cost.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3796.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): In relation to the total number of hotel rooms funded by the state
government for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during
financial year 2014-15, how many rooms were in Melbourne and how many were in regional areas.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3797.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): What was the average length of stay in hotel rooms funded by
government during 2014-15 by women and children who have left the family home due to family
violence.
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ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3798.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): How many women and children are on the waiting list for public
housing because they have left their homes due to family violence.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3799.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): For the 2014-15 financial year, of the women and children who used
government funded hotel rooms as emergency care when they had left the family home due to family
violence, where were they housed (by accommodation type) after leaving emergency care.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.
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Prevention of family violence
3800.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): For the 2014-15 financial year, of the women and children who used
women’s hostels as emergency care when they had left the family home due to family violence, where
were they housed (by accommodation type) after leaving emergency care.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3801.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Melbourne.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3802.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Port Phillip.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
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The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3803.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Stonnington.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3804.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Yarra.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3805.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Banyule.
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ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3806.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Bayside.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3807.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Boroondara.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.
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Prevention of family violence
3808.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Brimbank.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3809.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Darebin.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3810.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Glen Eira.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
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The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3811.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Hobsons Bay.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3812.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Kingston.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3813.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Manningham.
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ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3814.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Maribyrnong.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3815.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Monash.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.
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Prevention of family violence
3816.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Moonee Valley.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3817.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Moreland.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3818.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Whitehorse.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
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The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3819.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Cardinia.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3820.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Casey.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3821.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Frankston.
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ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3822.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Greater Dandenong.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3823.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Hume.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.
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Prevention of family violence
3824.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Knox.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3825.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Maroondah.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3826.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Melton.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
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The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3827.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Mornington Peninsula.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3828.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Nillumbik.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3829.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Whittlesea.
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ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3830.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Wyndham.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3831.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Yarra Ranges.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.
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Prevention of family violence
3832.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Colac Otway Shire.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3833.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Golden Plains Shire.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3834.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Greater Geelong.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
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The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3835.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Borough of Queenscliffe.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3836.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Surf Coast Shire.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3837.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Ballarat.
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ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3838.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Central Goldfields.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3839.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Greater Bendigo.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.
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Prevention of family violence
3840.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Hepburn.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3841.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Loddon.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3842.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Macedon Ranges.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 8 December 2015

COUNCIL

5821

The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3843.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Mitchell.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3844.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Moorabool.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3845.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Mount Alexander.
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ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3846.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Campaspe.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3847.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Greater Shepparton.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.
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Prevention of family violence
3848.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Moira.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3849.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Strathbogie.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3850.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Alpine Shire.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
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The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3851.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Rural City of Benalla.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3852.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Falls Creek Alpine Resort.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3853.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Indigo.
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ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3854.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Lake Mountain Alpine Resort.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3855.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Mansfield.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.
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Prevention of family violence
3856.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Murrindindi.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3857.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Towong.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3858.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Rural City of Wangaratta.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
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The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3859.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Wodonga.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3860.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Bass Coast Shire.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3861.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Baw Baw.
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ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3862.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of East Gippsland.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3863.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Latrobe.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.
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Prevention of family violence
3864.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the South Gippsland Shire.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3865.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Wellington.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3866.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Rural City of Ararat.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
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The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3867.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Corangamite Shire.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3868.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Glenelg.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3869.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Moyne.
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ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3870.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Pyrenees Shire.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3871.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Southern Grampians.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.
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Prevention of family violence
3872.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the City of Warrnambool.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3873.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Hindmarsh.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3874.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Rural City of Horsham.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
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The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3875.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Northern Grampians.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3876.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of West Wimmera.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3877.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Yarriambiack.
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ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3878.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Buloke.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3879.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Shire of Gannawarra.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.
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Prevention of family violence
3880.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Rural City of Mildura.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Prevention of family violence
3881.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence): Of the total number of hotel rooms funded by the State Government
for women and children who have left the family home due to family violence during the financial year
2014-15, how many rooms were in the Rural City of Swan Hill.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $81.3 million over six years to help all Victorians across the state
who are experiencing or at risk of violence. As part of this package, $3.5 million has been provided for additional
crisis support and transport services to assist women and children experiencing family violence. In addition, a
$16 million family violence fund was established to address demand on services created by increased reporting of
incidents and the focus on the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Housing Establishment Fund provides support to people who are homeless; or at risk of homelessness,
including people experiencing family violence. This includes the provision of emergency accommodation in hotel
rooms. In 2015-16, Budget Paper No. 3 estimates that 40 000 households will be assisted through the Housing
Establishment Fund (page 260).
Historical assistance through the Housing Establishment Fund can be found in previous Budget Papers.

Education
3889.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Education: Is the suburb of Williams Landing within the
official catchment of any primary or secondary schools, and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

Which schools are they.
What is the distance of these schools to Williams Landing.
Are these schools within the same municipality.
Is there currently capacity at these schools for an increase in students and is there projected to be
capacity for new students in the coming years.
Are there currently waiting lists for attendance at these schools.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian Government is committed to investing in education and school infrastructure, as demonstrated
through the allocation of $730 million to school facilities in the 2015-16 State Budget.
The funding provided through the 2015-16 State Budget represents a crucial first step in creating the Education
State, and we will continue to invest in school facilities throughout this term of government.
The City of Wyndham is the fastest growing area in the state. We are mindful of the impact this has on existing
schools in the area, including Williams Landing and are committed to developing solutions for meeting demand.
The network of schools surrounding Williams Landing includes Truganina South Primary School and Truganina
P-9 within the Wyndham municipality and Laverton P-12 in Hobsons Bay municipality. The closest school to
Williams Landing is Truganina South Primary School which is approximately 500 metres from the suburb
boundary. This school was opened in 2011 to meet the future needs of the Williams Landing community after the
Department was not able to secure a suitable site in Williams Landing. There is capacity in this network for
additional students, additionally Truganina P-9, which opened this year, will begin to take year seven students from
2016.
The Department of Education and Training’s School Enrolment and Placement Policy Guidelines state that every
child is entitled to be enrolled at his or her designated local neighbourhood Government school (the school that is
nearest the student’s permanent residence). A child may enrol at a Government school that is not their designated
Government school if there is sufficient accommodation for the child at that school, however priority is given to
students for which that school is their designated local neighbourhood Government school.
The Department understands that some schools may keep “waiting lists” for students where the school is not their
designated local neighbourhood Government school in the hope that there is sufficient capacity once local students
are fully enrolled; however this is not Department policy and the Department is actively working with schools to
discourage this practice.
The department has a robust methodology for forecasting demand for new schools, which includes detailed
consultation with relevant local councils and the Metropolitan Planning Authority (MPA). A number of future
school sites have already been identified by the Department, MPA and Council to meet the expected future
demand. Funding for new schools is considered by Government as part of the annual State Budget alongside
consideration of other funding priorities.
The Department will continue to work with the City of Wyndham, Hobsons Bay City Council, the MPA and other
relevant stakeholders to ensure that future enrolment growth is appropriately planned for and all Victorian students
have access to high quality education.

Small business, innovation and trade
3890.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to
the Minister’s answer to Question on Notice 865 regarding Government grants approved between
23 May 2015 and 31 July 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Were any grants awarded during the period under ‘existing programs’.
If grants were awarded during this period, how many were awarded.
If grants were awarded during this period, what was the total value of grants awarded to
companies.
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ANSWER:
(1)

Details of grants awarded are made available in the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport
and Resources annual report.

(2)

Refer to answer (1).

(3)

Refer to answer (1).

Small business, innovation and trade
3891.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to
the Minister’s answer to Question on Notice 865 regarding Government technology, innovation and
small business grants approved between 23 May 2015 and 31 July 2015:
(1)
(2)

Were there any existing technology, innovation or small business related grant programs operating
during the period.
If so, which grant programs were operating.

ANSWER:
See my previous answer to question LC3890.

Small business, innovation and trade
3892.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to
the Minister’s answer to question on notice 866 regarding specific grants approved between 23 May
2015 and 31 July 2015:
(1)
(2)

Were any of the grant programs listed in this question operating during the period.
If so, which of the grant programs listed were operating.

ANSWER:
See my previous answer to question LC3891.

Small business, innovation and trade
3896.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to
the Innovation and Technology Voucher Programs listed on the Business Victoria website: In what
month was the most recent voucher awarded by the Government under these programs.

ANSWER:
Information about these grants is available in the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources annual report.

Small business, innovation and trade
3897.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to
the Innovation and Technology Voucher Programs listed on the Business Victoria website: How many
grants have been awarded by the Government under this program since 1 August 2015.

ANSWER:
See my previous answer to question LC3896.
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Small business, innovation and trade
3911.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to
the Minister’s media release ‘Melbourne Uni Paves The Way For International Entrepreneurs’ of
24 September 2015 and noting the media release indicates that ‘ICT is one of the six key growth sectors
in the Back to Work Plan…’:
(1)
(2)

Can the Minister indicate on what page of his Government’s Back to Work Plan ‘ICT’ or
‘information and communications technology’ is referred to.
If ICT is now one of the six key growth sectors, which of the following six previously identified
sectors identified in the ‘Back to Work Plan’ have been dropped by the government —
(a) Medical technology and pharmaceuticals;
(b) New energy technology;
(c) Food and fibre;
(d) Transport, defence and construction;
(e) International education; or
(f) Professional services.

ANSWER:
1)
In the context of the Government’s Back to Work Plan, the Professional Services sector is considered to
include ICT.
2)

No sector has been dropped. Refer answer to Question 1.

Emergency services
4047.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister
for Emergency Services): In relation to the review of ‘call taking and dispatch procedures’ at the
Emergency Services Telecommunications Authority announced by the Premier on 30 November 2014:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

When is the estimated date of completion.
What is the cost to undertake the review.
Who is undertaking the review.
Will the report from the review be made public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The review to which your question refers, falls within the portfolio responsibilities of the Honourable Ms Jill
Hennessy, Minister for Ambulance Services.

Roads and road safety
4259.

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

What was the funding commitment from the Transport Investing in Regions fund for the
‘Welcome to Country’ road signs announced on 9 April 2015.
Was there any other State Government financial contribution to the project and if so, from which
agencies and what was the value.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

The $62 500 project comprised of $50 000 in funding from the Transport Investing in Regions initiative

(2)

VicRoads contributed $12 500.

Roads and road safety
4263.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): In relation to the Danny Katz book That’s the Sound the Street Makes, as of 10 November
2015, how much has been spent to deliver the book to Victorian primary schools and what is the
Victorian Government’s financial contribution to making the book available in all primary schools.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Matters relating to expenses incurred on publications and educational material can be found under ‘Marketing and
Road Safety Expenditure’ in the TAC Annual Report.

Education
4300.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education): In
relation to the pilot program for high-achieving tertiary students to mentor secondary school students
from disadvantaged backgrounds, as of 19 October 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many tertiary students have been appointed to mentoring roles.
On average, how much per week are tertiary students being paid for their mentoring roles.
What are the lists of schools that will benefit from the program.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government committed to pilot a program for high-achieving tertiary students to mentor
secondary school students from disadvantaged backgrounds.
This commitment was funded in our first budget for commencement in 2016.
Under the program, the Andrews Labor Government will fund 100 annual scholarships for high-achieving TAFE
and university students to mentor young people from disadvantaged backgrounds. The commitment will provide
for scholarships of $3000 per year, over two years.
Further details will be available prior to commencement.

Agriculture
4309.

MS DUNN — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: In relation to the 284 logging coupes removed from
the amended 2015 Timber Release Plan, in particular the Minister’s comments in Parliament on
20 October 2015 that “Of the 284 coupes removed from the latest Timber Release Plan, 60 coupes were
unharvested and 224 coupes were successfully regenerated”:
(1)

How many of the 224 “regenerated” coupes removed from the amended 2015 Timber Release
Plan have been subject to thinning operations.
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If any of the 224 “regenerated” coupes removed from the amended 2015 Timber Release Plan
have been subject to thinning operations, does the Minister consider such thinning operations to be
part of the regeneration process.
How many of the 224 “regenerated” coupes removed from the amended 2015 Timber Release
Plan have been harvested using clearfell logging operations.
If any of the 224 “regenerated” coupes removed from the amended 2015 Timber Release Plan
have been harvested using clearfell logging operations, does the Minister consider such clearfell
logging operations to be part of the regeneration process.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

A total of seven coupes were subject to ‘thinning’ and removed from the Timber Release Plan (TRP) after
having demonstrated they met the requirements for thinning in compliance with the Code of Practice for
Timber Production 2014.

(2)

Yes. There is no requirement to ‘regenerate’ a coupe that has been thinned. VicForests is required to
demonstrate that thinning operations are undertaken in accordance with the Code of Practice for Timber
Production 2014. Once verified, coupes that have been thinned are removed from the TRP.

(3)

54 coupes were previously subject to clear-fell harvesting, and 35 coupes were previously clear-fell salvaged
following the 2009 Black Saturday bushfires. These coupes have been treated and assessed as being
regenerated successfully.

(4)

All clear-fell timber harvesting operations undertaken by VicForests are regenerated in compliance with the
Code of Practice for Timber Production 2014.

Agriculture
4310.

MS DUNN — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: In relation to the preparation of two separate Timber
Release Plans for 2015:
(1)
(2)

Why were two distinct Timber Release Plans released in 2015.
What was the intention of releasing these two Plans.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

VicForests maintains a single Timber Release Plan (TRP). Making changes to the TRP is normal business
practice by VicForests to meet changing needs. Changes to a TRP are generally made on an annual basis,
although changes can be made at other times. For operational reasons VicForests amended its TRP twice in
2015. The development and release of a TRP involves considerable public consultation. The TRP provides a
transparent, public record of the location of areas which may be sustainably harvested and regenerated by
VicForests.

(2)

In 2015, two separate processes resulted in a minor and a major change to the TRP:
– In April 2015, a minor amendment was made to the TRP. This change was required for VicForests to meet
its 2014–15 contractual obligations with customers. The change included the addition of four coupes, one
boundary amendment and the addition of one coupe driveway.
– In August 2015, VicForests completed its regular annual update of the TRP. The update included the
addition of 316 coupes, the modification of 29 coupe boundaries and the removal of 284 coupes. The
update allowed VicForests to maintain operational flexibility to address further detections of Leadbeater’s
Possum and respond to issues raised by environmental groups.
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Agriculture
4312.

MS DUNN — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: In relation to the significant number of logging
coupes which fail to “regenerate” after logging, and are not “regenerated” for many subsequent years,
adding significantly to the burden on public finances:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Do you include the impacts of climate change or climate change modelling in the planning of
“regeneration” of logging coupes.
If so, are the effects of climate change making “regeneration” of logging coupes more challenging
in recent years.
If so, what processes and plans are being implemented to mitigate this and improve the
“regeneration” of logging coupes.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

VicForests takes into consideration the impacts of climate change. VicForests decreases winter regeneration
operations during periods of drought. VicForests undertakes 90 per cent of its regeneration activities in
autumn, except for higher elevation areas that are subject to wetter and cooler conditions where the success of
regeneration will be reduced.

(2)

Past droughts have had an impact on regeneration success. As part of VicForests regeneration planning,
drought and other impacts are taken into consideration to ensure regeneration of the forest has the best
possible opportunity for success.

(3)

VicForests has a sound framework in place to ensure the risk to successful regeneration is managed
appropriately. The majority of regeneration work is undertaken during autumn to ensure optimal conditions
for success.

Roads and road safety
4313.

MS DUNN — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety): In
relation to the Strategic Cycling Corridors as prepared by VicRoads:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What is the extent and program of activities in relation to community consultation that will be
undertaken to inform and update the Victorian Cycling Strategy and new action plan.
What is the progress and extent of the work with VicRoads for the Strategic Cycling Corridors
project.
What are the ‘missing links’ in the existing bicycle network and how have they been identified.
How are these ‘missing links’ prioritised in terms of investment in cycling infrastructure.

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

There are three ways people can participate in the community consultation to update Victoria’s cycling
strategy. People can choose to complete an online survey (running from 20 October to 16 December 2015),
provide a written submission through a dedicated email address (running from 20 October to 16 December
2015) and/or attend any of 10 community consultation workshops across the state; five in metropolitan
Melbourne and five in regional Victoria. The community will also be able to provide feedback on the draft
cycling strategy in early 2016.

2)

VicRoads is well progressed in the identification of Strategic Cycling Corridors (SCCs) across metropolitan
Melbourne and 46 regional cities and centres throughout Victoria. VicRoads and the Department of
Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources have consulted local government in the development
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of the SCCs. The SCCs are indicative corridors only and further investigation and consultation will determine
the optimum routes within particular corridors.
3)

‘Missing links’ will be identified for each route within the SCCs in consultation with stakeholders.

4)

The ‘missing links’ will be prioritised for investment within a targeted investment plan that will be developed
for each route.

Agriculture
4314.

MS DUNN — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: In relation to the logging coupe knows as “Tassie,”
near the township of Toolangi, coupe address “297-823-0003”:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What action is the Minister taking to “regenerate” this coupe.
What is the advice of scientists in relation to the “regeneration” of this coupe.
Given that the coupe has already failed to regenerate several times, what is the added cost of
“regeneration”.
What is the cost so far of the attempted “regeneration” of this coupe.
If “regeneration” at this coupe continues to fail, what will the Minister be doing to remedy the
situation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

VicForests has undertaken its regeneration practices in accordance with the Code of Practice for Timber
Production 2014. VicForests advises that 16.9 hectares of the coupe has successfully regenerated. However,
15 hectares failed the 2012 regeneration survey and was retreated by rough heaping in 2013. This failed area
was re-surveyed in 2015 and found to have failed again. VicForests will re-retreat the failed 15 hectares in
2016. This will be undertaken by slashing the failed area, then burning to create a seedbed. The majority of
the area will be fenced to exclude deer and wallabies from entering the site, and sown with seed collected
from nearby areas of the same species. Small areas outside the fence will be hand planted and seedlings
protected with tree guards. Hand planting seedlings has proved successful where sowing has not.

(2)

Browsing by deer and wallabies and frost during the germination stage are contributing factors that have
slowed successful regeneration at this site.

(3)

VicForests is responsible for the ongoing cost of regeneration of all coupes it harvests. The government does
not provide any funding for regeneration or for re-treatment of failed regeneration attempts. Regeneration
costs vary considerably depending on:
– site characteristics-slope, elevation, rainfall, aspect, time since harvest and the forest species;
– how the seedbed is prepared-broadcast burning of the slash versus mechanical disturbance and
rough-heaping of the slash;
– how the seed is collected-either from the ground or by climbing trees; and
– how the seedlings are established-seed aerially sown, seed sown by hand or direct planting of seedlings.
Regeneration Costs usually range between $750-$1500 per hectare. Regeneration failure results in additional
retreatment costs to VicForests of between $1500-$3000 per hectare. The additional costs for retreatment
arise from the need for further preparation of the site to maximise treatment and regeneration.

(4)

First attempt regeneration treatment (broadcast burning and aerial sowing of 32 hectares) cost a total of $750
per hectare (total $22 000). Second attempt re-treatment (mechanical disturbance, rough-heaping and aerial
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sowing of failed 15 hectares) cost $2000 per hectare (total $30 000). A third attempt at re-treatment has not
been completed.
(5)

VicForests is committed to regenerating all areas it harvests. The re-attempt at achieving regeneration at this
site in 2016 will include special measures to control browsing by deer and wallabies, which has been the main
cause of regeneration failure. Some seedlings will be hand planted, and tree guards and fencing will be
erected to enhance regeneration of the site.

Agriculture
4315.

MS DUNN — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: In relation to the logging coupe knows as “Rusty,”
near the township of Toolangi, coupe address “297-547-0007”:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What action is the Minister taking to “regenerate” this coupe.
What is the advice of scientists in relation to the “regeneration” of this coupe.
What is the total cost to date of the “regeneration” of this coupe.
Is the Minister still considering conducting a “regeneration burn” at this coupe.
If the answer to (4) is yes, when will this take place.
When the coupe is being “regenerated,” will it be planted with the original Messmate eucalyptus
plants, which grew in this area of forest prior to the logging which occurred in the early 20th
Century, after which the coupe was planted with Mountain Ash or will the coupe be “regenerated”
using Mountain Ash eucalyptus plants.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

VicForests agreed not to burn this site in autumn 2015, following concerns raised with the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water by local environmentalists and members of the Toolangi
community. As a result, VicForests has taken on additional risk associated with the successful regeneration of
this coupe. To ensure optimal management of this coupe, VicForests implemented a new system of
harvesting (regrowth retention harvesting), which is currently being applied in the Central Highlands to assist
the recovery of the Leadbeater’s Possum. VicForests is currently considering two options to manage this
coupe that will involve dividing the coupe into sections to enable burning and mechanical disturbance to be
undertaken, which will ensure optimal regeneration success.

(2)

VicForests has established best practice management of regeneration activities in accordance with the Native
Forest Silviculture Guidelines series. This includes site preparation techniques for all coupes. A broadcast
burn is the preferred operation to provide a suitable seedbed for regeneration, minimise soil disturbance and
ensure seed sowing rates are adequate for this coupe.

(3)

VicForests has spent $1200 to remove debris and protect habitat trees and other retained areas as part of
post-harvest preparations for burning. VicForests will continue to manage this coupe to ensure regeneration
meets commercial regeneration standards.

(4)

As outlined in the answer to question one, VicForests is currently considering two options to manage this
coupe.

(5)

Regeneration activities take place in autumn, when conditions are routinely safe for burning. Autumn is also
the best time for germination of seedlings to ensure establishment before summer.

(6)

The “Rusty” site includes 3 species of eucalypt (mountain ash, messmate and mountain grey gum) that have
naturally persisted since the 1939 bushfires. These species have either naturally regenerated following the
1939 bushfire or regenerated as a result of historic timber harvesting. VicForests will regenerate this site with
a mix of:
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– seed that is naturally occurring from trees within the local area, including mountain ash, messmate and
mountain grey gum;
– seed sown by helicopter containing a mix of mountain ash, messmate and mountain grey gum that has
been collected from the surrounding Toolangi Forests; and
– seedlings of mountain ash, messmate and mountain grey gum propagated from seed collected from the
Toolangi Forest District.

Education
4345.

MS BATH — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education): In relation
to the number of parent enquiries to the Department of Education about home schooling and the number
of actual registrations of home schooling families for each year since 2010 in Eastern Victoria:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many people enquire of the department each year.
How many people are actually registered each year.
What in-service courses do department officials attend to be fully informed about home education,
current research and knowledge in the area and the skills and needs of home educators.
What self-evaluation procedures, in regards to home education, are there for the department to
learn what it is doing well and where clients consider there could be improvements.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

The Department of Education receives hundreds of telephone, email and written enquiries from parents,
students, schools, media organisations and other members of the Victorian community each week.
All inquiries to the Department of Education by parents seeking information about registering to home school
a child in Victoria are referred to the Victorian Registration & Qualifications Authority (VRQA). VRQA has
the legislative role of registering students for home schooling under Part 4 of the Education & Training
Reform Act 2006.

(2)

As at 31 October 2015, there were 4365 students registered for home schooling in Victoria.

(3)

VRQA has suitable arrangements, in place to ensure that VRQA staff have appropriate training in relation to
the Education & Training Reform Act 2006 and the Education & Training Reform Regulations 2007, relevant
to its role in registering students for home schooling under the Act.
The Department of Education and Training actively follows developments in home schooling research and
evidence and regularly reviews its policies.

(4)

Parents who decide to home school their children assume overall responsibility for the planning,
implementation and assessment of their child's education. Home schooling learning programs must address
the eight key learning areas and be consistent with democratic principles and practice.

Education
4346.

MS BATH — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education): Since 2010
how many students each year from the Gippsland region have —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

Completed Year 12 VCE studies;
Completed VCAL studies;
Enrolled in university studies in metropolitan areas; and
Enrolled in a regional university.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(a)

VCE completion rate for Gippsland Region, 2010-2014

Gippsland:
Completions
(b)

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

2,127

2,061

2,088

1,971

1,985

VCAL certificate completion rate for Gippsland Region, 2010-2014

Gippsland:
Completions

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

723

917

818

778

726

(c)

Higher Education data is collected by the Commonwealth Department of Education and Training.

(d)

Higher Education data is collected by the Commonwealth Department of Education and Training.

Treasurer
4351.

MR BARBER — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): In relation to payroll tax:
How many entities were registered for each of the financial years of —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

2011-12;
2012-13;
2013-14; and
2014-15.

ANSWER:
The number of employers that were registered as at the end of each financial year was (a)

35,109 in 2011-12;

(b)

36,882 in 2012-13;

(c)

37,940 in 2013-14; and

(d)

39,259 in 2014-15.

Treasurer
4352.

MR BARBER — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): In relation to payroll tax:
How many entities were audited by the State Revenue Office for payroll tax compliance in each of the
financial years of —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

2011-12;
2012-13;
2013-14; and
2014-15.
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ANSWER:
The number of payroll tax audits that were completed during each financial year was (a)

2148 in 2011-12;

(b)

2026 in 2012-13;

(c)

1654 in 2013-14; and

(d)

1748 in 2014-15.

(Note, most audits relate to one entity. However, some audits that relate to grouping may involve two or more
entities.)

Ports
4360.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Ports): If the lease of the
Port of Melbourne proceeds, what is the earliest possible time that —
(a)
(b)
(c)

Consideration of the Port Rail Shuttle project will occur with the new operator;
The Port Rail Shuttle Expressions of Interest process might proceed; and
The Port Rail Shuttle project will be complete.

ANSWER:
I am informed that as at the date the question was raised:
Rather than proceed with an Expression of Interest process specifically for the Port-rail Shuttle, the Government
has decided to seek rail modal outcome proposals - which could include the Port- rail Shuttle or other approaches as part of the Port of Melbourne lease transaction.
Funding has been retained in the budget against the Port-rail Shuttle pending the outcome of the Port lease process
and the Government will work with the leaseholder to achieve a rail modal outcome that benefits to the State and
port users at the appropriate time.
At this point it is not possible to be specific about the timing of the Port lease transaction or, therefore, discussions
with Port lease bidders about possible approaches to achieving a rail modal outcome at the Port.
The Government is keen to proceed with the Port transaction and to unlock the benefits which will flow from
leasing the Port of Melbourne but this depends on a number of factors, including the passage of the relevant
legislation through the Parliament.
As the development and operation of the Port-rail Shuttle will be undertaken by the private sector, it is not possible
for the Government to determine the date by which the project might be completed and operational.

Treasurer
4500.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Albert Park.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics
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Treasurer
4501.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Altona.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4502.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Bass.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4503.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Bayswater.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4504.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Bellarine.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4505.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Benambra.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics
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Treasurer
4506.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Bendigo East.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4507.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Bendigo West.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4508.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Bentleigh.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4509.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Box Hill.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4510.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Brighton.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4511.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Broadmeadows.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4512.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Brunswick.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4513.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Bulleen.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4514.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Bundoora.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics
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Treasurer
4515.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Buninyong.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4516.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Burwood.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4517.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Carrum.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4518.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Caulfield.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4519.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Clarinda.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4520.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Cranbourne.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4521.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Croydon.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4522.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Dandenong.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4523.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Eildon.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics
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Treasurer
4524.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Eltham.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4525.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Essendon.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4526.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Euroa.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4527.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Evelyn.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4528.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Ferntree Gully.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4529.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Footscray.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4530.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Forest Hill.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4531.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Frankston.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4532.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Geelong.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics
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Treasurer
4533.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Gembrook.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4534.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Gippsland East.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4535.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Gippsland South.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4536.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Hastings.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4537.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Hawthorn.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4538.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Ivanhoe.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4539.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Kew.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4540.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Keysborough.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4541.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Kororoit.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics
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Treasurer
4542.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Lara.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4543.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Lowan.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4544.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Macedon.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4545.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Malvern.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4546.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Melbourne.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4547.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Melton.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4548.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Mildura.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4549.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Mill Park.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4550.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Monbulk.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics
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Treasurer
4551.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Mordialloc.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4552.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Mornington.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4553.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Morwell.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4554.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Mount Waverley.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4555.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Mulgrave.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4556.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Murray Plains.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4557.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Narracan.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4558.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Narre Warren North.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4559.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Narre Warren South.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics
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Treasurer
4560.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Nepean.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4561.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Niddrie.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4562.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Northcote.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4563.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Oakleigh.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4564.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Ovens Valley.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4565.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Pascoe Vale.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4566.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Polwarth.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4567.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Prahran.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4568.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Preston.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics
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Treasurer
4569.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Richmond.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4570.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Ringwood.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4571.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Ripon.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4572.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Rowville.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4573.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Sandringham.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4574.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Shepparton.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4575.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of South Barwon.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4576.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of South-West Coast.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4577.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of St Albans.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics
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Treasurer
4578.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Sunbury.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4579.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Sydenham.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4580.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Tarneit.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4581.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Thomastown.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4582.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Warrandyte.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4583.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Wendouree.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4584.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Werribee.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4586.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Yan Yean.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics

Treasurer
4587.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total
number of jobs created as a result of the Government’s Back to Work Act 2015 for the period 1 July
2015 to 31 October 2015 for the electorate of Yuroke.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back to Work statistics are published on the State Revenue Office website at http://www.sro.vic.gov.au/back-workstatistics
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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.

Wednesday, 9 December 2015
Local government
43.

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

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

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

Industrial relations
45.

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

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Government is in the process of appointing and reappointing vacancies on Boards, Commissions and
Committees. Appointments and reappointment details can be found at www.publicboards.vic.gov.au or
www.premier.vic.gov.au.
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Regional development
1226.

MS BATH — To ask the Minister for Regional Development: What is the name and grant value for
each of the 41 projects which were approved under the Latrobe Valley Industry and Infrastructure Fund
as outlined in the reply to question on notice number 594.

ANSWER:
The Latrobe Valley Industry and Infrastructure Fund (LVIIF), an initiative of the previous Labor Government,
closed for applications on 30 June 2014.
Details of the projects funded through the LVIIF, including the applicant, project details, location and funding
amount approved, are publicly available on the Regional Development Victoria website: www.rdv.vic.gov.au.

Equality
1512.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Equality): 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.

Equality
1513.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Equality): 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 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.

Equality
1514.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Equality): 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 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.
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Equality
1515.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Equality): 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 that the details of international travel of Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to
the relevant departmental website.

Equality
1516.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Equality): 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.

Equality
1517.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Equality): 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.

Equality
1518.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Equality): 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 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
standing orders of the Legislative Council.
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Equality
1519.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Equality): 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 that the details of international travel of Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to
the relevant departmental website.

Creative industries
1520.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Creative Industries):
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.

Creative industries
1521.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Creative Industries):
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 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.

Creative industries
1522.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Creative Industries):
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 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.
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Creative industries
1523.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Creative Industries):
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 that the details of international travel of Minister and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Creative industries
1524.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Creative Industries):
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.

Creative industries
1525.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Creative Industries):
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.

Creative industries
1526.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Creative Industries):
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 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.
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Creative industries
1527.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Creative Industries):
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 that the details of international travel of Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to
the relevant departmental website.

Roads and road safety
1991.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (representing the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety): Has the government delayed the Port-Rail Shuttle project in order to improve the business
case of the Western Distributor proposal.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Projects to enhance road network capacity are necessary to accommodate increases in passenger car and light
commercial vehicle traffic, irrespective of the role rail might play in moving passengers and freight.
The Government has not delayed the Port-rail Shuttle project in order to improve the business case for the Western
Distributor. Given the anticipated increases in the numbers of containers moving between the Port of Melbourne
and destinations in Melbourne and regional Victoria, the Government believes that both road and rail solutions will
be required.

Ports
1992.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (representing the Minister for Ports): Why
has the Port-Rail Shuttle project not proceeded to the Expressions of Interest stage.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
In the interests of the State, and to provide a holistic approach to the future management of the Port, the
government has decided to seek rail modal outcomes as part of the Port of Melbourne lease.
Funding has been retained in the budget against the Port-rail Shuttle pending the outcome of the lease process (refer
to 2015-16 State Budget, Paper 4, pg 20). The Government will work in partnership with the leaseholder of the Port
of Melbourne to achieve a rail modal outcome that benefit both the State, and port users, at the appropriate time.

Families and children
2008.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the Child Protection
and Family Services budget: How much of the 17 per cent increase in the Child Protection and Family
Services budget is allocated to the impact of the Social and Community Services Equal Remuneration
Order.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Wednesday, 9 December 2015

COUNCIL

5873

The 2015-16 State Budget provides $257 million in additional funding for child protection and family services,
representing a 17% increase compared to last year.
It also provided for an additional $935 million for pay increases for workers in the non-government social and
community services sector.
Workers who care for some of our community’s most in need and vulnerable people are now guaranteed pay rises
for the next four years. The mostly-female workforce is employed across the community sector in areas such as
caring for people with disabilities, the homeless and children who cannot live with their immediate families
because of abuse or neglect.
Fair Work Australia’s Equal Remuneration Order, handed down in 2012, ordered pay increases for the traditionally
underpaid workers in the non-government social and community services sector.
Unlike the previous Coalition Government, the Andrews Labor Government is proud to be supporting a fair go for
a workforce that contributes so much to the people of Victoria.

Creative industries
2426.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Creative Industries): 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 is provided in the annual reports of departments, agencies
and authorities.

Equality
2427.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Equality): 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 is provided in the annual reports of departments, agencies
and authorities.
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Public transport
2456.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport): 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, as at the date the question was raised:
Information on staff numbers and VPS classifications is provided in the annual reports of departments, agencies
and authorities.

Public transport
2466.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport): In
relation to expenditure on conferences, seminars, workshops and training courses or like events by each
department, agency or authority within the Minister’s administration for the period 1 December 2014 to
16 October 2015:
(1)

What was the name of each conference, course, seminar, workshop or like event attended
including the —
(a) locality and venue; and
(b) purpose.

(2)

What was the cost of each event indicating —
(a) accommodation;
(b) entertainment;
(c) meals and refreshments;
(d) travel;
(e) car hire;
(f) taxis and hire cars; and
(g) other expenses.

(3)

Was the event externally organised and, if so, what was the name of the person(s), organisation(s)
or companies engaged and at what cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
A detailed response to this question would be an unnecessary diversion of the Department’s resources.

Equality
2479.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Equality): In relation
to expenditure on conferences, seminars, workshops and training courses or like events by each
department, agency or authority within the Minister’s administration for the period 1 December 2014 to
16 October 2015:
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(1)

What was the name of each conference, course, seminar, workshop or like event attended
including the —
(a) locality and venue; and
(b) purpose.

(2)

What was the cost of each event indicating —
(a) accommodation;
(b) entertainment;
(c) meals and refreshments;
(d) travel;
(e) car hire;
(f) taxis and hire cars; and
(g) other expenses.

(3)

Was the event externally organised and, if so, what was the name of the person(s), organisation(s)
or companies engaged and at what cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A detailed response to this question would be an unnecessary diversion of the Department’s resources.

Creative industries
2480.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Creative Industries): In
relation to expenditure on conferences, seminars, workshops and training courses or like events by each
department, agency or authority within the Minister’s administration for the period 1 December 2014 to
16 October 2015:
(1)

What was the name of each conference, course, seminar, workshop or like event attended
including the —
(a) locality and venue; and
(b) purpose.

(2)

What was the cost of each event indicating —
(a) accommodation;
(b) entertainment;
(c) meals and refreshments;
(d) travel;
(e) car hire;
(f) taxis and hire cars; and
(g) other expenses.

(3)

Was the event externally organised and, if so, what was the name of the person(s), organisation(s)
or companies engaged and at what cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A detailed response to this question would be an unnecessary diversion of the Department’s resources.
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Families and children
2500.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to client placement
support services, activity number 31217: How many children in out of home care (clients) received
Intensive Case Management Services (ICMS) support during the:
(1)

December 2014 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(2)

March 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(3)

June 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(4)

September 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The client data on Intensive Case Management Services (ICMS) is not available at activity number level.

Families and children
2501.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Client placement
support services, activity number 31217: How many clients received Innovative Support (IS) services
during the:
(1)

December 2014 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(2)

March 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Wednesday, 9 December 2015

(d)

COUNCIL

5877

West Region.

(3)

June 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(4)

September 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The client data on Innovative Support (IS) services is not available at activity number level.

Families and children
2502.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Placement prevention
programs, activity number 31218: What was the daily average number of clients receiving an Intensive
Case Management Service (ICMS) during the:
(1)

December 2014 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(2)

March 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(3)

June 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(4)

September 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
5878

COUNCIL

Wednesday, 9 December 2015

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The client data on Intensive Case Management Services (ICMS) is not available at activity number level.

Families and children
2504.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Placement prevention
programs, activity number 31218: What was the daily average number of clients receiving an
Innovative Support Service (IS) during the:
(1)

December 2014 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(2)

March 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(3)

June 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(4)

September 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The client data on Innovative Support (IS) services is not available at activity number level.

Families and children
2507.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Family violence
support services, activity number 31233: How many clients received counselling and support services
through Family Violence Support Services during the:
(1)

December 2014 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.
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(2)

March 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(3)

June 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(4)

September 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

5879

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to addressing the issue of family violence in our society. The
2015-16 State Budget provided $81.3 million for family violence initiatives, including the establishment of
Australia’s first Royal Commission into Family Violence.
As part of this, $3.5 million was allocated in additional funding for counselling services over two years. Family
violence support services provide counselling support to women and children who are victims of family violence. It
is estimated by the Department of Health and Human Services that this initiative will fund approximately 1700
places for counselling for women and children based on average 2015-16 prices.

Families and children
2508.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Family violence
support services, activity number 31233: How many contacts and referrals by Family Violence Support
Services to the Court Network were made during the:
(1)

December 2014 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(2)

March 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(3)

June 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
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September 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

ANSWER:
Data relating to the court network are not available by region.

Families and children
2510.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Sexual assault support
services–activity number 31235: How many clients received an initial response within five working
days of referral during the:
(1)

December 2014 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(2)

March 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(3)

June 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(4)

September 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data relating to the number of sexual assault support services clients receiving an initial response within five
working days of referral is published in the State Budget papers.
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Families and children
2511.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Women’s Information
and Referral Exchange (WIRE), activity number 31239: How many clients were provided with
telephone or face to face information and support or referrals during the:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

December 2014 quarter;
March 2015 quarter;
June 2015 quarter; and
September 2015 quarter.

ANSWER:
The Women’s Information and Referral Exchange (WIRE) provides a wide range of support services to women,
including for family violence.
Data is only available annually and excludes online support provided during this period.
Face to face or telephone information and support or referrals by WIRE were provided to 10 059 clients in the
2014-15 financial year.

Families and children
2512.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Men’s family violence
services, activity number 31240: How many clients were provided with a Men’s Referral Service during
the:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

December 2014 quarter;
March 2015 quarter;
June 2015 quarter; and
September 2015 quarter.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to addressing the issue of family violence in our society. The
2015-16 State Budget provided $81.3 million for family violence initiatives, including the establishment of
Australia’s first Royal Commission into Family Violence.
As part of this, $1 million was provided in 2015-16 for men’s family violence services, including $600 000 to
voluntary men’s behaviour change programs, $275 000 to fund programs for Aboriginal men and those from
culturally and linguistically diverse backgrounds and $125 000 to the Men’s Referral Service, which provides
anonymous and confidential telephone counselling and referrals for men seeking support for violence and
controlling behaviour.
This funding is estimated to provide additional telephone counselling and intake services and an additional 300
voluntary places in behaviour change programs.

Families and children
2513.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Men’s family violence
services, activity number 31240: How many clients were provided with an Enhance Intake service
during the:
(a)

December 2014 quarter;
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March 2015 quarter;
June 2015 quarter; and
September 2015 quarter.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to addressing the issue of family violence in our society. The
2015-16 State Budget provided $81.3 million for family violence initiatives, including the establishment of
Australia’s first Royal Commission into Family Violence.
As part of this, $1 million was provided in 2015-16 for men’s family violence services, including $600 000 to
voluntary men’s behaviour change programs, $275 000 to fund programs for Aboriginal men and those from
culturally and linguistically diverse backgrounds and $125 000 to the Men’s Referral Service, which provides
anonymous and confidential telephone counselling and referrals for men seeking support for violence and
controlling behaviour.
Data does not distinguish between clients who received a Men’s Behaviour Change Program, Enhanced Service
Intake or a referral to a men’s service.

Families and children
2514.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Men’s family violence
services, activity number 31240: How many clients were provided with a Court-Directed Men’s
Behaviour Change Program service during the:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

December 2014 quarter;
March 2015 quarter;
June 2015 quarter; and
September 2015 quarter.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to addressing the issue of family violence in our society. The
2015-16 State Budget provided $81.3 million for family violence initiatives, including the establishment of
Australia’s first Royal Commission into Family Violence.
As part of this, $1 million was provided in 2015-16 for men’s family violence services, including $600 000 to
voluntary men’s behaviour change programs, $275 000 to fund programs for Aboriginal men and those from
culturally and linguistically diverse backgrounds and $125 000 to the Men’s Referral Service, which provides
anonymous and confidential telephone counselling and referrals for men seeking support for violence and
controlling behaviour.
Data does not distinguish between court directed and non-court directed programs.

Families and children
2515.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Men’s family violence
services, activity number 31240: How many clients were provided with a Men’s Behaviour Change
program during the:
(a)
(b)

December 2014 quarter;
March 2015 quarter;
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June 2015 quarter; and
September 2015 quarter.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to addressing the issue of family violence in our society. The
2015-16 State Budget provided $81.3 million for family violence initiatives, including the establishment of
Australia’s first Royal Commission into Family Violence.
As part of this, $1 million was provided in 2015-16 for men’s family violence services, including $600 000 to
voluntary men’s behaviour change programs, $275 000 to fund programs for Aboriginal men and those from
culturally and linguistically diverse backgrounds and $125 000 to the Men’s Referral Service, which provides
anonymous and confidential telephone counselling and referrals for men seeking support for violence and
controlling behaviour.
Data does not distinguish between clients who received a Men’s Behaviour Change Program, Enhanced Service
Intake or a referral to a men’s service.

Families and children
2518.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Aboriginal family
violence services, activity number 31244: How many clients were provided with support through
Holistic Healing Services during the:
(1)

December 2014 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(2)

March 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(3)

June 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(4)

September 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to addressing the issue of family violence in our society, including
for the Aboriginal community.
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The 2015-16 State Budget provides $1 million in 2015-16 for men’s family violence services, including $600 000
to voluntary men’s behaviour change programs, $275 000 to fund programs for Aboriginal men and those from
culturally and linguistically diverse backgrounds and $125 000 to the Men’s Referral Service, which provides
anonymous and confidential telephone counselling and referrals for men seeking support for violence and
controlling behaviour.
This funding is part of the Andrews Labor Government’s $81.3 million package to boost family violence services,
including the establishment of Australia’s first Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Government also announced the successful recipients of the Indigenous Family Violence Strategy Community
Initiatives Fund for 2015-16, which is an annual funding grant round of $650 000 to support locally led,
community based projects to prevent and raise awareness of family violence in Aboriginal communities across
Victoria.
In regards to Holistic Healing Services, data is not reported on separately as in some cases the same agencies
deliver a number of services and consolidate their reporting of these activities with those other services.

Families and children
2519.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Aboriginal family
violence services, activity number 31244: How many clients received support through Time Out
Services during the:
(1)

December 2014 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(2)

March 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(3)

June 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(4)

September 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to addressing the issue of family violence in our society, including
for the Aboriginal community.
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The 2015-16 State Budget provides $1 million in 2015-16 for men’s family violence services, including $600 000
to voluntary men’s behaviour change programs, $275 000 to fund programs for Aboriginal men and those from
culturally and linguistically diverse backgrounds and $125 000 to the Men’s Referral Service, which provides
anonymous and confidential telephone counselling and referrals for men seeking support for violence and
controlling behaviour.
This funding is part of the Andrews Labor Government’s $81.3 million package to boost family violence services,
including the establishment of Australia’s first Royal Commission into Family Violence.
The Government also announced the successful recipients of the Indigenous Family Violence Strategy Community
Initiatives Fund for 2015-16, which is an annual funding grant round of $650 000 to support locally led,
community based projects to prevent and raise awareness of family violence in Aboriginal communities across
Victoria.
In regards to Time Out Services, data is not reported on separately as in some cases the same agencies deliver a
number of services and consolidate their reporting of these activities with those other services.

Families and children
2520.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Aboriginal family
violence services, activity number 31244: How many clients received support through Men’s Family
Violence Group Programs during the:
(1)

December 2014 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(2)

March 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(3)

June 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(4)

September 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to addressing the issue of family violence in our society. The
2015-16 State Budget provided $81.3 million for family violence initiatives, including the establishment of
Australia’s first Royal Commission into Family Violence.
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As part of this, $1 million was provided in 2015-16 for men’s family violence services, including $600 000 to
voluntary men’s behaviour change programs, $275 000 to fund programs for Aboriginal men and those from
culturally and linguistically diverse backgrounds and $125 000 to the Men’s Referral Service, which provides
anonymous and confidential telephone counselling and referrals for men seeking support for violence and
controlling behaviour.
There are a number of programs for men who use violence, including men’s behaviour change programs and other
mainstream men’s services that are offered across a range of activity numbers.

Families and children
2521.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Aboriginal family
violence services, activity number 31244: How much of the Indigenous Family Violence Strategy
Community Initiative Fund was expended or granted during the:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

December 2014 quarter;
March 2015 quarter;
June 2015 quarter; and
September 2015 quarter.

ANSWER:
The Indigenous Family Violence Strategy Community Initiative Fund is a $650 000 grant round awarded annually.
In August 2015, I announced the successful recipients of this Fund for 2015-16, which support local community
projects to prevent, reduce and respond to family violence in Aboriginal communities.

Families and children
2531.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to High risk family
violence, activity number 31267: How many new cases were provided with case management support
during the:
(1)

December 2014 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(2)

March 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(3)

June 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
(b) South Region;
(c) East Region; and
(d) West Region.

(4)

September 2015 quarter, in the —
(a) North region;
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South Region;
East Region; and
West Region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to addressing the issue of family violence in our society. The
2015-16 State Budget provided $81.3 million for family violence initiatives, including the establishment of
Australia’s first Royal Commission into Family Violence.
Funding for case management responses provided through this activity purchase targets which are captured in
broader case management collection. I am advised that this information is therefore not available.

Creative industries
2583.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Creative Industries): In
relation to the legal expenses incurred by each department, agency or authority within the Minister’s
administration for the period 1 January to 7 October 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)

what expenses were incurred;
what was the purpose for engaging legal representation in each case; and
what are the names of legal counsel engaged.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Expenditure on government legal expenses was previously publically available in the Government Legal
Services Annual Report, which was last published in 2010. The former government ceased the publication of
this report in 2011.
The Department of Justice and Regulation is preparing an updated and abridged report on Government Legal
Services in relation to the previously unreported six year period 2009-2010 to 2014-15. This report will be
published on the Department of Justice and Regulation website when it is finalised. The Government will
resume publication of the Report on Government Legal Services on an annual basis.

(2),(3)
To ascertain the purposes for engaging legal representation and the names of legal counsel engaged for every
matter involving governmental departments and portfolio agencies for the requested time period is not
appropriate due to the confidential nature of matters for which legal representation is required, and would also
be an unreasonable diversion of the government’s resources.

Equality
2584.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Equality): In relation
to the legal expenses incurred by each department, agency or authority within the Minister’s
administration for the period 1 January to 7 October 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)

what expenses were incurred;
what was the purpose for engaging legal representation in each case; and
what are the names of legal counsel engaged.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Expenditure on government legal expenses was previously publically available in the Government Legal
Services Annual Report, which was last published in 2010. The former government ceased the publication of
this report in 2011.
The Department of Justice and Regulation is preparing an updated and abridged report on Government Legal
Services in relation to the previously unreported six year period 2009-2010 to 2014-15. This report will be
published on the Department of Justice and Regulation website when it is finalised. The Government will
resume publication of the Report on Government Legal Services on an annual basis.

(2),(3)
To ascertain the purposes for engaging legal representation and the names of legal counsel engaged for every
matter involving governmental departments and portfolio agencies for the requested time period is not
appropriate due to the confidential nature of matters for which legal representation is required, and would also
be an unreasonable diversion of the government’s resources.

Regional development
2616.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Regional Development: In relation to the legal
expenses incurred by each department, agency or authority within the Minister’s administration for the
period 1 January to 7 October 2015:
(1)

what expenses were incurred;

(2)

what was the purpose for engaging legal representation in each case; and

(3)

what are the names of legal counsel engaged.

ANSWER:
(1)

Expenditure on government legal expenses was previously publicly available in the Government Legal
Services Annual Report, which was last published in 2010. The former government ceased the publication of
this report in 2011.
The Department of Justice and Regulation is preparing an updated and abridged report on Government Legal
Services in relation to the previously unreported six-year period 2009-2010 to 2014-2015. This report will be
published on the Department of Justice and Regulation website when it is finalised. The Government will
resume publication of the Report on Government Legal Services on an annual basis.

(2),(3)
To ascertain the purposes for engaging legal representation and the names of legal counsel engaged for every
matter involving government departments and portfolio agencies for the requested time period is not
appropriate due to the confidential nature of matters for which legal representation is required, and would also
be an unreasonable diversion of the government’s resources.

Education
3888.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Education: Does the Government or Department of
Education have measures, guidelines or targets for the provision of primary and secondary schools
based on demographic information such as current and projected local population numbers, and if so,
what are they.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to investing in education and school infrastructure, as demonstrated
through the allocation of $730 million to school facilities in the 2015-2016 State Budget. The funding provided
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represents a crucial first step in creating the Education State, and we will continue to invest in school facilities
throughout this term of government.
Victoria’s population has been steadily increasing. Victoria’s school age population is projected to increase by
300 000 students by 2031 and this increase in the student population will need to be met by a combination of new
and existing schools.
The Department of Education and Training plans for new schools through the regular monitoring of residential
growth, demographic change and enrolment trends across Victoria. This ensures that current and future demand for
schools is properly planned. Individual studies are also undertaken for specific areas, such as the inner city, to
review complex changing demographics and to determine the future education requirements.
In growth areas, the Department works closely with the Metropolitan Planning Authority and relevant local
councils through the Precinct Structure Planning Process to identify, plan and deliver school sites to meet the needs
of future communities.
The Department will continue to work with the local councils, local communities, metropolitan planning authority
and other relevant stakeholders, to monitor and plan for government education provision to ensure all Victorian
students have access to high quality education as the population continues to grow.

Public transport
4043.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport): In
relation to the community drop-in sessions for Bendigo Metro Rail, how many people attended the
following sessions —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

Eaglehawk on 30 April 2015;
Epsom on 2 May 2015;
Kangaroo Flat on 6 May; and
Bendigo on 20 May 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that; as at the date the question was raised:
The Bendigo Metro Rail Community Consultative Taskforce-led by my parliamentary colleague and Member for
Bendigo West, Maree Edwards engaged very successfully with the Greater Bendigo community with a total of 602
submissions received during the consultation process.
Taskforce members included representatives from local business and community groups, including active transport,
City of Greater Bendigo, local youth and senior groups and transport portfolio representatives.
The community drop-in sessions were an opportunity for the general public to engage with Taskforce members and
have their say on the Bendigo Metro Rail initiative, exchange ideas and learn more about the public transport
network across their region.
People that attended community drop-in sessions were encouraged to fill in the survey, drop off a written response
or take home printed material to complete the survey or provide a written response at a convenient time.
The numbers of people that dropped by at these information sessions were:
Eaglehawk approximately 20 people
Epsom (sessions in 2 locations) approximately 65 people
Kangaroo Flat (sessions in 2 locations) approximately 50 people
Bendigo approximately 80 people
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Public transport
4044.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport):
What was the total number of passengers on the five additional services provided by V/Line for the
Groovin the Moo festival in Bendigo on Saturday 2 May and Sunday 3 May 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
V/Line planned for 2 services in addition to the 3 scheduled services to Bendigo plus standby coaches at various
key stations and 3 additional services to return from Bendigo. V/Line carried 2426 outward passengers and 1994
return passengers on these services during the festival.

Roads and road safety
4261.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): What are the latitude and longitude coordinates for the following in Victoria:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)
(9)
(10)
(11)
(12)
(13)

Hume Freeway, Goulburn River, Floodplain (Bridge Structure Number: 0771).
Hume Freeway, Goulburn River, Floodplain (Bridge Structure Number: 1316).
Western Highway, Pykes Creek, East Bound Carriageway (Bridge Structure Number: 0140).
Mortlake-Ararat Road 1, Hopkins River, Marana (Bridge Structure Number: 4163).
Mortlake-Ararat Road 2, Hopkins River, Marana (Bridge Structure Number: 4162).
Mornington Peninsula Freeway, Devil Bend Creek, Tuerong (Bridge Structure Number: 8444).
Mornington Peninsula Freeway, Tuerong Creek, Tuerong (Bridge Structure Number: 8445).
Maryborough-St Arnaud Road, Cherry Tree Creek (Bridge Structure Number: 6416).
Goulburn Valley Highway, Bridge No 6, Murray River Floodplain, Moira (Bridge Structure
Number: 1966).
Goulburn Valley Highway, Bridge No 5, Murray River Floodplain, Moira (Bridge Structure
Number: 1967).
Goulburn Valley Highway, Bridge No 4, Murray River Floodplain, Moira (Bridge Structure
Number: 1968).
Goulburn Valley Highway, Bridge No 3, Murray River Floodplain, Moira (Bridge Structure
Number: 1969).
Goulburn Valley Highway, Bridge No 2, Murray River Floodplain, Moira (Bridge Structure
Number: 1970).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised, the latitude and longitudes for the bridges are as follows:
1.

-36.9841000000 145.1248900000

2.

-36.9845500000 145.1249600000

3.

-37.6107171480 144.2954717030

4.

-37.4802600000 142.8495300000

5.

-37.4802200000 142.8494800000

6.

-38.2746800000 145.0624400000

7.

-38.2780700000 145.0580200000

8.

-36.8940450000 143.3721470000
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-35.8315280000 145.5596010000

10. -35.8298580000 145.5582110000
11. -35.8281980000 145.5515410000
12. -35.8237480000 145.5507110000
13. -35.8190280000 145.5559900000

Health
4350.

MS BATH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In relation to
each financial year from 2012 to 2015, how many staff were working in the public hospital system in
the Gippsland region as —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

Medical staff;
Nursing staff;
Allied health staff;
Catering staff;
Cleaning and maintenance staff;
Administrative staff; and
Social workers.

ANSWER:
Information regarding staff numbers at public hospitals and health services across the Gippsland region is
publically available and is provided in the annual reports of these services.

Families and children
4393.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to child protection, if a
child absconds from residential care is it classified as a Category 1 or Category 2 incident.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Decisions to classify any incident in residential care are made in accordance with the Critical Client Incident
Management Instruction Technical Update 2014 and the Critical Client Incident Management Categorisation Table
2011, both of which are available on the Department's website.

Families and children
4394.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to child protection, on
how many occasions were any Category 2 incidents re-classified to a Category 1 incident between 4
December 2014 and 20 October 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In accordance with the Critical Client Incident Management Instruction Technical Update 2014 and the Critical
Client Incident Management Categorisation Table 2011, senior staff use their professional judgement to
appropriately categorise incidents being reported.
All reported incidents go through a quality assurance process and can be re-classified at a number of points
throughout this process. The occasions of reclassification are not recorded.
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Families and children
4398.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the National
Occasional Care Program, in a table format:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the list of the 117 children’s services that are earmarked to receive funding in the first
round of allocations.
What is the location of each service.
What is the financial contribution from the Victorian Government for each service.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
On 1 May 2015, I announced that 117 services will receive National Occasional Care funding in the first phase. I
have attached the list of successful services encompassing name, location and funding.
NATIONAL OCCASIONAL CARE PROGRAMME - SUCCESSFUL PHASE 1 APPLICANTS
Service name

Local Government Area

One-off
establishment grant

Funding per annum
(indexed annually)

Allansford 3 year Old Kindergarten
Ararat North Primary School
Aspendale Gardens Community Service
Inc
Avenue Neighbourhood House @ Eley
Bandiana Neighbourhood House Inc
Bank Street Preschool
Barrymore Road Preschool
Bass Valley Community Group Inc
Baxter Kindergarten and Children's Centre
Beechworth Montessori Children's Group
Blind Bight Community Centre
Bluebird Way Preschool
Bradford Avenue Preschool
Branxholme Kindergarten
Bridie Knight Child Care
Cairnlea Occasional Care
Cavendish Kindergarten
Chelsea Heights Community Centre
Chelsea Occasional Childcare
Cheltenham Community Centre
Chirnside Park Community Centre
Church Hill Kindergarten
Connie Benn
Craigieburn Leisure Centre
Cranbourne Community House
Creekside Occasional Care

Warrnambool
Ararat
Kingston

$0
$2,500
$2,004

$600
$15,000
$12,250

Whitehorse
Wodonga
Hume
Hume
Bass Coast
Mornington Peninsular
Indigo
Casey
Hume
Hume
Southern Grampians
Moira
Brimbank
Southern Grampians
Kingston
Kinston
Kingston
Yarra Ranges
Southern Grampians
Yarra
Hume
Casey
Melton

$2,500
$2,500
$2,500
$2,500
$2,500
$2,500
$2,500
$2,500
$2,500
$2,500
$2,500
$400
$2,500
$0
$2,500
$2,500
$0
$2,500
$2,500
$2,000
$2,500
$0
$2,500

$15,000
$15,000
$5,000
$15,000
$15,000
$15,000
$15,000
$15,000
$10,000
$15,000
$5,000
$12,500
$15,000
$6,000
$15,000
$15,000
$15,000
$15,000
$12,000
$15,000
$15,000
$15,000
$15,000
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Service name

Local Government Area

One-off
establishment grant

Funding per annum
(indexed annually)

Creswick and District Preschool
Darley Neighbourhood House and
Learning Centre
Dartmoor Children's Centre
Dingley Village Neighbourhood Centre
Inc
Dromana Community house Inc
Drysdale Preschool
Dunkeld Kindergarten
East Warrnambool Kindergarten After
Kinder Care
Elizabeth Drive Child & Family Centre
Endeavour Hills Neighbourhood Centre
Childcare
Fitzroy Swimming Pool Occasional Care
Flowerdale Kindergarten
Geelong West Occasional Care Inc
Glenrowan Kindergarten
Glenroy Neighbourhood Learning
Occasional Care
Goonawarra Neighbourhood House
Haddon Community Childcare
Hampton Park Care Group Inc
Hawthorn Community House
Hesse Rural Health Service Occasional
Care
Heywood Kindergarten
Horsham Occasional Care
Iramoo Community Centre
Japara Neighbourhood House Inc.
Jaycee Kindergarten
Kalbarri Kindergarten
Karingal Neighbourhood House Inc.
Katandra West Children's Centre
Kensington Neighbourhood House
Kew Neighbourhood Learning Centre
Kilmore and District Community Group
Inc
Kyabram Preschool Management
Committee
Kyneton Community & Learning Centre
Inc
Lalor Living & Learning Centre

Hepburn
Moorabool

$0
$2,500

$15,000
$12,000

Glenelg
Kingston

$2,500
$2,365

$15,000
$15,000

Mornington Peninsular
Greater Geelong
Southern Grampians
Warrnambool

$2,500
$2,500
$2,500
$0

$15,000
$8,400
$14,400
$15,000

Hume
Casey

$0
$2,500

$15,000
$15,000

Yarra
Murrindindi
Greater Geelong
Wangaratta
Moreland

$2,000
$0
$2,500
$0
$0

$15,000
$6,000
$15,000
$7,500
$15,000

Hume
Golden Plains
Casey
Boroondara
Golden Plains

$2,500
$0
$2,500
$2,000
$2,500

$11,700
$15,000
$15,000
$15,000
$7,500

Glenelg
Horsham
Wyndham
Yarra Ranges
Glenelg
Glenelg
Frankston
Greater Shepparton
Melbourne
Boroondara
Mitchell

$2,500
$0
$2,500
$2,500
$2,500
$2,500
$2,400
$1,000
$0
$0
$0

$6,900
$15,000
$15,000
$15,000
$6,900
$6,900
$15,000
$7,500
$15,000
$15,000
$15,000

Campaspe

$2,500

$15,000

Macedon Ranges

$0

$15,000

Whittlesea

$0

$15,000
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Service name

Local Government Area

One-off
establishment grant

Funding per annum
(indexed annually)

Lara Community Centre Occasional Care
Lindenow and district preschool
Lyrebird Community Centre Inc.
Malcolm Creek Preschool
Maldon Neighbourhood Centre Inc
Maribyrnong Community Centre
Melton Central Occasional Care
Melton City Council Occasional Care
Merinda Park Learning & Community
Centre
Mitcham Community House Occasional
Childcare
Mitchell Park Kindergarten
Mitford Crescent Preschool
Moe Neighbourhood House Inc
Moorabool Shire Council Occasional Care
Service
Morrell Street Occasional Care
Moyhu & District Kindergarten
Mulgrave Neighbourhood House Inc.
Childcare
Naringa I Baptist church occasional care
Noble Park Occasional Care
Oakleigh Occasional Care-Cabena
Crescent
Oakleigh Occasional Care-Garnett Street
Park Orchards Community House
Parkwood Green Occasional Care
Penshurst Preschool
Peter Krenz Leisure Centre YMCA OSHC
Program
Port Fairy Community Group Inc
Portarlington Preschool
Portland YMCA
Prahran Community Learning Centre Inc.
Preston Neighbourhood House
Pyalong Pre School
Richmond Community Learning Centre
Inc
Rushworth Kindergarten and Childcare Inc
Rye Beach Community Centre
Seymour & District Community House
Inc.

Greater Geelong
East Gippsland
Frankston
Hume
Mount Alexander
Maribyrnong
Melton
Melton
Casey

$2,500
$2,500
$2,100
$2,500
$2,500
$2,500
$2,500
$2,500
$2,500

$15,000
$9,200
$15,000
$10,000
$10,500
$15,000
$15,000
$15,000
$15,000

Whitehorse

$2,500

$15,000

Southern Grampians
Hume
Latrobe
Moorabool

$2,500
$2,500
$0
$2,500

$9,000
$5,000
$15,000
$15,000

Greater Shepparton
Wangaratta
Monash

$2,500
$0
$2,000

$15,000
$7,500
$15,000

Moyne
Greater Dandenong
Monash

$2,500
$2,500
$0

$15,000
$9,000
$15,000

Monash
Manningham
Melton
Southern Grampians
Greater Bendigo

$0
$2,500
$2,500
$2,500
$2,000

$15,000
$15,000
$15,000
$9,000
$15,000

Moyne
Greater Geelong
Glenelg
Stonington
Darebin
Mitchell
Yaffe

$2,500
$2,500
$2,500
$2,500
$2,400
50
$2,000

$15,000
$6,300
$15,000
$15,000
$15,000
$6,000
$15,000

Campaspe
Mornington Peninsular
Mitchell

$2,500
$0
$0

$15,000
$15,000
$15,000
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Service name

Local Government Area

One-off
establishment grant

Funding per annum
(indexed annually)

Somerville Community & Recreation
Centre
Sorrento Early Learning
South Kingsville Community Centre Inc
South Warrnambool Kindergarten
Stanhope & District Kindergarten
Sydenham Community Centre Occasional
Care
Tallygaroopna Children's Centre
Taylor Drive Preschool
The Grange Community Centre
The Hub Kindergarten
Tongala Community Activities Centre
Trentham Kindergarten
Tullamarine Community House Inc
Wandong Pre School
Warracknabeal Neighbourhood
Warrnambool Central Kindergarten
Warrnambool Uniting Church Occasional
Care
Watsonia Occasional Child Care
West Footscray Neighbourhood House
West Sunshine Occasional Care
Westmeadows Preschool
Yarrawonga Early Childhood Centre

Mornington Peninsular

$2,500

$15,000

Mornington Peninsular
Hobson's Bay
Warrnambool
Campaspe
Brimbank

$2,500
$1,500
$0
$2,500
$2,500

$15,000
$15,000
$7,500
$2,000
$15,000

Greater Shepparton
Hume
Wyndham
Wangaratta
Campaspe
Hepburn
Hume
Mitchell
Yarriambiack
Warrnambool
Warrnambool

$1,000
$2,500
$2,500
$0
$2,500
$2,500
$1,600
$0
$2,500
$0
$2,500

$15,000
$5,000
$15,000
$15,000
$15,000
$15,000
$15,000
$6,000
$15,000
$7,500
$15,000

Banyule
Maribyrnong
Brimbank
Hume
Moira

$2,500
$2,500
$2,500
$2,500
$2,500

$15,000
$15,000
$4,500
$5,000
$4,800

5896

COUNCIL

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Thursday, 10 December 2015

COUNCIL

5897

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, 10 December 2015
Education
1125.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education):
(1)
(2)
(3)

What was the number of car parking spaces allocated to the Minister’s office as at 31 August
2015.
What was the cost of car parking spaces allocated to the Minister’s office as at 31 August 2015.
What was the market value of car parking spaces allocated to the Minister’s office as at 31 August
2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Car park allocations have not changed from the previous government.

Roads and road safety
1989.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (representing the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety): Will the business plan for the Western Distributor proposal factor in the scenario where
the Port-Rail Shuttle project is built in the near term and over a million annual truck movements are no
longer taking place along the proposed route.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources defines representative changes to
network capacity for the purposes of transport modelling which is used to inform, among other things, the
development of business cases for projects. The business case for the Western Distributor does take into account
influences of other projects relating to growth throughput at Port of Melbourne.

Small business, innovation and trade
3894.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to
the Technology Trade and International Partnering (TRIP)-Biotechnology and Small Technology
program listed on the Business Victoria website and noting this program is presently ‘suspended’, in
what month was the most recent grant awarded by the Government under this program.

ANSWER:
Information about grants is available in the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources
annual report.
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Small business, innovation and trade
3895.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to
the Technology Trade and International Partnering (TRIP)-Biotechnology and Small Technology
program listed on the Business Victoria website and noting this program is presently ‘suspended’, how
many grants have been awarded by the Government under this program since 1 August 2015.

ANSWER:
See my previous answer to question LC3894.

Small business, innovation and trade
3898.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to
the Technology Trade and International Partnering (TRIP)-ICT Program listed on the Business Victoria
website and noting this program is presently ‘suspended’, in what month was the last grant awarded by
the Government under this program.

ANSWER:
See my previous answer to question LC3895.

Small business, innovation and trade
3899.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to
the Technology Trade and International Partnering (TRIP)-ICT Program listed on the Business Victoria
website and noting this program is presently ‘suspended’, how many grants have been awarded by the
Government under this program since you became Minister.

ANSWER:
See my previous answer to question LC3898.

Small business, innovation and trade
3900.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to
the Victorian Government Technology Innovation Fund listed on the Business Victoria website and
noting this program is presently ‘closed for applications, pending further notification’, how many grants
have been awarded by the Government under this program since 1 August 2015.

ANSWER:
See my previous answer to question LC3899.

Small business, innovation and trade
3901.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to
the Victorian Government Technology Innovation Fund listed on the Business Victoria website: In what
month was the most recent grant awarded by the Victorian Government under this program.

ANSWER:
See my previous answer to question LC3900.
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Small business, innovation and trade
3902.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to
the Victorian Government Technology Innovation Fund listed on the Business Victoria website: In what
month was the most recent grant awarded by the Government under this program.

ANSWER:
See my previous answer to question LC3901.

Small business, innovation and trade
3903.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to
the Minister’s media release ‘Deakin’s Innovation Secures New US Defence Contract’ of 22 September
2015: What form of facilitation did the Victorian Government Business Office in Washington DC
provide to Deakin University’s Centre for Intelligent Systems in coordinating networking opportunities
and visits with General Dynamics.

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government Business Office in Washington DC provided assistance to Deakin University, including
with introductions, attending and supporting meetings and visits with corporate, government and research
institutions in the United States.

Small business, innovation and trade
3904.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to
the Minister’s media release ‘Deakin’s Innovation Secures New US Defence Contract’ of 22 September
2015:
(1)

(2)
(3)

Did the Victorian Government provide funding to Deakin University for its representatives
(academics and administrators) to visit the United States to meet with General Dynamics and
other companies.
If so, in which month was funding provided and from which grants program was it provided.
Apart from General Dynamics, which other businesses did the Victorian Government Business
Office accompany Deakin University representatives to visit.

ANSWER:
(1)

For competitive reasons, the Government does not routinely discuss the levels of financial or in-kind support
provided to such partnerships.

(2)

See answer 1.

(3)

See my previous answer to question LC3903.

Small business, innovation and trade
3905.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to
the Minister’s media release ‘Deakin’s Innovation Secures New US Defence Contract’ of 22 September
2015: How many new full time jobs will be created in Victoria over the next twelve months as a result
of this ‘defence contract’ being signed between Deakin University and General Dynamics.
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ANSWER:
The research agreement will provide for a collaboration between the two organisations to develop research in
robotics for defence, healthcare and other world class commercial applications. Deakin’s Deputy Vice-Chancellor
and General Dynamics Senior Vice President signed the collaborative framework agreement at a ceremony in
Fairfax, Virginia.

Small business, innovation and trade
3906.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to
the Minister’s media release ‘Deakin’s Innovation Secures New US Defence Contract’ of 22 September
2015: Will any new full time manufacturing jobs be created in Victoria over the next twelve months as
a result of this ‘defence contract’ being signed between Deakin University and General Dynamics.

ANSWER:
See my previous answer to question LC3905.

Small business, innovation and trade
3907.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to
the Minister’s media release ‘Deakin’s Innovation Secures New US Defence Contract’ of 22 September
2015: Will any defence related manufactured goods be exported from Victoria to the United States or
elsewhere as a result of the agreement mentioned in this media release.

ANSWER:
See my previous answer to question LC3906.

Small business, innovation and trade
3908.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to
the Minister’s media release ‘Deakin’s Innovation Secures New US Defence Contract’ of 22 September
2015: Does the ‘innovative research agreement’ referred to in the media release constitute a legal
contract or a memorandum of understanding between Deakin University and General Dynamics.

ANSWER:
See my previous answer to question LC3907.

Small business, innovation and trade
3909.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to
the Minister’s media release ‘Deakin’s Innovation Secures New US Defence Contract’ of 22 September
2015: Did any Victorian Government Business Office or Departmental representatives based in Victoria
accompany Deakin University representatives (academics and administrators) on their trip to the United
States to visit General Dynamics.

ANSWER:
No Victorian based Government representative accompanied Deakin University on their visit to the United States.
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Small business, innovation and trade
3910.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to
the Minister’s media release ‘Melbourne Uni Paves The Way For International Entrepreneurs’ of
24 September 2015:
(1)
(2)

Did the Victorian Government provide any support to the University of Melbourne in establishing
a partnership with the Nasdaq Entrepreneur Center in San Francisco.
If so, what level of financial assistance was provided by the Government to the University of
Melbourne for establishing this partnership.

ANSWER:
For competitive reasons, the Government does not routinely discuss the levels of financial or in-kind support
provided to such partnerships.

Finance
3914.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): In
relation to the new Victorian Government Landholding Policy and Guidelines: Do the new guidelines
apply to all current and future government landholdings without exception.

ANSWER:
The requirements of the Victorian Government Landholding Policy and Guidelines are published at
http://www.dtf.vic.qov.au/Infrastructure-Delivery/Victorian-Government-land-sales.

Finance
3915.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): In
relation to the new Victorian Government Landholding Policy and Guidelines: How are these
guidelines consistent with the Government’s $4.2 million election commitment to repurchase the former
Sunvale Primary School site in Sunshine.

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government Landholding Policy and Guidelines provide discretion for the acquiring Minister to
approve the purchase of land where it is considered to contribute to other Government objectives from time to time.

Finance
3916.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): In
relation to the new Victorian Government Landholding Policy and Guidelines: How are these
guidelines consistent with the Government’s decision to sell the former proposed Jan Juc Primary
School site to Surf Coast Council at less than one eighth of the market value determined by the
Valuer-General Victoria.

ANSWER:
The former proposed Jan Juc Primary School site was sold by the Government to the Surf Coast Shire Council on a
restricted use basis solely for public park and recreation in fulfilment of its election promise. I note that the
Coalition’s election commitment was to give the land away.
The sale complied with the requirements of the Victorian Government Landholding Policy and Guidelines, which
provide for sale at less than market value for a community use. Government has issued a restricted title, which
preserves its financial interest in the event that Council seeks to use the land for purposes other than public park and
recreation.
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Finance
3917.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): In
relation to the new Victorian Government Landholding Policy and Guidelines: Are proceeds from the
sale of public land forecast to increase or decrease as a result of implementing this policy and guidelines
document.

ANSWER:
There has been no impact determined. Government has maintained its Budget Paper 3 land sales target at $124M
for 2015-16.

Finance
3918.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): In
relation to the new Victorian Government Landholding Policy and Guidelines: Will the Minister require
all minimum property datasets prepared by agencies be published, and regularly updated as changes
occur, on www.data.vic.gov.au.

ANSWER:
The requirements of the Victorian Government Landholding Policy and Guidelines are published at
http://www.dtf.vic.qov.au/Infrastructure-Delivery/Victorian-Government-land-sales.

Finance
3919.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): In
relation to the new Victorian Government Landholding Policy and Guidelines: Will the Minister require
the reports of all agencies be published in full and without redaction upon their submission to the
Department of Treasury and Finance.

ANSWER:
The requirements of the Victorian Government Landholding Policy and Guidelines are published at
http://www.dtf.vic.gov.au/Infrastructure-Delivery/Victorian-Government-land-sales.

Roads and road safety
4260.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): In relation to the Transport Investing in Regions fund, what is the breakdown of funding,
including dollar figures, between 4 December 2014 and 10 November 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources does not have a ‘Transport Investing in
Regions fund’.

Roads and road safety
4262.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): In relation to the Danny Katz book That’s the Sound the Street Makes, as of 10 November
2015, what are the names of the Victorian primary schools that are yet to receive a copy of the book.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The TAC is unaware of any Victorian primary schools which have not received a copy of the book.
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Small business, innovation and trade
4267.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: What were the
names of organisations that participated in the ‘Cultural China, Splendid Sichuan’ event in April 2015
and what was the State Government financial contribution to the trade delegation.

ANSWER:
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.
The State Government’s budget allocation for inbound trade missions can be found in Budget Paper 3.

Small business, innovation and trade
4268.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to the
20 Victorian delegates that participated in the Victoria Week Trade Mission to India, what were the
names of the organisations.

ANSWER:
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.

Small business, innovation and trade
4295.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: What was the
financial and in-kind contributions from the Victorian Government as major sponsor for the Connect
2015 Information and Communications Technology conference and trade show.

ANSWER:
For competitive reasons, the Government does not routinely discuss the levels of financial or in-kind support
provided to conferences.

Small business, innovation and trade
4296.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to the
Australian Medtech National Conference:

(1)
(2)
ANSWER:

How many Victorian Ministers were in attendance.
What was the financial contribution from the Victorian Government for the conference.

(1)

Information about the delegates to the Australian MedTech National Conference is available on their website.

(2)

See my previous answer to question LC4295.
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Ports
4359.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Ports): In relation to the
indication given to the Port of Melbourne Select Committee by Department of Treasury and Finance
officials that the Port Rail Shuttle project will be put on hold if the proposed lease of the Port of
Melbourne goes ahead:
(1)
(2)

If the Port Rail Shuttle project is put on hold as indicated, will the Government reallocate the
$20 million in project funding to fund this project in the 2016-17 Budget.
In the event the Port Rail Shuttle project is on hold for more than 12 months, does the Government
anticipate that the Federal Government will retract the $38 million in project funding.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Port-rail Shuttle concept may not be the only way of achieving improved rail modal outcomes at the Port of
Melbourne. Therefore, in the interests of the State, and to provide a holistic approach to the future management of
the Port of Melbourne, the government has decided to seek rail modal outcome proposals as part of the lease of the
Port of Melbourne.
Funding has been retained in the State budget against the Port-rail Shuttle pending the outcome of the lease process
(refer 2015-16 State Budget, Paper 4, pg20). The Government will work in partnership with the leaseholder to
achieve a rail modal outcome that benefits both the State, and port users, at the appropriate time.
The Victorian Government is in regular communication with the Commonwealth regarding the status of the
Port-rail Shuttle. The Commonwealth’s funding for the project is similarly confirmed in the Federal budget.
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