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Following a select committee investigation, Victorian Hansard was conceived
when the following amended motion was passed by the Legislative Assembly
on 23 June 1865:
That in the opinion of this house, provision should be made to secure a more accurate
report of the debates in Parliament, in the form of Hansard.

The sessional volume for the first sitting period of the Fifth Parliament, from
12 February to 10 April 1866, contains the following preface dated 11 April:
As a preface to the first volume of “Parliamentary Debates” (new series), it is not
inappropriate to state that prior to the Fifth Parliament of Victoria the newspapers of the
day virtually supplied the only records of the debates of the Legislature.
With the commencement of the Fifth Parliament, however, an independent report was
furnished by a special staff of reporters, and issued in weekly parts.
This volume contains the complete reports of the proceedings of both Houses during the
past session.

In 2016 the Hansard Unit of the Department of Parliamentary Services
continues the work begun 150 years ago of providing an accurate and complete
report of the proceedings of both houses of the Victorian Parliament.
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Tuesday, 7 June 2016
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 2.04 p.m. and read the prayer.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
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 of
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 31 May to:
Confiscation and Other Matters Amendment Act
2016
Crimes Legislation Amendment Act 2016
Fines Reform and Infringements Acts
Amendment Act 2016
Integrity and Accountability Legislation
Amendment (A Stronger System) Act 2016
Land (Revocation of Reservations —
Metropolitan Land) Act 2016
Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Amendment (Community Safety)
Act 2016.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Membership
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am in receipt of a
letter from Dr Carling-Jenkins in this place. She writes:
I wish to resign from my position on PAEC, effective
immediately.
I have written to the Honourable Telmo Languiller, Speaker
of the Legislative Assembly, advising him of the same.
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representing the minister in his absence from the
chamber.
Ms Pulford — On the point of order, President, the
government will not be making arrangements for
Mr Jennings to be represented. Mr Jennings is not
absent. Mr Jennings is in the building and available to
resume his duties.
Ms Wooldridge — On the point of order, President,
it is a longstanding convention of this house that if a
minister is not in the chamber, another minister is
appointed by the government to take questions on their
behalf. It was as recently as 3 May when Mr Herbert
was absent and the Leader of the Government advised
he would be taking the questions. When Mr Somyurek
was absent, the Leader of the Government made it very
clear. This is a longstanding convention.
Minister Jennings represents the Premier; the Treasurer;
energy, environment and climate change; finance;
industrial relations; multicultural affairs; major projects;
suburban development; and water, and it is entirely
appropriate for the non-government parties to ask a
question of the government in relation to them. We
believe that the convention should be upheld and that a
minister should be appointed to take questions in
relation to those matters in the absence of Mr Jennings
from this chamber.
Ms Pulford — Further on the point of order,
President, the examples that the Leader of the
Opposition cited related to members being absent.
Mr Jennings is in the building; Mr Jennings is not
absent. These matters are absolutely within the hands of
the coalition and the Greens, who sought to have
Mr Jennings suspended in a way that absolutely defies
convention.
Ms Wooldridge — On the point of order, President,
perhaps then the government could provide some
advice in relation to bills that are the responsibility of
Minister Jennings and in relation to who will have
carriage of those bills, particularly the appropriation
bill, which we are debating this week, in the absence of
the government having appointed a minister to
represent the minister who is absent from the chamber.

It is signed by Dr Carling-Jenkins on 7 June 2016.

The PRESIDENT — Order! That is a separate
question.

Ms Wooldridge — On a point of order, President,
previously when we have had a minister absent I have
requested advice, and there has not yet been advice on
who is representing that minister in the chamber. I have
made the point of order to ask if we can have some
clarity from the government about who will be

Ms Pulford — On the point of order, President, the
government has indicated to all non-government parties
the proposed order of business for this week. There are
a number of ministers in the house who will be
available and on duty during the course of this day and,
if the opposition parties seek to continue supporting the
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suspension of Mr Jennings, on future days. But I
reiterate that the government will not be making
arrangements to replace someone who is in the building
and who is ready and willing to resume his duties at a
moment’s notice.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I say to
Minister Dalidakis that some of his side comments are
just so unhelpful, because they are so provocative they
simply lead to exchanges in this chamber that actually
diminish the chamber. They are unnecessary, and they
are certainly testing me at this time when we are
looking to move into the proceedings of the day. But it
is also the nature of those comments; they obviously
attract a response. As I said, it is not good for the house.
Mrs Peulich — On the point of order, President, the
ruling that you make on this is going to be a very, very
important precedent for this chamber going forward.
Given that the likelihood of any single political party
achieving majority numbers is unlikely, it seems to me
that this is a failure of the government to reallocate the
responsibilities of Mr Jennings not just for the
portfolios he carries as minister but also for those
ministers whom he represents in this chamber. It is a
responsibility of the government. The government
should not be allowed to flout the decision of this
chamber, which was not that of a single political party
but of a majority of the chamber. In future if a member
of Parliament is to incur the wrath of this chamber,
whether it is to be suspended for a brief period of time
or for a longer period of time, we all know that there are
ramifications. If Mr Jennings did not wish to incur the
suspension, there were mechanisms by which he could
have complied with the resolution of this chamber,
which was not just the wish of a single political party,
while still observing the confidentiality of cabinet and
commercial in confidence. The government is just
flouting a chamber resolution, and going forward it may
well make a future parliament unworkable if indeed the
President were to rule to uphold the government’s
decision.
The PRESIDENT — Order! This is a matter that
does deserve due consideration. What I intend to do is
take the proposition on notice and come back with a
definite ruling, and I actually will have regard to the
previous suspension applied to Mr Lenders and what
prevailed in that sense. But for today I am not going to
insist on the appointment of another minister. Indeed
my initial response to this matter, without consideration
and reference to perhaps precedent in other places as
well as this place, is that it is not within my ability or
power to direct the government to appoint somebody.
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The minister is certainly continuing in his executive
responsibility. He is appointed by the Governor on the
nomination of the Premier. He is discharging his duties
to that effect with the exception that this house has
elected to suspend him from its proceedings. In those
circumstances I do not believe I have any power to in
fact direct the government to appoint a minister in his
place. In regard to the appropriation bills, certainly I am
of the view that they can be adequately debated and
supported in the committee stage without the Leader of
the Government. There are other ministers who could
proceed with that if that were required.
At any rate, in terms of the questions that might be put
that Mr Jennings would normally field, I have an
option, and I will consider it carefully, as to whether or
not I seek written responses. So the house’s options in
terms of having matters considered by the minister and
responded to are not lost, but as I said, my initial
reaction at this point — and I will give further
consideration to this matter and a written ruling perhaps
tomorrow — is that I do not have any power to direct
the government to appoint a substitute leader, given the
circumstances.
Mr Dalidakis — On a point of order, President, can
I suggest for your reflection, that in fact this matter is
without precedent. In reference to your mention of the
previous Leader of the Government who did have some
time absent from this chamber, that was only for a very
small amount of time, and the action undertaken, as
best as I have been able to research, is without
precedent before you, President, and before not just this
Parliament but any parliament using the Westminster
system.
What I would suggest to you is that, given the highly
provocative nature of the actions undertaken by those
that progressed with such an action, you also give
weight in your views to the fact that at no stage was the
leader afforded any other opportunities. In fact the
opposition gagged the motion, President. After those
opposite had moved the expulsion from the chamber
motion, they gagged debate on it in order to vote for it.
So when you do look at it I just ask you to take into
consideration that you are probably actually paving the
way in terms of your judgement.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I can assure the
minister of my earnest consideration of this matter. Can
I indicate to him that whether the suspension was 1 day
or 10 years, I would not have any view of the time. I
also, I guess, will really be coming down more to what
is convention and what is provided for under our
standing orders. The standing orders are the crucial
thing for me. If it comes to convention, then at any time
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a convention, no matter how longstanding, can with due
consideration of impacts nonetheless be abandoned. As
Mr Dalidakis says, certainly we are dealing with a
suspension period which is unprecedented. I am
mindful of my responsibilities in this matter, and I will
discharge them to the best of my ability.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Agriculture. What advice
has the minister received about the impact on farmers
and farm service businesses if the United Firefighters
Union log of claims is adopted, including the risk that
Country Fire Authority volunteers may walk away
en masse?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Wooldridge for her question and her interest
in these matters. I will take that question on notice and
provide an answer but in doing so note the ongoing
work by the Premier, the Minister for Emergency
Services and the Minister for Industrial Relations on the
matters to which Ms Wooldridge refers.
Supplementary question
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — As
I think Ms Pulford noted, I and the coalition are
interested in this issue, and obviously the government
has no interest. The failure to even bother to answer a
question shows that those opposite have no interest, no
commitment and no passion about the volunteers and
what they do in the community — in your community,
President, and in all of our communities. It is
unbelievable. So my question is: has the minister got no
view on this issue, or has she been told that she needs to
provide a response to take this on notice?
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Mr Leane
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Leane will
withdraw for 15 minutes, thank you.
Mr Leane withdrew from chamber.
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Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Supplementary question
Questions resumed.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — Of
course I have a view on the important and valuable
work undertaken by both our volunteer and our career
firefighters in Victoria.

Deaths in custody
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister for Corrections. Are deaths
in custody a priority to address for the government?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Corrections) — I
thank Mr O’Donohue for his question. There are many
priorities for the government. I shall take his question
on notice and provide a very detailed response to a very
simple question.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am
alarmed that the minister is unable to say whether
deaths in custody are a priority for his government. I
ask by way of supplementary: how many prisoners
have died in custody this financial year and at which
prisons?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will give
Mr O’Donohue a chance to rephrase that. That question
has got absolutely no connection with the substantive
question.
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
The PRESIDENT — I have had the opportunity to
look at the question. The first question was
extraordinarily general and went to government
attitude, if you like. The second part goes to a very
specific matter in terms of statistics. I will allow the
supplementary question.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Corrections) — I
thank Mr O’Donohue for his question. Of course there
are undoubtedly deaths everywhere. I shall have a look
at deaths in custody. I am assuming that he wants
natural causes, unnatural causes et cetera. I will take
that question on notice and come back with a very
succinct answer.
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Youth justice centres

Supplementary question

Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Families and Children. I
note a contract for the provision of increased security
services for $425 891 for the period 1 April 2016 to
15 May 2016 — just 45 days. Could the minister
outline to the house why a 45-day contract was required
at our youth justice precincts to increase security during
these times?

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister. As I said, I am seeking to determine
the availability of beds at the new VCCC, and the
minister has agreed to take that on notice for the
Minister for Health, so I ask as a supplementary and
flowing on from that: when the VCCC opens later this
month, exactly how many of the 96 inpatient beds,
110 same-day beds and chairs, 8 operating theatres and
2 procedure rooms in the VCCC will be funded and
staffed?

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question — a
member who joined with members of her party in an
unprecedented act in voting out the Leader of the
Government and disenfranchising his electorate of
representation for six months. I will take the question
on notice and provide the member with a written
response.
Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister for that undertaking. My supplementary
question is: can the minister confirm that during these
45 days the increased security was in addition to normal
security provided, or was it replacement services for
staff on WorkCover or stress leave?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Ms Crozier for her supplementary
question, and I will be providing her with a response in
writing.

Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Families and Children,
representing the Minister for Health. In the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee it was said that the
Peter Mac will be relocating to the Victorian
Comprehensive Cancer Centre (VCCC) ‘at their
existing capacity’. I am seeking to determine the
availability of beds at the new VCCC, so I ask: the
Travis report said Peter Mac’s existing capacity is
124 generally available inpatient points of care and
4.3 operating theatres. Is this the number of beds and
theatres Peter Mac is currently funded to operate, and if
not, what is?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Ms Wooldridge for her question
relating to a matter that is the responsibility of the
Minister for Health. She has asked for very specific
information, and I will take that question on notice and
provide her with a written response.

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Ms Wooldridge again for her very
detailed supplementary question, which relates to a
matter within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister
for Health. I will take this question on notice and
provide the member with a written response.

CommunicAsia
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question is to the Minister for
Small Business, Innovation and Trade. I refer to the
minister’s visit to Singapore last week for
CommunicAsia and ask: what did that visit achieve?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the member for his
question. Obviously, as my colleagues have indicated,
with Mr Jennings not being here as Leader of the
Government in order to undertake his responsibilities
and to undertake questions without notice, I too shall
honour that practice and take this question on notice
and provide a written response, in keeping with
standing orders, for tomorrow — within one business
day.
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, President, on
relevance, is the minister indicating he is not able to
answer the question because Mr Jennings is not here to
supervise? Is that what he is saying?
The PRESIDENT — Order! Clearly that is not a
point of order. As members who have been here a while
will know, I do not like vexatious points of order or
frivolous points of order.
Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am surprised at the minister’s
inability to outline any achievements from a trade
mission just a week ago, so I therefore ask: besides
accruing frequent flyer points, what were the objectives
of last week’s trade mission?
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The PRESIDENT — Order! Can I make the point
that when I receive written responses to questions I
expect them to be factual, to be apposite and to not
indulge in bagging of the opposition or a member who
has put that question before the minister. On a previous
occasion I asked Mr Dalidakis to redo a written
response because his response went to, at best you
might say, commentary rather than sticking with a
responsive and appropriate answer to that question.
My ability to ask a minister to recognise that position of
the Chair is compromised when there is a phrase or a
comment within the question that begs argument, that
provokes the minister. The point about frequent flyer
points makes it very difficult for me to expect the
minister to give a straight bat answer. Members ought
to think about that in terms of those written responses
that I require.
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — As I indicated in the
substantive answer, I will take this question on notice.
The point I was making in the substantive answer was
the fact that the Leader of the Government is being
denied the opportunity to undertake his professional
responsibilities, and as a result, until he is afforded the
right to return to this chamber and take a question
without notice, nor shall I.

Leader of the Government
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade. Under standing order 8.01:
(1) Questions may be put to —
(a) ministers of the Crown relating to public affairs for
which the minister is directly connected …

And I ask the minister: does he have full confidence in
the Leader of the Government, Mr Jennings, to remain
in his role?
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President,
given that the member has prefaced his question by
referring to a particular standing order, and having the
standing order in front of me, I would suggest that is
asking for an opinion and is not within the
responsibility of the minister. Therefore the question
should be ruled out of order.
Mr ONDARCHIE — On the point of order,
President, I reflect on the role of the acting leader of the
government in responding to Ms Mikakos. I indicate
that in the previous question the minister went to great
lengths, both in his substantive answer and in his
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supplementary answer, to refer to the fact that
Mr Jennings was not in the chamber, so I put to you
that this question is then legitimate.
The PRESIDENT — Order! On the point of order
raised by Ms Mikakos and responded to by
Mr Ondarchie, I am of the view that the question is not
in order. Notwithstanding the standing order that has
been cited, I think that is a fairly brave interpretation of
the stretch of that standing order. I am particularly
mindful of the fact that, notwithstanding what
Mr Dalidakis said in explaining why he was taking
questions on notice rather than providing responses
today, the question itself goes to a matter of whether or
not the minister has confidence in the Leader of the
Government to remain in his role. There is an opinion
factor or a speculative factor about that, but more
importantly I do not believe it is within the
responsibilities of the minister’s role. I will give
Mr Ondarchie a chance to rephrase his question.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Apposite to the original
question or — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! We cannot have a new
question.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Given that the minister has
not exactly remained silent on his ambition to be the
Leader of the Government in this place, did he seek this
position from the Premier in an acting capacity during
the time that Minister Jennings will be suspended from
this chamber?
Ms Pulford — On a point of order, President, as I
indicated in the series of points of order immediately
prior to the commencement of question time, there are
no acting arrangements. Mr Jennings is here, he is
available to resume his duties and we certainly look
forward to that occurring at the earliest opportunity.
Mr ONDARCHIE — On the point of order and
Ms Pulford’s response, I did not ask if there was an
acting role; I asked if the minister had sought from the
Premier the opportunity to act in the role.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Finn is wearing a
rather colourful jacket today which I assume has
something to do with football. I do not know why — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I was going to say
people need to be fairly careful because in football you
occasionally see the reversal of a free kick when the
umpire is put to some test. In regard to this question
posed by Mr Ondarchie, I did invite him to rephrase.
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This is a reasonable distance from rephrasing, but
nonetheless I think that the question is a valid question
to put to a minister in respect of their own behaviour.
That is not to say that the minister might not deal with
this in the way that he sees fit, but the question, I think,
is allowable.
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Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank Dr Carling-Jenkins
for her question, and I will take the question on notice
on behalf of Minister Garrett and seek a fulsome
answer for her in response.
Supplementary question

Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the President for the
call, and I thank the member for his question. We on
this side of the chamber have a Leader of the
Government who is being denied his opportunity to
represent his electorate and be in this chamber by the
Liberal and Greens alliance. As a result of that, we will
not take questions until he is returned to this chamber.
If there is a substantive part to the member’s question, I
will take it on notice.
Supplementary question
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister very much for his open and honest
answer in this place. Can I ask, in response to his
answer: who directed the government not to answer
questions while Mr Jennings has not returned?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — Again, as I have already
answered to the members opposite previously, it is my
intention absolutely, until Mr Jennings is returned to
this chamber and afforded the right to undertake
answering a question without notice, that I shall be
taking questions on notice.

Gambling advertising
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — My question is also for Minister
Dalidakis in his capacity as representing the Minister
for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation,
and it concerns the effect of sports betting advertising at
AFL matches. The Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation commissioned a report by Deakin
University into the effects of sports betting advertising
on children at AFL matches, titled Child and parent
recall of gambling sponsorship in Australian sport. I
note that Ms Tomazin wrote an article on this late last
week identifying that children as young as eight are
influenced by sports gambling ads and that this has
caused concern throughout the community. So I ask:
how will the government respond to the
recommendation in the report to establish a clear
regulatory framework to minimise children’s exposure
to gambling advertising?

Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for taking my
question on notice. I also wonder, in taking this on
notice, if he could ask Minister Garrett to let us know
when the government will respond to the
recommendations within the report.
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — So noted, and that will also
be taken on notice.

Emergency services funding
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — I think I
probably know the answer, but I will ask the question
anyway. My question is also to the Minister for Small
Business, Innovation and Trade in his capacity as
representing the Minister for Emergency Services.
Corangamite Shire Council has recently presented its
draft budget showing that the funding for the State
Emergency Service (SES) will be halved in the coming
year and completely removed in the following year.
The council does not, for instance, contribute to the
Country Fire Authority (CFA), and it has asked the
question as to why the SES costs cannot also be
covered by a revised fire services levy. Therefore I ask
the minister: will the government revise the fire
services levy to become an emergency services levy
that incorporates both CFA funding and SES funding?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank Mr Purcell for his
question. I will endeavour to seek a response from the
minister in the other place, but I do note that at this
point I am not sure whether or not the minister has
coverage over the fire services levy or whether in fact it
is the Treasurer. However, I will endeavour to seek a
response, and if it is not the minister in question, I will
do what I can to refer that question on to the Treasurer,
with the house’s indulgence.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The Deputy Leader of
the Government advises me that the Treasurer would be
the minister responsible for the fire services levy.
Perhaps on his supplementary question Mr Purcell
might indicate to the house if he is happy for that
substantive question and his supplementary to actually
be referred to the Treasurer.
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Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — I certainly do
wish that question and the supplementary to be
presented to the Treasurer. My supplementary question
goes to the fact that if the fire services levy cannot be
changed, what action will be taken to make sure that the
SES does remain and is funded by government?

Answers

Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank Mr Purcell for his
supplementary. As indicated, we will have the
substantive question referred to the Treasurer, which
leads me into somewhat of a conundrum with the
supplementary, President, as I believe the
supplementary is actually a question that
Minister Garrett in her role as Minister for Emergency
Services is able to acquit herself of in terms of the SES.
So I look to you, President, for guidance in terms of
passing the supplementary on, given that we have taken
the substantive to a different member in the other place.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In regard to matters
raised in the supplementary question, we take the
substantive question as the direction of that question, so
the supplementary question would at this point still go
to the Treasurer. The Deputy Leader of the Government
has indicated to me that the government will endeavour
to try to find an answer across both those ministries to
satisfy the question on this occasion, which is very
helpful to the house.

Western distributor
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Agriculture on behalf of
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. In recent
weeks the City of Melbourne produced a report on the
impacts of the western distributor on Melbourne. That
report found that it is likely to significantly increase
traffic into the north and west of Melbourne and to the
north side of the Hoddle grid. The main anticipated
effects of this are unwanted creation of demand for car
parking and storage; reduced public amenity and safety;
greater traffic noise; potentially undermining conditions
for walking, cycling and public transport; and possible
impacts on the public realm, including trees. My
question for the minister is: how does the government
intend to address the negative impacts of the new
freeway on the City of Melbourne?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Hartland for her question. I will seek a
written response from Minister Donnellan.

Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I have
answers to the following questions on notice: 4898,
4943, 4949–50, 5022, 5068–73, 5077, 5082, 5099–102,
5104, 5106–7, 5125, 5136, 5148–9, 5254, 5256, 5272,
5279, 5284–94, 5335, 5427.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Written responses
The PRESIDENT — Order! In regard to the
matters raised today I indicate that on Ms Wooldridge’s
question to Ms Pulford, both the substantive and
supplementary questions, the minister has undertaken to
provide a written response; that is one day.
On Mr O’Donohue’s question to Mr Herbert, both
substantive and supplementary, the minister has
indicated that he will provide a written response to that
question; that is one day.
On Ms Crozier’s question to Ms Mikakos, both
substantive and supplementary, the minister has
indicated she would be prepared to provide a written
response; that is one day.
On Ms Wooldridge’s question to Minister Mikakos,
both the substantive and the supplementary questions
involve a minister in another place; therefore that is two
days.
On Mr Rich-Phillips’s question, substantive and
supplementary, to Mr Dalidakis in regard to the
Singapore mission, Minister Dalidakis has indicated he
will provide a written response; that is one day.
Dr Carling-Jenkins’s question to Mr Dalidakis was
again to a minister in another place, so for both the
substantive and supplementary questions, two days.
Mr Purcell’s substantive and supplementary questions
were to ministers in another place; two days.
Ms Hartland’s question to Ms Pulford, a substantive
question only, was to a minister in another place; two
days.
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, President,
relating to a written response you asked for to a
question without notice I asked the Minister for Small
Business, Innovation and Trade on 26 May, I pick up
your commentary today that you expect responses to be
factual, fulsome and appropriate. My question related to
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the minister’s key responsibilities in relation to exports
of Victorian businesses. His response — perhaps we
could call this his Google answer — was to ask me to
look up the website to understand what his key
responsibilities are. I ask that that question be
reinstated.
Mr Dalidakis — On the point of order, President,
the answer is absolutely factual and apposite to the
question. The information is readily available, and I
pointed the member in the direction where he could
actually find it.
Ms Pulford — On the point of order, President, the
ordinary course of events for seeking to have a question
reinstated, I believe, is through a written request for
your consideration.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Sorry, no. It is done
simply by way of raising the matter in the house and I
make a determination. In this instance I do seek a
further written response to the question. The question
actually was: could the minister outline to the house his
key responsibilities — not the department’s
responsibilities, but his responsibilities. Therefore that
question I would reinstate.
Mr Dalidakis — On a point of order, President,
with respect, the material on the departmental website
is the government position. It actually represents what
we are doing as a government. It is not the department
dreaming up words; it is our position as a government.
The PRESIDENT — Order! That may be so, but in
this case the member has asked the minister
specifically, given his experience, what his key
responsibilities are in relation to exports of Victorian
businesses, and I think that that is a valid question to
him, so I would seek a further written response.
Mr Ondarchie — On a further point of order,
President, which relates to a question without notice I
asked the minister on 26 May 2016, when I asked the
minister about overseas offices my supplementary went
to why those offices were not open yet, and in his
response the minister said:
Mr Davis may wish to cast his mind back to the short period
for which he himself was a minister …

I do not know who the minister was writing back to. It
was my question, it was to him and he talked about
Mr Davis in his written response to the supplementary.
This is sloppy. I ask for this to be reinstated.
Mr Davis — On the point of order, President, I
received a response from one of the ministers, too,
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which looked very much like a response to
Mr Ondarchie. It seems that the answers may have been
transposed incorrectly with the questions.
The PRESIDENT — Order! On that question, I
will not seek a further written response. I believe that
the minister has responded. Given the fact that there is
an incorrect minister in that response, I would seek that
this response actually be corrected and the correct
version be given to Mr Ondarchie. But I will not seek
further commentary from the minister in respect of that
question.
Does Mr Davis wish to take up the one that he believes
was incorrect?
Mr Davis — No. I just need to go back to read it
again.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My question
is for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety, and it is
regarding the need for the Victorian government to
prioritise the Shepparton bypass as a project of
importance and urgency. In the lead-up to the federal
election the RACV, Victoria’s peak advocacy body on
motoring issues, has identified the Shepparton bypass
as being one of its top five projects for this entire state.
Following the 2016–17 Victorian state budget, the
RACV issued a media release expressing
disappointment that the bypass was not funded. An
RACV spokesperson said that it is critical that a start is
made on the bypass.
The position of the RACV aligns with that of all
stakeholders in the Shepparton community and the
Victorian coalition, which when in government
promised to get the ball rolling on the project, starting
with $1 million for a planning and feasibility study. In
contrast, this Labor government has so far failed to
actually prioritise the project in any tangible way. My
question is: will the minister prioritise the Shepparton
bypass project as one of the main priority projects for
Victoria, and will he work with the next federal
government to commit funding to the project?

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My constituency question is for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation.
According to the government’s own figures, gamblers
in Greater Dandenong lost $117 million through poker
machines last financial year. By May this year poker
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machine losses had already reached $99.7 million and
represented a 2 per cent increase on last year’s losses.
Since the introduction of poker machines in 1993, the
community of Greater Dandenong has lost a staggering
$2.8 billion. Voluntary precommitment clearly has had
no effect in the City of Greater Dandenong. This was
entirely predicted, as it indeed was predicted by all of
those community groups working tirelessly to cope
with the social harm caused by these massive poker
machine losses. After all, poker machines are designed
to be highly addictive. It is one thing for the minister to
say that the government will just continue to monitor
the impact of precommitment, but it is clear to
everyone that it is just not working in Dandenong. Will
the minister commit to providing the community of
Greater Dandenong with evidence-based solutions that
will work to stop the massive losses it is suffering
through poker machines?

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is addressed to the Minister for
Training and Skills, Mr Herbert. The Andrews Labor
government recently announced a $960 000 funding
boost for Djerriwarrh Community and Education
Services from the Reconnect program. The Reconnect
program received $20 million in the recent 2016–17
Victorian budget in order to support young early school
leavers and the long-term unemployed. Can the
minister update me on how the $960 000 boost in
funding will exactly address disadvantage, reduce youth
unemployment and promote equity in Melbourne’s
west?

Western Victoria Region
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is directed to the Premier. I have
over the past weeks and months had many
conversations with Country Fire Authority (CFA)
volunteers across the width and breadth of Western
Victoria Region about the important work that they do.
These are the volunteers who, when they are called
upon, respond to preserve life and property, every day
and night of the year — indeed even on Christmas Day,
as we saw just last year in the devastating Wye River
fire. Who was there to help the community in its hour
of need? It was of course our dedicated CFA
volunteers, who we can always rely upon. So I ask:
with regard to the CFA enterprise bargaining
agreement, will the Premier support our dedicated CFA
volunteers, as they always support our community, or
will he sell them out and support his union mate Peter
Marshall and the United Firefighters Union?
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Northern Metropolitan Region
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question concerns the recent riots in Coburg and is
directed to the Minister for Police in the other place. On
the Monday after the riots I went to the wonderfully
diverse Coburg shopping precinct to talk to traders
forced to close down their businesses after radicals and
racists decided to spend a Saturday storming the streets
with their message of hate. I believe in and strongly
advocate for the right to protest, but spreading violence
and harm is not a protected activity. However, I was
concerned to hear the police minister suggest a ban on
masks in order to better combat such protests. Such a
decision could have negative flow-on effects for the
very groups targeted. Mask or no mask, if you are
behaving in ways that are not consistent with
acceptable behaviour, police already have the power to
act in such circumstances. I ask the minister to advise
whether a legislatively driven ban on face masks at
protests is something the government is considering.

Eastern Victoria Region
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — The matter that I
wish to raise today is for the attention of the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety, Mr Donnellan, in the other
place, and I refer to the parlous state of roads in the
Eastern Victoria Region and in Gippsland, which have
in and of themselves contributed more than their fair
share of fatalities, serious injuries and near misses in the
area. In relation to this particular concern, I ask the
minister for an update and information in relation to the
resurfacing of the Koo Wee Rup-Longwarry Road for
areas of that road which are in need of repair between
Denhams Road and Osborn Road to the west of Bayles.
In that regard I ask the minister to provide additional
information about the repairs that will be conducted, the
investigations undertaken to better understand surface
conditions and the roads before repair work begins, and
the time frames within which locals and road users can
expect the completion of the roads as they are required
to be returned to better service.

Southern Metropolitan Region
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My matter
today concerns the ongoing dispute between the United
Firefighters Union (UFU), with most members of the
government on one side and the Minister for
Emergency Services, Jane Garrett, on the other, and
notably the Country Fire Authority (CFA) volunteers,
60 000 of them across the state. I noted that in the lower
house today the Premier refused to accept a medal from
a 60-year veteran of the CFA, and that was very
disappointing and ungracious. Equally disappointing
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was the decision of Mr Paul Edbrooke in the Assembly
to comment on this and to suggest that that medal ought
to have been given to somebody other than that 60-year
veteran. What an outrageous suggestion. What a nasty,
vicious suggestion. Here is a UFU member who had the
support of the UFU at the election. Here is a man very
close to the UFU — —
Ms Hartland — On a point of order, Acting
President, I am wondering whether this is a
constituency question.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I was waiting until the end of it.
Mr Melhem — On the point of order, Acting
President, I think the member’s time is up anyway, and
I do not think there was any question. It is not a
constituency question, and you should rule it out.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Before the point of order was raised I believe
there was about 10 seconds remaining for Mr Davis to
complete his question. If Mr Davis will just ask a
question, I will accept that. Mr Davis has 10 seconds.
Mr DAVIS — My question therefore is for the
Minister for Emergency Services, and I ask: what
action will the minister take to protect volunteers from
such attacks?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! My understanding is that is not in your area or
electorate, Mr Davis.
Mr DAVIS — The CFA is a statewide service but
the standards and protection of people statewide and the
behaviour of UFU members — —
Ms Shing interjected.
Mr DAVIS — The UFU is in my area.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Unfortunately, Mr Davis, according to advice
and my understanding of the President’s rules, I must
rule it out as a general question unless it is related to
your electorate. I am happy to give you another couple
of seconds if you can do that.
Mr DAVIS — Acting President, my point is that
many within my electorate travel to and are involved
with country Victoria. Many have properties across
country Victoria.
Mr Melhem — On a point of order, Acting
President, Mr Davis is an experienced veteran MP and
a former Leader of the Government, and this is not the
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first time he has done this. How many opportunities
was he given to actually ask the question relating to his
constituents and yet he has not linked the question to
his constituency? The question should be disallowed.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I believe I gave Mr Davis more than one chance.
I have no option except to rule the question out.

Northern Victoria Region
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — My
constituency question today is for the Minister for
Sport, the Honourable John Eren. Last week I met with
the president of the Seymour Football and Netball
Club, Craig Velt, and inspected the club’s facilities at
the Kings Park reserve, Seymour’s premier community
and sporting precinct. The park is managed by a
committee of management consisting of user groups
and community representatives under an agreement
with Mitchell Shire Council. The grounds are kept
immaculate by the hardworking volunteers.
Unfortunately the club’s facilities are not up to the
required standards and the club has identified a priority
list for upgrades and additions to meet the needs of its
players, members and visiting teams, starting with
female change rooms for its netballers and an additional
netball court to cater for the training and playing needs
of this growing sport. Can the minister provide me with
the details and timing of the funding options within his
portfolio so that I can assist Seymour Football and
Netball Club to obtain the improvements it deserves.

Western Victoria Region
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is to the member for Bellarine,
the Minister for Police, Lisa Neville. Ms Neville is on
the record as showing support for the United
Firefighters Union’s proposed enterprise bargaining
agreement and the recommendations from Julius Roe,
the Fair Work commissioner and former national
president of the Australian Manufacturing Workers
Union. Ms Neville also criticised the Minister for
Emergency Services, Jane Garrett, for refusing to do
the same — for refusing to submit to the Premier’s
agenda.
My question is: did the minister consult with CFA
volunteers in her electorate before taking this position,
including the CFA brigades at Barwon Heads, Leopold,
Mannerim, Portarlington, Queenscliff, St Leonards and
Wallington?
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Western Metropolitan Region

A.

allows the UFU to direct or impede CFA activities;

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Emergency
Services. During the course of this current Country Fire
Authority (CFA) crisis both the government and the
United Firefighters Union have denied the enterprise
bargaining agreement as an attempt by the union to take
over the CFA. If that is so, can the minister explain why
the CFA flag has been removed from outside the
Hoppers Crossing fire station and in its place flies the
flag of the United Firefighters Union?

B.

undermines the autonomy of CFA volunteer
firefighters;

C.

impacts upon the rights of CFA volunteer
firefighters (including through the volunteers
charter);

D.

leads to a reduction in surge capacity of the CFA to
respond to major events.

Mr Melhem — On a point of order, Acting
President — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr Melhem — Have you got a problem? There is a
person in charge who is presiding over the house, not
you, so if you don’t mind.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Mr Melhem, on a point of order.
Mr Melhem — I did not hear Mr Finn talking about
a matter relating to his electorate. It was a general
question.
Mr Finn — On the point of order, Acting President,
I am aware that Mr Melhem is not completely au fait
with the western suburbs, but I assure him that Hoppers
Crossing is in our electorate. If he would like me to
present him with a map, I am happy to do that at any
time.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! There is no point of order.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council that Premier Daniel
Andrews must not hand control of the Country Fire Authority
(CFA) to the United Firefighters Union (UFU).
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
of Victoria ensure that the Andrews government reject any
EBA conditions that:

By Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria)
(64 signatures).
Laid on table.
Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria).

Christmas carols in schools
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 the government
has imposed a ban on singing traditional Christmas carols in
Victorian government schools.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
of Victoria ensure that the Andrews government reverses this
decision and allow students attending government schools to
sing traditional Christmas carols.

By Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria)
(19 signatures).
Laid on table.

RIDESHARING BILL 2016
Introduction and first reading
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) introduced a
bill for an act to impose duties on facilitators of
ridesharing, to amend the Transport (Compliance
and Miscellaneous) Act 1983 to exempt ridesharing
from the provisions of that act relating to
commercial passenger vehicles and to amend the
Transport Integration Act 2010 to recognise the
undertaking of rideshare journeys as a transport
service and for other purposes.
Read first time.
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SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 8
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan)
presented Alert Digest No. 8 of 2016, including
appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.

STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE
ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING
Rate capping policy
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) presented
second report, including appendices, together with
transcripts of evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be published.
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Commission in terms of those councils that have been
granted variations have led to further questions about
that process.
It is pretty clear that councils face significant
challenges. There is, I have to say, in the first instance a
reduction in state government money going to councils,
but there are also, parallel with that, significant
increases in state government revenue being extracted
from land, and we will see more of that in the
forthcoming financial year.
At the same time, council costs are significant. The
enterprise bargaining agreements (EBAs) were a
significant point of discussion in our hearings. It is clear
that the increases under the EBAs significantly exceed
the government’s cap, both now and with many of them
into the future, and particularly when the leapfrogging
or bracket creep in many council areas on top of the
nominal EBA figures is added in. In many cases this is
3 per cent and 4 per cent, and sometimes a greater
percentage than that — a long way distant from the
2.5 per cent cap that has been put in place.

I should also note and put on record my thanks to the
Municipal Association of Victoria, the Victorian Local
Governance Association and Local Government
Professionals. We have had great support from those
organisations in terms of their input into this inquiry as
well.

It is also important to state that the 2.5 per cent cap
bears almost no relationship whatsoever to the CPI. The
government’s policy — and announcement before the
election — was that it would cap rate increases at the
CPI. That is not what has actually occurred. Indeed
rates have not been capped at the CPI. The government
has set rate increases at a figure of 2.5 per cent, which
related to some estimates by Treasury. These later
estimates are different from that, and indeed the actual
CPI that is recorded by the Australian Bureau of
Statistics is significantly lower than the cap that has
been set. As I said, there is concern across the sector
about the state government’s approach on a number of
these matters and the accessibility to government and
preparedness by government to discuss this matter. This
report provides a further important step. As I said, I
want to thank committee members, but also particularly
the committee secretariat and the submitters to the
inquiry.

This is the second in a series of reports provided
pursuant to our reference on the impact of rate capping
policy, and there are a number of important findings
and recommendations that appear here. The process
around the rate cap that is set each year is clearly a very
cumbersome process, and the committee has sought
that this become transparent. It is also the case that the
variation process that has been sought by a number of
councils or as part of the legislation is also a very
cumbersome and costly process. The recent
announcements made since this report was compiled
but prior to its tabling by the Essential Services

Other matters that come forward in this report and will
require further work relate to the charges for election
expenses, which are much greater in this cycle than in
previous cycles and certainly far exceed a CPI increase.
I should also note that councils face significant
administrative costs around the variation process, and
we make some commentary and findings around the
difficulties in the administrative arrangement. I should
also note in conclusion that debt is at a significant level,
and I think — and certainly a number of other
committee members think — that the emergency
services commission (ESC) has gone beyond its

Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

In doing so, I want to place briefly a number of points
on the record. I want to begin by first thanking my
fellow committee members and in particular the staff.
Anthony Walsh carried a significant load here, and Keir
Delaney also. We undertook a number of country visits
and heard evidence from a wide variety of community
members, concerned about rates and councils across
both country and metropolitan areas.
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purview with respect to debt. What is pretty clear is that
the ESC has indicated to many councils that if they
have a low debt, they ought to consider jacking up their
debt before they apply for a variation or take other
steps. That is a very concerning development, and the
community, I think, will be worried about that. Equally
the State Emergency Service is a significant matter, and
I heard the question asked about it today in the
chamber. This is a live issue and certainly significant in
terms of the outcomes for country Victoria.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Crimes Act 1958 — Chief Commissioner of Police’s forensic
sampling authorisations pursuant to section 464Z(2) of the
Act.
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Proclamation of the Governor in Council fixing an
operative date in respect of the following act:
Consumer Acts and Other Acts Amendment Act 2016 —
whole Act (except sections 23, 24, 30(1) and 31) — 1 June
2016 (Gazette No. S162, Tuesday 24 May 2016).

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Clerk — I have received a letter dated 6 June
from the Attorney-General headed ‘Production of
documents — Crown Casino analysis of player
gambling data’:
I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 4 May 2016
seeking the production of the document prepared by Crown
Casino for the Victorian Commission for Gambling and
Liquor Regulation in late 2015, which outlines the finding of
analysis of player data, including as an indicator for punters
who may have a problem with their gambling.

Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 —
Minister’s Order of 31 March 2016 giving approval to
the granting of a licence at Footscray Park.
Minister’s Order of 4 April 2016 giving approval to the
granting of a licence at Sandringham Beach Park.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes —
Campaspe Planning Scheme — Amendment C106.
Cardinia, Casey, Glen Eira, Greater Dandenong,
Kingston, Melbourne, Monash, Stonnington and Yarra
Planning Schemes — Amendment GC37.
Casey Planning Scheme — Amendment C218.
Mansfield Planning Scheme — Amendment C33.
Melbourne Planning Scheme — Amendments C287 and
C292.
Mildura Planning Scheme — Amendment C79.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament —
Building Act 1993 — No. 49.
Essential Services Commission Act 2001 — No. 48.
Road Safety Act 1986 — No. 50.
Sex Work Act 1994 — No. 47.
Supreme Court Act 1986 — Nos. 51 and 52.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 40, 46 to 52 and
55.

The government is in the process of reviewing and assessing
the document for the purpose of preparing its response to the
order. The Council’s deadline of 8 June 2016 does not allow
sufficient time for the government to complete this process.
The government will endeavour to respond to the order as
soon as possible.

Mr Davis — On a point of order, Acting President,
there are some documents that are outstanding relating
to sky rail that relate to a motion passed in this chamber
in February. I am wondering whether a minister might
like to, as a point of response, indicate why those
documents have not been tabled.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! My understanding is that there is no procedure
for that, so I have to rule out the point of order.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
move:
That the letter from the Attorney-General regarding the
Council’s order to produce documents relating to Crown
Casino analysis of player gambling data be taken into
consideration on the next day of meeting.

Motion agreed to.

REGULATION OF RIDESHARING BILL
2016
Withdrawal
Withdrawn, by leave, on motion of Ms PATTEN
(Northern Metropolitan).

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
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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, 8 June 2016:
(1) order of the day for the second reading of the
Ridesharing Bill 2016 introduced by Ms Patten this day;
(2) notice of motion given this day by Mr O’Donohue
relating to the Country Fire Authority and the current
United Firefighters Union EBA crisis;
(3) notice of motion given this day by Ms Patten relating to
e-petitions;
(4) notice of motion 257 referring a matter to the legal and
social issues committee in relation to freedom of
information;
(5) order of the day 2, resumption of debate on the
Corrections Amendment (No body, no parole) Bill
2016; and
(6) order of the day 26, consideration of minister’s answers
to a question without notice and supplementary question
on the proposed early learning facility in Ballarat.

Motion agreed to.

APPROPRIATION (2016–2017) BILL 2016
and BUDGET PAPERS 2016–17
Concurrent debate
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — By
leave, I move:
That this house authorises the President to permit the
second-reading debate on the Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill
2016 to be taken concurrently with further debate on the
motion to take note of the budget papers 2016–17.

Motion agreed to.
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I have previously informed the house about the work of
the Roadmap for Reform, which is refocusing the
children’s and families services system at the front end
so we do more to prevent harm, neglect and abuse from
occurring in the first place. The road map is also
focused on reforming our out-of-home care system.
Last week I was very pleased to co-chair the first
meeting of my road map implementation ministerial
advisory group, which will be providing expert advice
and guidance as our government embarks on a
once-in-a-generation reform of children’s and families
services.
We are already underway in co-designing this
important reform direction with the community sector
and have embarked on a significant step to upskill the
workforce. Recently the Minister for Training and
Skills and I jointly announced that our government
would provide up to $8 million for vocational training
for all Victorian residential care workers. This funding
is an important first step in our move towards
mandatory qualifications for all residential care
workers. We will support workers to gain a
qualification or to update their existing qualifications.
Victorian TAFE institutes will work with the Centre for
Excellence in Child and Family Welfare to align the
training needs of residential care agencies with the
growing needs of the sector.
Residential care staff will begin undertaking vocational
training in the second half of 2016, drawing on their
entitlements to funded places under the Victorian
Training Guarantee. By the end of 2017 all residential
care workers will be required to have a minimum
relevant qualification.
This funding comes on top of the $168 million 2016–17
Victorian budget investment in the Roadmap for
Reform, an overhaul of the child protection system to
shift the focus from crisis response to prevention and
early intervention. The road map aligns with the
recommendations of the Royal Commission into
Family Violence.

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Residential care reform
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I rise to inform the house about an
important reform I am making to improve the care of
our most vulnerable children and young people —
children and young people who through no fault of their
own need to live in residential care homes.

Our budget also provides $35.9 million over two years
to transform residential care to a clinical treatment
model that better supports young people who have
experienced abuse, neglect and family violence. Our
government is transforming residential care from a
place of last resort to a program of intensive treatment,
providing stability for the young people who need it
most.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
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MEMBERS STATEMENTS

Latrobe Valley economy

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement

Ms SHING — On a separate matter, I would like to
thank everyone who was involved in the first visit by
Minister Wade Noonan in his portfolios of industry and
employment, and resources, to the Latrobe Valley to
meet with mine operators, community organisations,
individuals and stakeholders. The minister held a series
of proactive, good-faith roundtable conversations on
transition, employment, industry and the future of the
valley more generally.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
want to raise the outrageous position of the Premier in
relation to the volunteers of the Country Fire Authority
(CFA). He has turned his back on 60 000 CFA
volunteers to allow a militant union to destroy one of
our greatest volunteer organisations. Thousands of CFA
volunteers in their uniforms turned out at the rally on
Sunday. I have got to say that the rally was widely
supported by coalition MPs, but not one Labor MP was
present to support the CFA — not one. That is in sharp
contrast to today, with the United Firefighters Union
out on the steps and Ms Shing and Mr Dimopoulos out
there supporting the union but not supporting the
volunteers. That is exactly what we expect from this
government, which supports the union before the
community and before the volunteers.
There are often situations of unions, governments and
opposition parties in fights or stoushes over enterprise
bargaining agreements, but here we have the
volunteers, the people who are mobilised because they
care about the community, saying that this is not
acceptable. So much time and so much effort they put
in, and this government is not backing them. The CFA
volunteers in Eltham in my electorate and more broadly
dedicate their time to the community. They dedicate
their time for the community’s safety, and Daniel
Andrews is turning his back on them. These volunteers
are the fabric of Victoria — our brave volunteers who
keep us safe. This government must back them.

National Reconciliation Week
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — I rise today to pay
tribute to the people at Federation University who
hosted an incredible reconciliation week last week and
an event at Kurnai College that involved amazing
dancing from Deadly Kulcha, a youth dance group
based in Morwell, as well as a performance of the
unbelievably emotive and evocative work Gunnai
Dreaming, performed by the students of the Lavalla
Catholic College choir. The organisers came together to
showcase the best of reconciliation week activities and
to make sure that a wide variety of views were heard in
relation to this important work as we continue to work
through issues relating to the way in which our
Aboriginal communities throughout Gippsland are
recognised and are front and centre in the issue of
self-determination as we continue to work toward treaty
progress.

The Presence of Giants
Ms SHING — Finally, I would like to pay tribute to
the Baw Baw Shire Council, to Rotarians and to James
Geurts on the launch in Warragul last Friday evening of
the incredible artwork The Presence of Giants. It was a
spectacular event for this twilight and night art piece.

By Compass and Quran
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Last Friday night it was my absolute pleasure to host
the Melbourne premiere screening of the documentary
By Compass and Quran, a history of Australia’s
Muslim cameleers, right here at the Treasury Theatre. It
is a historically significant documentary that covers the
150-year history of the cameleers, including the
profound relationship these men had with Indigenous
Australians, the harrowing years of segregation and the
discrimination of the White Australia policy and their
survival and the ultimate legacy of their service in the
outback.
This largely untold story highlights the long and
enduring history of Islam in Australia and the
significant contribution Muslims have made to culture
and the development of infrastructure and
multiculturalism in Australia, long before other waves
of immigration. It becomes more and more important
that these largely untold stories become part of our
general public discourse to strengthen our social fabric
and dispel the high levels of existing misinformation
that feed division and disharmony in some
communities. My sincerest thanks go to documentary
writer and director Kuranda Seyit and producer Fadle
El-Harris for their commitment to sharing this
important story.
In this spirit, I say Ramadan kareem to everyone on this
first day of the holy month of Islam.
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Safe Schools program
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — Much like the
government’s ban on traditional Christmas carols in
state schools, the Safe Schools program is an example
of social engineering that the Labor government is
attempting inside our classrooms. This interference
forces parents to relinquish a crucial part of their role to
teachers. It used to be that family environment helped
shape and determine a child’s world view and ethics.
Instead the Labor government is trying to meddle in
these matters. I agree that bullying has no place in the
schoolyard, and we must accept people of all
backgrounds and diversities, but the Safe Schools
program goes far beyond teaching children to treat
others as they want to be treated.
There is a clear underpinned sexual agenda that is
clearly making so many parents uncomfortable. I have
received hundreds of emails from constituents disturbed
to see their government interfere in the natural, social
and sexual development of today’s youth. Children in
schools need to be educated and nurtured instead of
thrown into the front line of Labor’s attempt at social
reform. Instead of trying to shape children’s beliefs and
identities, we should be shaping their knowledge, their
learning habits and their ability to become leaders —
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr Dalidakis — On the point of order, Acting
President, yes, it is true that I did argue that Mr Ramsay
was a homophobe with his contribution and suggested
that he was better than this.
Mr RAMSAY — I am particularly offended by
those remarks by Mr Dalidakis, and I ask that he
withdraw them.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I ask the minister to withdraw.
Mr Dalidakis — No.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) — I
am asking the minister to withdraw.
Mr Dalidakis — No.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! In this situation, I have to ask the Deputy
President to take the chair.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! We are in
new territory here, and I would appreciate some silence.
The Acting President asked Minister Dalidakis twice to
withdraw. As Deputy President, I now also request that
he withdraw that comment.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I am on my feet. Mr Ramsay to continue,
without interruption.

Mr Dalidakis — So withdrawn.

Mr RAMSAY — in whatever field they choose,
using the worldwide view they develop independent of
government influence.

Honourable members interjecting.

The Safe Schools director, Roz Ward, is outspoken
about her Marxist views and has stated publicly that she
sees the concept of a traditional family, the
conventional ideas of male and female and heterosexual
marriage as a capitalist plot to be torn apart. It is
concerning to learn the extent of her extremist
views — —
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! That is a second time on my feet.
Mr RAMSAY — On a point of order, Acting
President, I have spoken for less than 1 minute, and
through that entire time Mr Dalidakis has vocally and
loudly interjected in my entire contribution, with you
calling him to order at only one point.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Thank you.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! We have dealt with the matter. Mr Ramsay, to
continue.
Mr RAMSAY — The Safe Schools director, Roz
Ward, is outspoken about her Marxist views and has
stated publicly she sees the concept of traditional
family, the conventional ideas of male and female, and
heterosexual marriage as a capitalist plot to be torn
apart. It is concerning to learn the extent of her
extremist views, knowing her fingerprints are all over
the program the government wishes to enforce on all
state schools in Victoria. Finally the truth has been
revealed, and we are well rid of her.

Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — Recently I
joined my parliamentary colleagues on a
behind-the-scenes tour of the new Victorian
Comprehensive Cancer Centre (VCCC). This visit gave
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us the opportunity to have a firsthand look at the new
facility before its doors open to Victorians. This
purpose-built facility provides a new home for the Peter
MacCallum Cancer Centre and will also act as a
purpose-built facility for cancer research, treatment,
care and education. It is an important facility. It
provides high-quality cancer treatment programs for
Victorians and links the Royal Melbourne Hospital
with the VCCC at its Parkville location, allowing
patients to move easily between the two facilities.
Most of us have been touched by cancer in some way.
Fortunately the new centre will facilitate more research
into the different types of cancer, hopefully finding
ways to reduce the impact of this devastating disease on
our community.
Joint venture partners of this great new centre include
the Royal Melbourne Hospital, part of Melbourne
Health; the Peter MacCallum Cancer Centre; the
University of Melbourne; the Royal Women’s Hospital;
the Walter and Eliza Hall Institute of Medical
Research; the Royal Children’s Hospital; St Vincent’s
Hospital; and Western Health. It has been jointly
funded by the state and federal governments.
This will no doubt be an outstanding alliance and will
bring the best of the best in cancer care and research to
Victorian patients. It offers 110 chemotherapy, medical
and same-day beds and chairs to patients, as well as
24 clinical trial spaces, 25 000 square metres of
dedicated research space and education and training
facilities, including 47 seminar and meeting spaces.
This centre — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Time!

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I have often
spoken in this Parliament of my enormous admiration
and respect for the volunteers of the Country Fire
Authority (CFA). Their self-sacrifice and courage are a
part of this nation’s fibre. The CFA has contributed and
continues to contribute to Victoria in a way that few
other organisations can.
I have been stunned by the attack in recent times on our
volunteer firefighters by the United Firefighters Union
(UFU) and the Premier, Daniel Andrews. Who in their
right mind would want to effectively close the CFA as
we know it? The Premier owes Peter Marshall big time
and is now endeavouring to pay that debt, but why at
the expense of the CFA? CFA volunteers are being
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bullied by UFU members every day, and the Premier
has joined that bullying at a statewide level. The
treatment of our CFA volunteers by this Premier and
his union cronies is despicable. These people serve the
community on a daily basis. It is not just in times of
great peril by way of bushfires; the CFA is vital to the
proper functioning of Victoria.
Its members deserve our eternal gratitude. They most
certainly deserve so much better than the foul betrayal
Premier Andrews has cruelly and unjustly delivered to
them. I stand proudly — very, very proudly — with
CFA volunteers.

Melbourne Regional Landfill
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
members statement today is on behalf of Marion
Martin. She wrote to me:
On Thursday, 26 May, Cleanaway turned its back on western
suburbs residents by abandoning community consultation on
its proposed expansion of the Ravenhall tip.
Extraordinarily, Cleanaway’s facilitator resigned, citing a lack
of commitment on behalf of Cleanaway to timely, open,
trustworthy and transparent communications.
Over the past two years, residents of the west whose lives are
impacted by the tip every day have been ignored by
Cleanaway, or dismissed as troublemakers.
Odour, litter and congestion from trucks are constant issues
for residents in the western suburbs. Only last month,
Cleanaway breached its licence by failing to declare a serious
methane gas breach to the EPA.
The community is rightly concerned about the irreparable
damage the tip expansion will do to their community and the
environment. To this end, residents are calling on the
government to direct Cleanaway to prepare an environmental
effects statement for the expansion.
It is shameful that at the time Cleanaway should be making
every effort to engage the community, it has slammed the
door on them.

Having experienced one Cleanaway consultation
process — or what it called a consultation process — I
can understand the sheer frustration of the community
on this issue.

Pakenham social enterprises
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — Last week a
roundtable was held in Pakenham so the government
could listen to and consult with social enterprises. The
social enterprise sector is already large, diverse and
very innovative in Victoria. It employs thousands of
people across just about every sector of our society and
economy, but we know from international experience
that even more is possible.
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The forum last week was attended by a range of
successful social enterprises and community groups
around the east in particular, including Able
Bakehouse, Knoxbrooke and Knoxcare, EACH Social
and Community Health, TastyAz Catering, Australian
Community Logistics, Balanced Options for Adults,
Interchange Outer East and Melba Support Services.
Apologies if I have forgotten any. In addition, the
forum was attended by peak bodies such as Social
Traders and Philanthropy Australia.
I am grateful to all of the organisations who took the
time to attend and contribute to a very valuable
discussion. I am also grateful that the newly appointed
Minister for Industry and Employment, Wade Noonan,
was able to attend. This is a priority area for him. The
discussion centred on the experience of organisations in
running businesses with broader objectives than profit.
We also examined ways in which government could
play a positive role in promoting the sector. This is
already an active area of policy development and
implementation by this government, and more
initiatives will be developed, particularly as a means of
achieving strong employment outcomes for
disadvantaged people.

Human Rights Law Centre
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — Last
Friday I had the great pleasure of attending the Human
Rights Law Centre’s (HRLC) annual fundraising dinner
with my colleague Ms Pennicuik. It was in the stunning
Plaza Ballroom. We were extremely lucky to have the
sensational and moving Stan Grant as keynote speaker.
He was joined by Victoria’s equal opportunity and
human rights commissioner, Kristen Hilton, and the
wonderful HRLC staff. The title, ‘10 years of impact’,
was apt. The HRLC’s advocacy for asylum seekers, the
LGBTI community, the first peoples and other
vulnerable groups has had an incredible impact. I have
had the privilege of working with HRLC members in
the push for safe access zones. The event was
celebratory, and attendees gave generously, but it was
also a reminder of the work ahead. Inequality,
discrimination and practices that violate human rights
are still present in Australia. I congratulate and thank
the HRLC on a decade of advocacy.

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — Over the past
week we have seen this Premier show his true colours.
This Premier has fought tooth and nail to actively
destroy one of the greatest volunteer organisations in
the world, our Country Fire Authority (CFA). This
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Premier is determined to pay back his unionist mate
Peter Marshall and sell out the CFA, handing control of
this great volunteer organisation to a hardline militant
union.
But can I tell the Premier that he does not know what
he is up against. He is actively fighting against 60 000
of the best connected community volunteers we have in
this state. He is fighting against anyone who
understands the importance of the work of the CFA and
who knows that they give of their time and place
themselves in incredible danger to keep Victoria safe.
These are the people we should be applauding and
thanking every day; we should not be trying to crush
them to pay back a mate who supported the Premier at
the last election. Because that is what this is — payback
for the union thugs who stood at polling booths
intimidating voters and Liberal candidates at the last
election. We all knew that Daniel Andrews was going
to pay the United Firefighters Union (UFU) back for its
support, and it is now clear what the price of that
payback is. The Premier, Daniel Andrews, wants to sell
the soul of our CFA.
I note that Ms Shing was absent from the CFA rally on
Sunday. However, she was on the front steps of
Parliament House this morning supporting the UFU’s
disgraceful takeover of the CFA, because as Ms Shing
well knows, just as with the imminent leadership ballot
between Daniel Andrews and the Minister for
Emergency Services, Jane Garrett, she will have to pick
a side. Does she support Peter Marshall and the UFU,
or does she support the CFA?

Maronite community
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — On
Saturday evening, 28 May, it was my pleasure to
attend, along with my wife, Heam, an annual
fundraising event organised by the Victorian Maronite
community located within my electorate. Every year
the Maronite parish has a big fundraiser to raise money
for the church and its parishioners. I wish to
congratulate the organisers for providing a splendid and
successful evening while at the same time raising
much-needed financial resources to fund important
programs for the benefit of the community’s less
privileged.

Memorial Day
Mr ELASMAR — On Sunday, 29 May, I was
pleased to represent the Victorian Minister for
Veterans, the Honourable John Eren, at the Memorial
Day service conducted at the Shrine of Remembrance
in Melbourne. This special event was hosted by the
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American Ex-Servicemen’s Association. It was a
moving ceremony beautifully arranged and organised
by the president and secretary of the association,
Mr Warren Sapir and Mr Ed Bartosh respectively.
Finally, it was my solemn duty on the day to lay a
wreath in remembrance of American servicemen and
women whose lives were lost in battles that go back to
the American Civil War in the 1860s.

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — The Premier,
Daniel Andrews, is putting at risk the future of the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) and the lives of
Victorians by maintaining his bull-headed stance in his
relentless backing of his United Firefighters Unions
(UFU) mates in the CFA-UFU enterprise bargaining
agreement negotiations.
Since the Premier is blatantly refusing to listen to
reason from the 60 000-strong CFA volunteer
firefighting community, his own MPs now need to take
up the fight and support their local CFAs. The Premier
has so far ignored the push by one lone Labor MP, the
Minister for Emergency Services, who has had the
spine to stand up to his bullying tactics. This will need
to be a concentrated effort by all Labor MPs —
assuming, that is, that Labor country MPs care about
the future of their local fire brigades.
I call on all Labor MPs in northern Victoria to join me
in supporting our CFA volunteers. I call on Steve
Herbert, a member for Northern Victoria Region, to
stand up for our CFAs and to give his voice to the cause
in the cabinet room. I call on Jaclyn Symes, a member
for Northern Victoria Region, to stand up for all CFAs
across our electorate. I call on the member for Bendigo
East in the Legislative Assembly, Jacinta Allan, to
stand up for Bendigo and central Victoria CFAs,
including using her power as a minister to support the
CFAs in cabinet. I call on the member for Bendigo
West in the Legislative Assembly, Maree Edwards, to
stand up for the Bendigo and central Victoria CFAs. I
call on the member for Macedon in the Legislative
Assembly, Mary-Anne Thomas, to stand up for
Macedon CFAs, and I call on the member for Yan
Yean in the Legislative Assembly, Danielle Green, to
stand up for the Yan Yean CFAs. I call on the Premier
to reverse his position and support our 60 000-strong
volunteers.

Military repatriations
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I rise to speak
on the recent repatriation of the bodies of 33 Australian
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service personnel who were previously interred at the
Terendak Military Cemetery in Malaysia and at the
Kranji War Cemetery in Singapore. Under the
arrangements in place at the time of their deaths, unless
families were willing to pay £600 to have the remains
repatriated, these service personnel were buried in the
nearest commonwealth cemetery. As we stand here
today, it is almost unfathomable that this could have
been the reality, yet sadly it was.
These were young Australians who gave the ultimate
sacrifice for their country. These were families that lost
their sons and brothers in a conflict that in many ways
was beyond comprehension. It was brutal, it was messy
and ultimately it was futile. To be then told that it was
the financial responsibility of the family to bring the
remains of their son home, which 33 families simply
could not afford, was wrong — wrong in every sense of
the word. Whilst the pain caused by this wrong can
never be taken back, this has been an important process
for the families who have suffered, and I acknowledge
all those involved in making it possible.
We are now approaching Vietnam Veterans Day,
chosen to commemorate the anniversary of the Battle of
Long Tan, which this year occurred 50 years ago. The
passing of time should not and will not diminish our
memory of the horror of what took place for so many of
these young Australians as well as the impact that their
deaths had on their families and friends. Lest we forget.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
Well said, Ms Tierney.

Ramadan
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Muslims around the world marked the start of the holy
month of Ramadan yesterday — today in Australia. It is
a time marked by intense prayer, dawn-to-dusk fasting
and good deeds and charity. I encourage members of
Parliament who are invited to either an iftar dinner or a
meal by a Muslim family to take advantage of that
opportunity so that any of the stereotypes that have
been used to divide communities are dispelled.

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Mrs PEULICH — On the topic that is on
everyone’s lips, and that is the plight faced by the
60 000 Country Fire Authority (CFA) volunteers, I
express the disappointment of the South Eastern
Metropolitan Region at the silence of all the Labor MPs
across the area whose constituencies are served by the
CFA, including the Premier, Daniel Andrews, in
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Mulgrave; the Narre Warren North MP in the
Legislative Assembly, Luke Donnellan; the Narre
Warren South MP in the Legislative Assembly, Judith
Graley; the Cranbourne MP in the Legislative
Assembly, Jude Perera; the Frankston MP in the
Legislative Assembly, Paul Edbrooke; the Carrum MP
in the Legislative Assembly, Sonya Kilkenny; the
Mordialloc MP in the Legislative Assembly, Tim
Richardson; the Clarinda MP in the Legislative
Assembly, Hong Lim; the Lyndhurst MP in the
Legislative Assembly, Martin Pakula; the Dandenong
MP in the Legislative Assembly, Gabrielle Williams;
and of course also the Leader of the Government here
in the upper house, the Honourable Gavin Jennings.
There has not been a word from any of them to defend
the interests of our volunteers, who have been there
through thick and thin and who in times of emergency
have been there for the community. It is all to pay back
the United Firefighters Union and Peter Marshall for
the service given to the Labor Party at the last state
election.

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I condemn
the Andrews Labor government for its outrageous
attempts to ram through an enterprise bargaining
agreement (EBA) with the United Firefighters Union
that threatens the very existence of the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) as we know it and its 60 000 loyal and
dedicated volunteers, who have so ably protected
Victorian lives and property for more than 70 years.
What sort of Premier deliberately sets out on a warpath
to directly destroy the very basis of one of the most
successful and largest volunteer organisations in the
world whilst literally damaging the spirit of
volunteerism in our great state, possibly forever? And
for what? The government’s own Minister for
Emergency Services has been against the proposed
EBA deal because of its unfairness to volunteers, and in
the last few days former Labor emergency services
minister André Haermeyer has also come out strongly
in support of the CFA volunteers by opposing the deal.
Victorians live in one of the most dangerous, fire-prone
areas in the world, and the devastating bushfires our
state has previously faced, including the Black Saturday
fires in 2009, the Ash Wednesday fires in 1983 and the
Great Ocean Road fires last summer, stand as testament
to the ferocity and destructive capacity of fire on our
environment. For over 70 years Victorians have been
very fortunate to have had the services of CFA
volunteers, giving up their valuable time to protect lives
and property, and all they have ever asked for is
respect. However, by not listening to the CFA
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volunteers’ concerns, the Premier and his government
are showing no respect at all. If the proposed EBA deal
prevails and the CFA suffers the mass resignation of
tens of thousands of volunteers, Victorian lives and
property will be placed at great risk next summer.
The CFA board has rejected the proposed EBA deal,
stating that not only is the agreement overwhelmingly
unfair to CFA volunteers but some clauses are unlawful
and should not be in a modern industrial agreement.
The Andrews government must back down and listen to
the CFA volunteers’ and the greater community’s
concerns.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
That the resolution of the Council of 25 May 2016,
‘Production of documents — Suspension of the Leader of the
Government’, be read and rescinded pursuant to standing
order 7.07 to allow debate on the Transparency in
Government Bill 2015.

The Leader of the Government and Special Minister of
State’s bill will require the emergency response times
of Ambulance Victoria, the Country Fire Authority and
the Metropolitan Fire Brigade to be published online
every quarter. This legislation will also require all
statements of priorities agreed to by Ambulance
Victoria, public health services and denominational
hospitals to be published online by 1 November each
year.
The former Liberal government refused to release
ambulance response times and hospital performance
data. The Transparency in Government Bill 2015 will
ensure Victorians have access to this critical
information under this government and all future
governments. Since coming to government we have
released previously secret data about ambulance
response times, but this legislation is required to ensure
that governments will never again be able to keep this
information secret from the community. However, this
bill cannot be further considered until the Special
Minister of State returns to this house. He is ready to do
so at the Council’s acquiescence.
The suspension of the Leader of the Government is the
longest suspension of a member inflicted by any house
in this Parliament’s history. Until the most recent
suspension from the Assembly of Geoff Shaw for
11 days in 2014, the longest period any member of the
Victorian Parliament had been suspended for was
6 sitting days, or two weeks — nowhere near the
six months the Liberal-Nationals coalition and the
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Greens party imposed last sitting week. Suspension of
government leaders by the Legislative Council in
relation to documents motions in the past have been
measured in hours, not in months, and the voters of
South Eastern Metropolitan Region have been denied
their representation in this place.
The Andrews government has responded to 12 of the
13 orders for documents made so far by the Legislative
Council. We have released 523 documents in part or in
full and withheld only 45 documents. The coalition’s
motion voted on in the last sitting week notes the
government’s failure to comply, to the satisfaction of
the Council, with the following resolutions of the
Legislative Council seeking the production of six
categories of documents:
(a) 11 February 2015 in respect of port of Melbourne
documents;
(b) 25 February 2015 in respect of West Gate distributor
documents;
(c) 25 February 2015 in respect of Australian Formula One
Grand Prix documents;
(d) 25 February 2015 in respect of Cranbourne-Pakenham
rail corridor project documents;
(e) 10 June 2015 in respect of Advanced Lignite
Demonstration Program documents; and
(f)

5 August 2015 in respect of Peter Mac Private hospital
documents.

The government has provided a considered and final
response to each of the requests for documents listed in
this motion. In only one case were no documents
provided — that was in relation to the request for
documents relating to the Australian Formula One
Grand Prix. For each and every one of the other
requests the government has provided documents to the
house.
Parliament’s power to order the production of
government documents is not limited. That said,
executive privilege was claimed only for documents or
parts of documents which contained personal
information, cabinet-in-confidence information,
commercially sensitive information, material obtained
from third parties in confidence or documents which
would disclose draft or deliberative materials. The
government has offered on numerous occasions to
participate in constructive dialogue to resolve the
divergent views on these matters held by the
government, the coalition and the Greens party. This
proposal was provided by the government to the
coalition in writing and was put on the public record by
Ms Shing in the debate in this house.
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As I said, since December 2014 there have been
13 orders for documents made by the Legislative
Council. For the 12 responses tabled thus far,
568 documents have been identified as relevant —
467 documents have been released in full,
56 documents have been released in part and only
45 documents have been withheld in full. By contrast,
in the 57th Parliament the former coalition government
provided some documents to just three of Labor’s six
requests for orders for documents in the upper house.
No documents at all were provided in response to
requests by Labor seeking orders for documents on
ambulance response times, Patrick stevedores
relocation and the east–west link business case for
which just a glossy executive summary was released,
which of course contained none of the details of this
project.
To date no member of the Liberals, Nationals or Greens
parties has volunteered any meaningful grounds upon
which the 58th Council’s ‘satisfaction’ could be met.
The ongoing lack of clarify from the coalition and the
Greens parties over the necessary conditions required
has impeded the ability to achieve any meaningful
resolution. The government is the only party to have
placed before the Legislative Council a defined set of
conditions under which documents may be withheld on
the ground of executive privilege.
In April 2015 the Attorney-General provided a letter to
the house, and for the record it includes reference to
documents that:
reveal, directly or indirectly, the deliberative processes of
cabinet;
reveal high-level confidential deliberative processes of the
executive government, or otherwise genuinely jeopardise the
necessary relationship of trust and confidence between a
minister and public officials;
reveal information obtained by the executive government on
the basis that it would be kept confidential, including because
the documents are subject to statutory confidentiality
provisions that apply to Parliament;
reveal confidential legal advice to the executive government;
otherwise jeopardise the public interest on an established
basis, in particular where disclosure would:
prejudice national security or public safety;
prejudice law enforcement investigations;
materially damage the state’s financial or commercial
interests (such as ongoing tender processes, or changes
in taxation policy);
prejudice intergovernmental and diplomatic relations; or
prejudice legal proceedings.
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The onus is now on the other parties in the chamber to
propose an alternative set of principles if the
government’s proposition is not agreeable. The
government is prepared to consider the engagement of
an independent legal arbiter to hear disputes relating to
claims of executive privilege. We are supportive of the
President of the Legislative Council convening a
meeting of the Procedure Committee to consider this.
But to date the coalition and the Greens party have
provided no feedback.
I call on members to rescind the resolution of 25 May
2016 to allow the Leader of the Government to return
to this place and perform his duties, including those of
representing his constituents in South Eastern
Metropolitan Region, and to allow debate on the
Transparency in Government Bill 2015 to proceed. The
case has not been made for any suspension, let alone
one of such unprecedented duration. The Liberals,
Nationals and Greens coalition that exists on this issue
has now some work to do. In the meantime the
government wishes to enable the Special Minister of
State and Leader of the Government in this house to
return to perform his duties. I commend the motion to
the house.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — It
is quite astonishing. Barely a sitting day has passed
since we debated a motion in great detail and this house
passed a motion criticising the Leader of the
Government and the government for not providing
documents. The consequence of the repeated requests
of this house and the repeated failure of the government
to comprehensively provide those documents was that a
suspension was put in place. The fact is that nothing has
changed since this motion was passed just a day and a
half of sitting ago. Given that, the coalition will not be
supporting this motion. The government should not be
surprised at that, because the fact is that absolutely
nothing has changed.
The Deputy Leader of the Government — who has
actually walked out of the chamber and is not staying to
support this motion after delivering her speech, which
she read word by word — knows full well that this is
actually just a stunt in relation to the government. It was
actually Mr Jennings who foreshadowed that this was
exactly what was going to happen. Last sitting week, on
the Tuesday, in some commentary Minister Jennings
said in relation to debating this bill:
In the weeks to come, depending upon my availability …
there may be opportunities to enhance the transparency
regime …
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He went on to say:
… there is a piece of legislation on the notice paper to address
these issues. Unfortunately, through the combined actions of
the previous administration and the Greens, they have decided
they do not want me in the Parliament to deal with that piece
of legislation.

Now, there is absolutely no need for there to be a
connection between Minister Jennings’s presence in the
chamber and that legislation being dealt with. But this
is what Minister Jennings said. In fact he went on on
the Tuesday to say, in response to a question from
Ms Hartland, that he would deal with this legislation on
‘the next sitting week that I am in the chamber’. On a
number of occasions, both on the Thursday and on the
Tuesday, Mr Jennings foreshadowed that he would not
be bringing forward this legislation, firstly using it as a
threat and then using it as a tit-for-tat in relation to
dealing with this legislation if the suspension motion
came back.
Ms Shing — If he’s not here, he can’t deal with it.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Ms Shing makes an
interjection, saying, ‘If he’s not here, he can’t deal with
it’. This is one of the fundamental flaws of this
government’s argument. Basically what Ms Shing and
in fact this whole motion are saying is that there is
no-one competent in this chamber on the government
side to actually handle this bill — no-one competent of
all these people to manage what is actually a reasonably
straightforward bill through this house. It highlights that
fact.
We have Ms Mikakos, who has been in the Parliament
for 17 years — 8 years as a parliamentary secretary and
18 months as a minister. She is not competent to
actually take what is largely a health bill, a portfolio
which she represents in this house, through this
chamber. Mr Herbert has been in this Parliament for
14 years — not competent to carry the Transparency in
Government Bill 2015 through the house. The Deputy
Leader of the Government in this chamber, who
declined to stay and support the motion she has moved,
is not competent in the view of her own government to
be able to take carriage of a relatively straightforward
bill through this chamber.
Mr Dalidakis could do it. We on the coalition side
know that he could do it. He could take this bill through
this chamber, but I will tell him that his colleagues do
not want him to. His colleagues do not want him to take
this bill through this chamber, and that is what this
motion clearly manages to highlight. There is no-one
competent. Ms Shing came down to the table and
assisted Mr Herbert with a motion just last sitting week.
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Even Ms Shing could take this bill through the
chamber, but clearly what the government believes is
that no-one is competent to take this bill through the
chamber if Mr Jennings is not here. This chamber
would not function without him!
No-one has the competence, we saw today, to actually
try to answer a question unless there is the watchful eye
of Mr Jennings to make sure that those questions are
answered in the right way. The government took
everything on notice. It is actually quite disturbing that
the government does not believe that there is capability
in this chamber from its ministers or its frontbenchers
or even its backbench to be able to do something as
basic as take a bill, which is non-controversial and
which actually seeks to legislate for something that
happens already, through this chamber.
Ms Pulford obviously argued the case in relation to the
motion, and I do think it is important to go through that
and put this on the record. Sixteen months ago was the
start — the first documents motions from the Greens in
relation to documents requested by this chamber. They
were absolutely supported. From February 2015
through to August 2015 came a series of documents
motions, some of which were responded to in part and
some of which have not been responded to. There was a
second motion in August that said, ‘No, this chamber is
serious. This chamber has the right to request these
documents, and this chamber has the right, if those
documents are not provided, to have consequences as a
result of that’.
What is very clear from this government is that it reacts
to pressure. It is only when the pressure is on that this
government actually then seeks to undertake any action,
and the Advanced Lignite Demonstration Program is a
fantastic example of that — an example where the
government provided some documents but said that the
rest of the documents were not able to be provided
because of executive privilege and all sorts of other
claims. Subsequently, then — in the last few weeks —
the government has had a change of heart. It has said,
‘Actually we made a mistake. We believe there are
more documents that could be provided on the
Advanced Lignite Demonstration Program. Therefore
they will be released’. That is just an example of how,
when under pressure, this government says, ‘Actually
we need to respect the wishes of the Parliament, and
actually we need to make sure that we can give some
further information’.
It has not gone far enough. Let me give you another
example: a motion on the Peter Mac Private hospital, an
absolutely atrocious decision in relation to the Premier
deciding to can private beds. Ten thousand patients per
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year are going to miss out on treatment at the Victorian
Comprehensive Cancer Centre. There was the motion
requesting documents and the second motion saying,
‘Come on, give us this information or there’ll be
consequences’; it was not until the motion to suspend
the Leader of the Government was actually on the
notice paper that this government then provided some
of those documents. So it is clear that consequences
being put in place is what actually drives action from
this government, and we have seen that again and
again.
What we have seen in so many cases is the claim of
executive privilege. That is where the issue is.
Regularly there is a claim of executive privilege in
relation to each of the documents. Let me give you an
example from the Peter Mac Private documents —
documents withheld on the basis of executive privilege.
There is a list. There are 12 documents: report,
executive privilege claimed; report, executive privilege
claimed; cabinet committee briefing; email and
attachment. Even at the first hurdle, the standing orders
are quite clear that there is a mechanism to deal with
claims of executive privilege in this house. Standing
order 11.03, under ‘Documents claiming executive
privilege’, says:
(1) Where a document is claimed to be covered by
executive privilege —
(a) a return is to be prepared showing the date of
creation of the document, a description of the
document, the author of the document and reasons
for the claim of executive privilege …

Even at the first hurdle, in very clear writing in our
standing orders, what we get is actually not the detailed
description of the document or the creation date of the
document or even the author of the document; we get
‘report’, we get ‘briefing’, we get ‘briefing note’, we
get ‘letter’ and then we get a claim of executive
privilege. So we are not even in the first instance being
able to assess the government’s claim of executive
privilege and if it is reasonable from the summary that
is provided.
The standing orders go on to say that there is the
capacity to appoint an independent legal arbiter to the
process — and that is laid out — who can assess these
documents. The government has consistently refused to
undertake the process that was unanimously agreed in
2014 by all parties and that actually sits printed here in
our standing orders. We have had just refusal from the
government from day one and a refusal to engage in the
process that is clearly laid out in our standing orders
and that can resolve this.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
2694

COUNCIL

What we have said is that we do not dispute that
executive privilege can be claimed on documents. It is
absolutely fair enough, and we uphold that, which
interestingly is different to what we are seeing
happening in the Legislative Assembly — but that is an
aside. The issue is that we do not trust and believe this
government when its members have claimed executive
privilege that it actually is executive privilege that is
fairly applied in these instances. That is why we need
the independent legal arbiter. That is exactly the reason
why the standing orders allow for a process to test the
claim of executive privilege.
I have to say that the government’s claim on the
Advanced Lignite Demonstration Program exactly goes
to this point. There was a claim of executive privilege;
under pressure the government then provided more
documents. What we clearly know is that members of
this government are prepared to change their
assessment in relation to executive privilege under
pressure. We think all the claims of executive privilege
should go — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
Minister Dalidakis!
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr Ondarchie — He should be booted for that.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
If only the Acting President had those powers.
Ms Wooldridge, to continue, and members will note
that Ms Wooldridge has the right to be heard in silence.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Thank you, Acting
President. Sometimes there is a very easy — —
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, Acting
President, the minister continues to flout your ruling,
speaks over the top of you while you are standing and
disrespects the Chair and the integrity of this place. My
proposal to you is that you call the President so that
appropriate action can be taken.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
I thank Mr Ondarchie. I will in fact allow the minister
to show the house that he can allow Ms Wooldridge to
make her contribution in the way she should be able to:
in silence. That does not discount that I may in fact call
the President in the future, but I have given the minister
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warning and I hope that he takes that with the
seriousness with which it was issued.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — I can understand why
those opposite are very upset at their own government’s
incapacity to follow the standing orders that they agreed
to unanimously in 2014 and that when those points are
highlighted they are frustrated in relation to the
non-performance of the government.
What we are very clearly saying is that we do support
claims of executive privilege but that we believe that
the independent arbiter process laid out in the standing
orders should enable that to happen in a way that the
whole house can have confidence in. This is a process
that is used effectively in New South Wales and in
other parliaments, where there are ways to have these
issues resolved in a way that is very clear. In
subsequent correspondence between Mr Jennings and
me we very clearly said that we support cabinet in
confidence and executive privilege, that we support an
independent arbiter process, that we would support the
decisions that were made by an independent arbiter and
that, if those claims of executive privilege are found not
to be valid, those documents should be provided.
There is a very clear pathway for this issue to be
resolved and a very clear pathway for Minister Jennings
to return to this chamber. What we need from the
government, whose members have clearly outlined that
they have concerns with the process, is an articulation
of what process it would be satisfied with so that we
can consider that in relation to this. We do not have that
process, certainly not in relation to the independent
arbiter, laid out in any detail at all.
What we did was we came to 23 February, three and a
half months ago, when we laid out very clearly what the
motion was — that there was a need for those
documents to be provided and that the house had a right
to call for those documents. It has been debated at
length. Minister Dalidakis, who cannot resist
contributing today, had over 2 hours to contribute
exactly on this motion. I certainly hope that he will
contribute on this motion today in the same way that he
contributed on the motion some time away. We also
had Mr Mulino contribute much more
comprehensively, I have to say, for about the same
time, or a little bit longer — he had a few extra minutes
in relation to Mr Dalidakis. But overall we had about
12 hours of debate with about 15 speakers. We had a
huge amount of time.
We want the documents. We actually want the
documents or a fair process to assess the documents in
relation to the motion. So for three and a half months
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we laid out a process that was going to happen. Week
after week we debated it, and in the interests of being
able to potentially resolve it and get the documents, at
the point where we had clearly said a vote would be
taken, we were even prepared to take that off the table
and go another three weeks until that vote was taken.
We got no progress from the government in terms of
resolving this issue in a satisfactory measure.
The thing that was interesting was that at the final
hour — and it literally was the 11th hour — when the
vote was to be held at 11.45, something we had clearly
told everyone and clearly telegraphed through a motion
in this house, we got a bit of paper. It had no letterhead,
no signature and no date. It was a bunch of bullet
points. Apparently this constitutes a commitment from
the government in terms of the way forward. Actually
what it is is a commitment to have a meeting to talk
further about it so we can try and resolve the situation.
After three months of debating this, of clearly laying
out our timetable and of being prepared to negotiate and
extend that timetable, getting this at 11 o’clock before
an 11.45 vote was just too little too late. So the vote
was taken. This chamber took the vote, and a decision
was made in relation to the motion.
There has been correspondence since. What we do want
is to make progress because all along what we have
said is that this is about openness and transparency. We
heard from Labor — before it was the government —
about openness and transparency. Martin Pakula, now
the Attorney-General, made some strong statements:
Under Labor, ministers will no longer be able to hide under
stuffy rules, waste time grandstanding …

I do not know what the 12 hours debating this motion
was if it was not grandstanding. He also said that:
Labor will end this secret state and open our doors to the
public, because we … deserve to know the details that affect
our lives.

All we are seeking to do is hold the government to
account on the commitments its members made in
opposition but have failed to do in government. It is
very clear that there is a pathway forward. There is a
way to resolve this if the government chooses to
engage, and we are very keen to engage in that
correspondence. As I have said, we want the
government to do what it is meant to do and, if it does
not want to provide the documents, to use the
independent process and then release the documents
based on the assessment in that independent process or
not, whichever the case may be.
The fact is that the government has had plenty of time.
Between Wednesday of the last sitting week and today
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nothing has changed. There has been some
correspondence which seeks to progress this issue, with
the offer that further discussions will be had, but
nothing has changed. That is the fundamental point. For
some reason the government seeks to pass a motion that
the only person who can take a bill through the house is
Minister Jennings. That is absolutely laughable because
what it says is that the government has no confidence in
the capacity of any of its other ministers to be able to
take a reasonably straightforward bill through this
house. We see that this week any bill that had
Minister Jennings involved in relation to it is not up for
debate, but next week it will need to be because the
appropriation bill will need to come through, and I
assume the government will want to pass that before the
end of the financial year.
So the coalition will not be supporting this motion
because, firstly, nothing has changed since we voted in
favour of the motion to suspend the Leader of the
Government just a sitting day ago and, secondly, we
think that there are people who can quite comfortably
handle this bill. In fact Ms Pulford, the Deputy Leader
of the Government, in speaking earlier about what was
going to happen with the acting arrangements, said that
a number of ministers in the house are available and
will be on duty in relation to bills. The same could
happen in relation to the Transparency in Government
Bill.
The fact is that government members want to use this
as a political tool to attempt to make a point, which in
fact only highlights that they do not believe that there is
the competence to be able to manage the government
once Mr Jennings is removed from this chamber. The
coalition will not be supporting this motion, and I
encourage the house to not support the motion and to
make sure that we can have the openness and
transparency that the government promised but has not
yet delivered and that we utilise processes that are laid
out to make sure that documents are regularly provided
by this house into the future.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I will just
address a few of the points that Ms Pulford made in
arguing for her motion. Ms Pulford suggested that the
length of suspension of six months is outrageous and
unprecedented, but the length of the suspension is in the
hands of the government. It needs to provide the
documents that the house has requested.
She also suggested that the voters of the South Eastern
Metropolitan Region would be disenfranchised as a
result of not having Mr Jennings in this chamber. South
Eastern Metropolitan Region voters, or at least the ones
who have been writing to me lately, are quite keen to
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find out how it is that a previous proposal to put the
Dandenong–Cranbourne line underground was canned
when this government came in and replaced it with a
proposal, sometimes called sky rail, where it is to be
constructed above ground. However, I would have to
say that the piece of information I am most interested in
in relation to that is how it is that Metro got to pitch for
the original job and, when it was rejected, still managed
to get a great chunk of the new job anyway. That is the
exact reason why we have requested this particular set
of documents be tabled. The Labor Party rejected an
unsolicited proposal from Metro to rebuild that line and
replaced it with its own new proposal, and we know
very little about the business case or indeed the
environmental effects of either.
And so it goes on as we go down through the line. The
government has told us that the grants to try to find new
uses for brown coal in the Latrobe Valley — very
polluting uses are proposed — are some sort of big
secret. The government calls it commercial in
confidence. This is apparently a principle. One of the
constructs of executive privilege is commercial in
confidence. I do not know where this arose from and I
do not know what the source of this stream of power is,
but suffice to say it means little more than the fact that
the government and the company may have put their
heads together and said, ‘This is all a bit awkward. We
don’t really want to talk about this, so we’re not going
to give them the documents’.
They gave us some of the documents. They gave us a
boilerplate contract. Then in a bit of a drip-feed as we
got closer to this day they gave us a bit about the
milestones that the company has to achieve in order to
get these grants. Then we in fact find out — and it has
been 12 months since we first asked for the
documents — that the company is about to fail its
milestones and therefore the money should be
withdrawn, but the one bit that the government will not
give us contains the conditions in the contract under
which the government could break the contract.
Government members have been saying since they
arrived, ‘We can’t break these contracts. These grants
for new uses for brown coal were signed by the
previous government, and we can’t break them’. But
conveniently they cannot show us — much as they
would like to — the bit of the contracts that says when
they can or cannot break them. You would have to be a
childlike innocent to believe that explanation from the
government in relation to that particular document.
In relation to the grand prix contract, this is where they
come back to their concept of statutory secrecy — that
when Parliament passed a law requiring someone else
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to keep something secret, that meant the Parliament was
passing a law on itself to say it can never see the
information. That is a pretty interesting concept when
you realise that the Auditor-General in fact has got the
power to look at any document he wants, including
cabinet documents, but apparently Parliament does not
have that power. The stream can rise above that source.
The Auditor-General, who got his power from
Parliament, has actually got more power than
Parliament now, we are told.
In regard to the deliberations of cabinet, some of the
deliberations of cabinet probably would attract an
R rating if we were to have those exposed in the
chamber, but in any case the government has never
proven that these documents expose the deliberations of
cabinet. In fact it has not told us anything about these
documents at all really except we cannot have them.
We have not received from the government a detailed
description of each document and what claim it is
making in relation to that document. We just simply get
a letter from the Attorney-General that says, ‘It’s
commercial in confidence, all the stuff you asked for.
We’re not going to tell you what we’ve got, but we are
going to tell you you can’t have it’. Sometimes we get
one with the lot. It is commercial in confidence, it is
cabinet in confidence, it is statutory secrecy — it is the
whole lot. It is pretty hard to respond to such an
open-ended claim, if a response is what the government
wants.
The government said there has been no constructive
dialogue; in fact there has. I took the initiative to talk to
the Attorney-General, who is the guy signing these
letters to the Parliament, and I said, ‘There’s got to be
some discussion here that we can have’. But in fact
there has been no movement because those opposite
want to demonstrate to us that taking this measure of
suspending the responsible member in this chamber is
not going to get us what we want. They have backed
themselves into a corner. But I am willing at any time
to sit down with the Attorney-General and talk about
the contents of particular documents.
In relation to the coal documents, he was able to
provide a bit more information to the house, without
prejudice to his original argument, that says he does not
have to give it to us, but he said he will give it to us, but
he does not have to, but he will. In that vein he should
continue, I think. We have had nothing on the
multibillion-dollar Cranbourne-Pakenham rail major
project, except for a few documents that were passed
around during public consultation — the flyer that went
around the neighbourhood and the rest of it — but
nothing in terms of the unsolicited proposal and why it
was rejected.
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We have not seen the key most important part of the
coal documents, which is the conditions under which
the government could withdraw that grant. I certainly
urge that the government should withdraw that grant.

balancing of that public interest versus the broader
public interest — the public’s need to know about these
multibillion-dollar projects that are still very much live
controversies in Victoria.

We have seen nothing on the West Gate distributor,
despite the fact that the government just intends to sort
of roll through on that one. It is all very convenient for
government members to argue about this while they get
on with approving, funding and constructing these
projects, but these are still current matters that
members — right from inner city Melbourne out
through the western suburbs — want to know more
about.

If the member wanted to look further than New South
Wales, he could look at the Parliament of Canada,
where in a controversy over some documents that
related to the conduct of the Canadian military forces in
Afghanistan and whether in fact they had handed over
prisoners to other agents who then subjected them to
torture, it was simply a matter that the Speaker of the
house stood up and made a ruling that the house had the
power to request those documents. That is the
mechanism by which they resolved the controversy.

Just today we got a letter from the Attorney-General in
relation to another request for a document — a report
that the gambling regulator requested from Crown
Casino in relation to the situation of problem gamblers
at Crown Casino. All we got from the Attorney-General
today was that he had not had time yet to consider our
request, although this is not an expansive request. We
have not asked for thousands of documents; we have
asked for a specific document. The existence of that
document is known, and yet again government
members are playing the delaying game.
In relation to this matter earlier today I noticed one of
the government’s other speakers say that nothing like
this suspension had ever happened in the history of
Westminster and that he had looked. I have done a little
bit of research of my own, because in fact I took the last
government to the Supreme Court over its failure to
provide a document to this house. In the process we
certainly looked at other Westminster parliaments
across the whole commonwealth universe. The member
who made that statement is simply being deliberately
obtuse. He should know exactly what happened in New
South Wales. It was that the suspension of the Leader
of the House precipitated in that case a court case that
resolved the issue of the powers of the Legislative
Council. The courts are only going to ever determine
that a power exists, not the occasion or manner of its
exercise, so it will always be the case that it is up to the
wisdom of the members of the Legislative Council to
decide what documents are required.
These public interest considerations that government
members throw around are not for them to determine;
they are for the house to determine. It is open to the
government, as the previous government did, to write to
this house saying, ‘Yes, you do have the power to
request this document, but we expect that you do not
press your claim because the information that is
contained in it is for some reason of potential risk to the
public interest’, and then the house itself will judge the

Going back to the beginning of what Ms Pulford said,
this house’s powers, privileges and immunities arise out
of those of the House of Commons in 1855. I do not
know if she has gone back and read some of the debates
of the House of Commons in 1855 in making her claim
that the house routinely simply rolled over when the
Crown said no — she is mistaken about that — but
there are mechanisms by which we can resolve that if
we want.
Alternatively I would ask all members who have not
read it to simply read the legal advice that was obtained
by the house back in 2007 by Bret Walker, SC. His
advice was quite definitive. He ought to know; he is the
guy who ran the successful case on behalf of the New
South Wales Parliament when it was challenged by the
New South Wales government in that state’s Supreme
Court and eventually in the High Court. The
constitutional principles are not particularly complex to
understand. The mechanism for resolving them I think
is the current one — the house has determined to
suspend the leader until such time as he hands over the
documents — but if the government would like to talk
to us about how we could get some permanent ongoing
legal clarity about that, I am sure we could have a talk
about that too.
That is a rather short version of speeches I have given
many, many times in this chamber over the last
10 years. This question has gone back and forth for
many a year. I hope that we get a resolution of this issue
this time, but the attitude from the government is almost
one of denial. In fact what we have learnt so far this
afternoon is that basically government members have
gone on strike in relation to their own legislative
agenda. The last thing we did in Parliament in the last
sitting week was have the Leader of the Government
stand up and pass a motion saying that the house at its
rising would return at 2 o’clock today, so that is what
we did. We all turned up here today because the
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government wanted us to be here. When we got here
government members said, ‘Stuff you. We’re on strike.
We’re not going to debate our legislation’ — so okay, it
is their legislation — ‘and just to really show you we’re
angry, we’re going to send you home early as well’.
We are not exactly quaking in our boots over here. This
government needs to get on with the business of
governing. That is why its members were elected — if
they want Parliament to sit, it is because they have a
legislative agenda that they want to move forward —
and the whole spectacle is a bit embarrassing for them,
I would have thought. It has been embarrassing for a
long time, because they have already been on strike in
relation to providing meaningful information through
this documents process. Then last week they went on
strike in terms of answering questions at question time.
Well, they just take them on notice now, which is a lot
more efficient actually, because with the exception of
Mr Herbert most ministers just stand up and read from
a likely looking section from their briefing folder while
they run down the clock, so we do not get any answers
that way, but if ministers want to stand up and say, ‘I’ll
take it on notice’, all the better to move the process
along even faster.
And who knows what other plans they have while they
are here to basically down tools and say, ‘Well, if you
chuck out the Leader of the Government, we will just
stop governing, and somehow that’s going to show us
all up’. Well, they are already struggling on the
questions of transparency.
The issues relating to this set of documents — the ones
that led to the suspension of Mr Jennings — are very
serious issues. They are multibillion-dollar projects, and
some of them relate to incredibly polluting coal projects
or they go to the integrity of major events and what we
are paying for those.
As I mentioned, we have now got a Crown Casino
document in relation to problem gambling at Crown
Casino that government members have failed to
provide within the time requested — without, I think,
reasonable excuse. They just seem to suggest they are
too busy or whatever. The house is now going to have
to determine what it does about that particular
document. It was the Greens who first requested that
document, and I think that is an important document
that the house ought to consider before we find
ourselves dealing with more legislation in this place
about problem gambling or Crown Casino. We ought to
understand exactly what the situation is down there in
relation to gambling-related harm.
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Perhaps the government will just settle down, return to
some sort of normality and get on with the business that
the people elected it to do, but nevertheless,
transparency is going to become an ongoing thorn in its
side if it cannot reach a compromise in relation to the
class or content of these documents. As far as the rest of
the commentary goes, the speech I just gave is the same
speech that the Greens members have given in relation
to all documents under the governments of Mr Bracks,
Mr Brumby, Mr Baillieu, Dr Napthine and now
Mr Andrews. We believe we have got a strong backing
from the procedures of other Westminster parliaments
around the world, and no-one would particularly expect
us to change that view.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I wish to speak very briefly to
Ms Pulford’s motion this afternoon, and I wish to speak
in support of the motion. The dispute regarding
documents which began this course of action certainly
needs to be adjudicated, but I believe the suspension of
the Leader of the Government has gone a step too far.
Ms Pulford’s suggestions during her contribution about
engaging an independent arbitrator or taking this matter
to the Procedure Committee are welcome suggestions,
in my opinion. What is not so welcome is the deliberate
taking on notice of all questions. This is an example of
the step too far. I am sure that the public would not find
this a productive use of our time. The DLP certainly
does not find it a productive use of our time, so I am
voting for the political game playing to stop and to
bring the Leader of the Government back to address the
legislative agenda before the house.
We are a house of review, and I am concerned that if
Minister Jennings’s suspension continues, this house
will find it increasingly difficult to do its job. I am not
interested in the tit for tat, as Ms Wooldridge aptly
describes the chamber procedures becoming. As I said,
this is a very brief contribution. I just wanted to state for
the record why I will be voting the way I will be voting.
As a conservative crossbencher, I am determined to do
the job that I was elected to do, and therefore I will be
voting in support of this motion.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise to speak Ms Pulford’s motion:
That the resolution of the Council of 25 May 2016,
‘Production of Documents — Suspension of the Leader of the
Government’, be read and rescinded pursuant to standing
order 7.07 to allow debate on the Transparency in
Government Bill 2015.

Something has become fairly evident in here today.
There has been no new evidence, there has been no
additional argument and there has been no complaint
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about the duration, despite Mr Melhem’s contribution
during the debate about challenging how long
Mr Jennings should be out for, but what has become
evident in this place today, with Mr Jennings not at the
table and not here for question time, is: no Gavin, no
skill.
It has become very obvious today there is no leadership
capability on the other side, which I find quite insulting
to some of my parliamentary colleagues across the
other side. Today in question time, consistent with the
stamping of their feet and the dummy spit on the last
day of the last sitting week, there will be no answers
provided immediately. They will take it on notice. This
is a strike. This is industrial action at its finest by the
Australian Labor Party in the Parliament of Victoria,
and that is what they have brought it down to.
The key to this motion is this: ‘We need Mr Jennings
back’, says the government, ‘so we can debate the
Transparency in Government Bill 2015’ — a bill of
2015, when we are now midway through 2016. Is the
government so far behind in its legislative program that
we are still dealing with a bill from 2015? And the
answer is, according to this motion, ‘We can’t do it
unless Mr Jennings is in the chamber’. Maybe it is
Mr Jennings who has determined that they cannot do
this bill in the chamber without him here. Maybe he
lacks complete confidence in his colleagues on the
government side of the chamber and says, ‘You guys
can’t do this without me’ — and what an interesting
statement that is. What he is saying, when we look
across the government benches, is that there is nobody
who can do this, bar him.
Mr Leane has got great experience in this place and in
my view is absolutely capable of high office, but
Mr Jennings is saying Mr Leane is not capable of doing
this. Ms Shing is a lawyer who second chaired a
committee stage with Mr Herbert last week and, as I am
sure Mr Herbert would agree, did a marvellous job in
second chairing with him, but Mr Jennings is saying
Ms Shing is not capable of prosecuting this bill.
Mr Mulino, from Eastern Victoria Region, is quite an
articulate man who I had the pleasure of joining on the
port of Melbourne inquiry — we spent many hours
together, and I have a high respect for his intellect and
capability — but Mr Jennings is saying Mr Mulino is
not capable of prosecuting the Transparency in
Government Bill. He is saying Ms Mikakos is a
minister in her own right and a member for my own
electorate of Northern Metropolitan Region, but
Mr Jennings has so little faith in this minister that he is
saying she cannot prosecute that bill without him in the
house.

2699

Mr Elasmar, my friend who has been in this Parliament
for a great deal of time and, I have to say, is one of the
true gentlemen of the Parliament, is highly intelligent
with lots of experience in this place, but Mr Jennings is
saying Mr Elasmar cannot prosecute this bill. He has to
do it himself. Mr Herbert, late of the seat of Eltham in
the Assembly, which he abandoned to take a role in the
upper house, with some suspicion that he was going to
pull the pin shortly after that — that did not quite work
out — is now looking after higher skills and is a
minister in his own right here in the Parliament today,
but Mr Jennings is saying this minister does not have
the capacity to deal with the Transparency in
Government Bill. Ms Symes, the Government Whip, is
a lawyer in her own right and infinitely capable, but it is
being said by Mr Jennings and this motion that this
cannot be done by Ms Symes. It has to be done by
Mr Jennings.
When it comes to the other minister at the table, the boy
king himself — Mr Dalidakis, the self-proclaimed
expert in this chamber, who even in his first few weeks
here decided to guide the President on how rulings
should be made — he is not the acting leader in the
house and is not capable of dealing with the
Transparency in Government Bill, because the motion
says it has to be Mr Jennings. Mr Somyurek, a former
minister and a member for South Eastern Metropolitan
Region, who was knifed by his own people — I know
Mrs Peulich knows all about what happened out
there — has had ministerial experience in the chamber
and been here for some time, but he cannot run this
Transparency in Government Bill, because this motion
says it can only be done by Mr Jennings.
Mr Melhem, from Western Metropolitan Region, the
numbers man of the ALP, tells us in the Parliament that
he was the leader in his own right with the Australian
Manufacturing Workers Union, but the clear message
from this motion is that he does not have the capacity to
deal with this bill. Respected businessman Mr Eideh,
from Western Metropolitan Region, is a nice man who
has lots of business experience and has been in this
Parliament for some time, but this motion says he
cannot deal with the Transparency in Government Bill,
because it has to be done only by Mr Jennings. The
Deputy President, Ms Tierney, from Western Victoria
Region, also has been in this Parliament for some time,
but the message from the government, through
Mr Jennings, is, ‘We suspect that she doesn’t have the
capacity to deal with this bill’.
Perhaps the most insulting part of this whole thing is
that regarding the Deputy Leader of the Government in
this place, Ms Pulford, who came to the Parliament in
2006 and who has significant regional experience and
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now is a minister — the deputy leader herself — this
motion says she cannot deal with this, because
Mr Jennings has decided that only he can deal with the
Transparency in Government Bill.
What an insult to his own members on that side of the
house — members who have a range of intellects and a
range of experiences, including a range of ministerial
experiences. This motion says, ‘Nothing can be done,
unless it’s done by Gavin’. Well, one of two things is
possible here: either Mr Jennings has an over-inflated
view of his own capacity, or he is blocking the capacity
and capability of ministers and members on the other
side to deal with these things in his absence. There is a
complete lack of confidence in his own team, so one
could be excused, if you are standing on this side of the
chamber, for saying, ‘Well, if Mr Jennings isn’t here,
they fall away pretty quickly’. This motion itself says
no-one can do it but Mr Jennings.
The President said during question time today that there
should be other ministers in this house who can cover
for Mr Jennings’s absence. Well, this motion says,
‘Sorry, President, you’re wrong; no, they can’t’,
because it says, based on the previous motion about
production of documents, that there is no new
information coming from the government, there is no
new evidence and there is no new production of
documents. The key reason for this motion is this: ‘We
need to deal with the Transparency in Government Bill
2015, and only Mr Jennings can do it’.
I would say that despite the expertise in this room —
and I use the example of Ms Shing second chairing a
committee stage the other day — the message is that
apart from Mr Jennings, no-one else is capable. Well,
what an insult. For a government that professes equality
and professes that everybody is at the same level to say
to this chamber, to say to Mr Jennings’s own members
of Parliament, ‘You don’t have the capability to deal
with this’, is quite an insult.
There are a number of bills on the notice paper today
that have Mr Jennings’s name against them. There is
the Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill 2016, the
Appropriation (Parliament 2016–2017) Bill 2016, the
Parliamentary Budget Officer Bill 2016, the State
Taxation and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2016, the
Statute Law Repeals Bill 2014, which still sits on the
notice paper, and this one — the Transparency in
Government Bill 2015. I and the opposition will oppose
this motion for two reasons and for two reasons only:
one, there has been no new evidence; and two, what an
insult! What an insult it is to Mr Jennings’s side of the
house that there is no-one capable of doing this but him.
We will oppose this motion.
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Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I will
be brief in reply. These matters are all too well known
and understood by all members in this place. I thank
those who have contributed to this debate. Needless to
say I am disappointed that having provided an
opportunity for the Liberals or the Greens to further
outline in any way what they mean by ‘to the
satisfaction of the house’, not one argument — not one
shred of detail — has been forthcoming.
I thank Dr Carling-Jenkins for her indicated support for
this motion and Mr Ondarchie for his character
assessment. I think the highlight of that contribution
was when he described Mr Elasmar as a true gentleman
of this place; I am not sure it added a great deal to the
debate. I note Mr Barber asked the government to
outline the public interest grounds. I just respond by
saying that is precisely what we did in the letter from
the Attorney-General to the house in April that I
outlined in my initial contribution.
Also, again just briefly responding to Ms Wooldridge, I
note that Ms Wooldridge did acknowledge the need for
and validity of cabinet-in-confidence protection of
some classes of documents, and that is of course a
welcome admission. Ms Wooldridge, however, did also
say on the other hand that she would prefer the arbiter
model. Obviously there are some inherent
contradictions here, and having a pure application of
both at the same time is impractical, to say the least, if
not impossible.
I do invite the members of the Liberal Party and the
members of the Greens, as we have done before, to
articulate exactly what they mean when they say ‘to the
satisfaction of the house’. We have provided them with
ample opportunity to do so during this debate today.
We stand willing to engage in constructive dialogue on
this matter, but to date neither the coalition nor the
Greens have provided feedback. We have had a great
opportunity for this to be expressed in some detail by
either Ms Wooldridge or Mr Barber during the course
of today’s debate. Of course it is a matter of some
regret that they have declined to take up that invitation.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 18
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Dalidakis, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Mulino, Mr
Patten, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr (Teller)
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Young, Mr (Teller)
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Noes, 20
Atkinson, Mr
Barber, Mr
Bath, Ms
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Hartland, Ms

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

Motion negatived.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Before I ask members
to resume their places I wish to make a very short
statement on this matter. Obviously the debate has
concluded, but it is a matter of considerable importance.
As members will know, last time we had a vote on this
I indicated that the Chair was in an invidious position in
this entire matter. I just want to clarify to the house the
position of my vote, because it is significant,
particularly in the context of today’s vote. My position
is that I need to uphold the motions or the directions of
the house and I also need to be guided by the standing
orders in terms of the approach that I take as the Chair
of proceedings. In this matter the house made a request,
and the house debated the issue of a penalty, if you like,
in respect of the failure, as perceived by a majority of
members, that the government has not sufficiently
disclosed or met its obligations under a motion posed
by this house.
I am not making a judgement on that per se, but I
simply say that that was the house’s majority position
and given that the information has not been provided
and, more importantly, given that the government has
not used provisions that are in our standing orders for
an arbiter, I feel that I need to stick with the suspension
motion at this time as Chair. I did not vote with the
opposition and I did not vote with the Greens party; I
voted in the context of the Chair upholding the position
of those standing orders.
I am happy to report to the house that the Leader of the
Government has provided me with a copy of a letter
that has also been provided to other members which I
think provides some very constructive proposals in
terms of defining this issue further, not just to resolve
this matter but indeed to provide a context going
forward and an opportunity for us to perhaps address
through those standing orders some modifications and
some changes that might well be agreeable to all
members of the house. There is clearly quite a bit of
discussion that will need to occur with that. I will not be
specifically part of that discussion as the Chair. It will
need to be between the respective parties. But I do
acknowledge and welcome this very constructive step
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that has been taken that I hope will resolve this matter
fairly soon. I thank members for their patience in this
matter.

APPROPRIATION (2016–2017) BILL 2016
and BUDGET PAPERS 2016–17
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 May; motion of
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) and
motion of Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan):
That the Council take note of the budget papers 2016–17.

Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) — In
making my contribution to the debate today around the
appropriation bill I will limit my speech largely to the
areas of family violence prevention and children and
families. Of course the Greens welcome the emphasis
on family violence in this budget: 119 of the
recommendations of the Royal Commission into
Family Violence are to be implemented within
12 months of the report’s publication, according to time
lines the commission itself set. So we can expect that
the government has budgeted for at least those
119 recommendations that are to be implemented
within the first 12 months.
Not all of the recommendations have obvious and direct
budgetary implications, of course. The Greens welcome
the government’s intention to implement all 227 of the
commission’s recommendations, and the Greens will
support the government’s implementation efforts, but
we also take very seriously the task of holding the
government to account. I am sure the government
would expect nothing less in our democratic
Westminster system. We in the Greens are dedicated to
ensuring that each and every one of those
227 recommendations is implemented in full and in the
spirit of the commission’s intentions.
That was the government’s promise.
The devil is generally, as they say, in the detail, and
there are a few devils in the budget papers this year.
The budget papers allocate an amount of $4.6 million
for family violence legal assistance. The budget papers
make it very clear that this money is for both Victoria
Legal Aid (VLA) and community legal centres (CLCs).
The way that things work most often in practice, as I
understand it, is that VLA represents perpetrators of
family violence while CLCs represent victims and
survivors. I understand that in the past decade the
number of family violence cases where CLCs have
provided assistance has increased nearly fivefold, but
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the vast majority of victims and survivors who seek
intervention orders never receive any independent legal
advice.
It is vital that victims of family violence get legal
assistance. It improves their understanding of the
system, it improves their agency by clarifying their
options and it actually makes people safer by reducing
the likelihood of intervention order breaches. It is very
clear that existing duty lawyer needs on behalf of
family violence victims and survivors cannot be met
with present funding, let alone the ongoing casework
that CLCs do.
The commonwealth government is due to make a
30 per cent cut to the amount of funds for CLCs across
Australia. So come the middle of next year CLCs in
Victoria can expect even less funding while their case
loads continue to grow, especially in the area of family
violence support. When the $4.6 million in the budget
papers is broken down, as it was by the
Attorney-General in estimates, we learned that
$2.1 million will go to VLA and only $1.2 million will
go to the CLCs for duty lawyers. There will also be an
additional $1.3 million for family violence-related
grants.
The Federation of Community Legal Centres says that
it needs $4 million just to keep up with its current
family violence case load, and that is not even taking
into account duty lawyer work. I accept what the
Attorney-General said in the inquiry into budget
estimates 2016–17 — that there is still $1 million from
last year’s CLC fund that has not been spent — but that
fund was not specifically for family violence and the
growth in demand for family violence-related services
is huge.
So to put all this together, what we know is that the
Victorian government has allocated $572 million
towards the prevention of family violence — which, as
an aside, is almost as much as it spent on myki last
year — and out of that $572 million, $2.5 million is
going to go to community legal centres to help them to
help victims and survivors of family violence. This
could have been doubled to allow CLCs to keep doing
the work they are doing, but an additional $2.5 million
apparently could not be found in the budget, even
though the anticipated surplus is 1000 times that figure.
I have got to say, I do not really understand that.
I know there are all sorts of interest groups out there
vying for bigger slices of the budget pie. We know that
the government cannot placate every demand for
funding. But in the year in which we are supposed to be
getting serious about the prevention of family violence
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the Andrews government could not cut its surplus by
one one-thousandth to tide the CLC sector over so that
victims and survivors of family violence could be
assured of getting specialised, independent advice about
their legal options.
There are also some small but concerning gaps between
some of the royal commission’s recommendations and
their implementation by the government.
Recommendation 104, for instance, calls on the
government to:
… increase investment in programs to ensure that people who
have been affected by family violence have timely access to
group-based or individual counselling for as long as they
need.

Then we find in the budget papers that there is
$25.4 million over two years for therapeutic support
that ‘will provide up to 40 weeks of intensive support
through counsellors to support victim recovery’. Now
that is fantastic that counselling services get that money
and it is fantastic that people will be funded for up to
40 weeks — there is no doubt about that — but
40 weeks is not quite the same as ‘for as long as they
need’. It may be, and let us hope that does not apply to
very many people, but it is almost certain to apply to
some people due to the fact that some survivors need
more than 40 weeks of intensive support through
individual or group counselling. The royal commission
would not have added the words ‘for as long as they
need’ if it did not intend its recommendation to carry
that implication, so it is hard to understand why the
government is limiting its funding of therapeutic
counselling services for victims of family violence to
40 weeks when it gave a rock-solid promise that it
would implement the royal commission’s
recommendations in full.
There are also some other recommendations of the
royal commission which are due to be implemented in
the first 12 months and about which the budget papers
are silent. I am talking about, in particular,
recommendations 98, 146 and 184. I look forward to
learning more about how the government will
implement these recommendations and all the others.
There is of course a significant crossover between the
family violence prevention portfolio and the children
and families portfolio. Where there is violence in a
household with children, there are obviously protective
concerns which can trigger the involvement of child
protection. It is pleasing to see that the 2016–17 budget
contains a package specifically for vulnerable children.
The Greens are pleased to see that there is $5.7 million
for integrated family services as part of this package.
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As a proportion of the total spending on family violence
that is a small amount. Indeed the vast bulk of the
spending on vulnerable children is directed at
out-of-home care — in other words, after a child has
already been removed.
But integrated family services is one of the areas where
true preventive intervention is a possibility. Family
services are offered by organisations like Berry Street,
Mackillop, Launch Housing, Hope Street, Good
Shepherd and a range of other organisations as a way of
working with families with children to address potential
protective concerns before child protection possibly
becomes involved more formally. When a family
service organisation becomes involved with a family
there is a remarkable opportunity for early intervention.
A trained social worker, financial counsellor or family
counsellor forms a relationship with the family and
often comes into the family’s home. There is also an
opportunity to observe telltale signs of family violence
if that is occurring, signs which are often hidden from
public view, and to work constructively with families to
address problematic patterns of behaviour.
We know that family violence manifests itself in a
whole range of different ways and that there are varying
degrees of violence. Victims and survivors often need
varying degrees of help in protecting themselves and
their children from different forms of violence, and the
integrated family services approach provides
opportunities to meet families where they are at. In the
most extreme cases family services workers may need
to get the police involved. In other cases, perhaps where
the violence is not physical or where the victim does
not want to leave, family services workers may be able
to work with the family unit in a way that reduces the
risk of violence. So it is very pleasing that integrated
family services get some additional funding in this
budget.
But there are some other gaps in the budgeted outputs
for the Department of Health and Human Services. The
current year’s budgeted target for the daily average
number of children in out-of-home care, for instance, is
500 fewer than the actual result for last year. This
year’s target makes little sense, and we cannot see that
the budget papers take into account either population
growth or the so-called permanency reforms to the
child protection system that came into effect in March,
the effects of which are still unknown but seem likely to
increase demand in the system. For instance, even
though the expected result in terms of the daily average
number of children in out-of-home care for this year is
nearly 1000 more than the target, the number next year
is actually predicted to decrease again.
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It is a similar story when we look at the targets for
Child FIRST assessments. Bizarrely, this year’s target
for the number of Child FIRST assessments was nearly
2000 fewer than last year’s actual result. Predictably,
the expected result this year is nearly 3000 more than
the target, which really should not be any surprise.
Even more bizarrely, the target for next year has been
revised down yet again. All this means is that the child
protection system — from Child FIRST intake and
assessment workers to integrated family services and
through to the actual child protection workers on the
ground — will again be underfunded when compared
to the actual level of demand.
As it is, Child FIRST intake and assessment workers
are working around the clock to respond to a spike in
demand that they are just not funded to cope with. We
know that workers are incredibly stressed across the
entire spectrum of the child protection system because
they are just not funded to cope with the sheer number
of cases they need to deal with, and it seems the
minister is basically asking them to do it all over again
next year.
There is a similar story in the figures for the number of
family services provided to Aboriginal families. Next
year’s budget expects the same number of cases as this
year. That does not take into account population
growth, let alone any of the other factors.
I can keep going. The number of children receiving an
intensive support service is expected to stay the same as
it was this year. Population growth alone would surely
suggest that this number should increase. There will
actually be fewer children as a proportion of the total
number of children in out-of-home care who will
receive intensive support services next year.
In conclusion, the Greens have questions about this
budget in the areas of child protection and family
violence prevention. Although there are some
significant positives, we will be looking to the
government to provide answers and responses to those
gaps that we see in the current budget papers.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am very
pleased to be able to speak on the appropriation bill. In
starting I take the opportunity to congratulate the
Treasurer, Tim Pallas, for the work he has done in
delivering this budget. It is a budget that I think will be
very beneficial to all Victorians, whether they are in
metropolitan or regional areas. I think there is a lot of
good news in this budget.
These debates go from side to side. One side of the
chamber says it is a fantastic budget and the other side,

APPROPRIATION (2016–2017) BILL 2016 and BUDGET PAPERS 2016–17
2704

COUNCIL

when it is their turn, says that it is not a fantastic budget
at all. But in our last term in opposition I disciplined
myself to make sure I made good comments about
certain parts of the budget, particularly parts of the
budget that the previous government had delivered that
were beneficial to the Eastern Metropolitan Region, the
region I represent. You cannot have a budget of the
magnitude of this budget in dollar terms and say that
you see nothing beneficial to the people you represent. I
said that in the last term in opposition on the four
occasions when I spoke on the budget bills, and I
challenge members on the other side to have a go at that
and see how they go.
Obviously there are important financial aspects to the
budget. This budget delivers a surplus of $2.9 billion. It
is a surplus that of course makes sure that the state
keeps its AAA rating from Moody’s and
Standard & Poor’s. It also ensures average revenue
growth of 3.4 per cent, greater than the average
expenditure growth of 3.3 per cent. It makes a huge
investment in infrastructure of $7.4 billion, and to me
that means jobs. Infrastructure and capital works
provide very important projects for the state in
generating employment and also stimulating the
economy, and this budget will definitely do that.
Some local projects for the Eastern Metropolitan
Region that I am very pleased about include funding
towards a Maroondah breast cancer centre. This is a
$10 million injection into a project which is very
important to all of the east of Melbourne, not just the
Eastern Metropolitan Region. BreastScreen Victoria is
currently working across the road from the main
Maroondah Hospital in two or three premises that used
to be houses, which have been fitted out to
accommodate breast screening and other breast
services, but it is just not appropriate for them to be
there. This is something that BreastScreen Victoria and
Maroondah Hospital have been pushing for for years —
purpose-built state-of-the-art premises for these
services. From my discussions with them recently I
know they are very pleased that construction on a new
centre will start soon due to the $10 million injection
into this new facility.
As far as education goes, there is record investment into
funding education capital works in this particular
budget. I know Melba College has been lobbying for a
long time to consolidate its two campuses into one
campus and to pretty much build a new school to be
able to accommodate that. I was down at the college
recently to discuss with some students, teachers, the
principal and also the parents association the
$17 million-plus injection of funding which was
announced in this budget. That will fund the new
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school for Melba College. It is a college with growing
enrolments. It is a great college, and everyone down
there is very pleased with that injection of funds.
The announcement of over half a billion dollars of
funding towards family violence prevention is very
important. I recently spoke to a number of
non-government organisations and councils that work
together on family violence at a forum, I think about a
month ago. I was pretty privileged to be there to discuss
with them what this funding, and also the funding
ahead, will mean for implementing the
recommendations of the Royal Commission into
Family Violence. This is a tough area to work in, and it
is a challenging area to work in. I have nothing but
admiration and praise for people that have been dealing
with this issue for a number of years. They are very
pleased that the Andrews government has been
prepared to put its money where its mouth is in doing
its best to deal with this issue.
As the Premier said a couple of years ago when he was
in opposition and announcing the royal commission
commitment, this was an issue that got away from us.
We did not know all the answers, and the royal
commission has assisted us with that. As I said, it is
good to see the Andrews government putting its money
where its mouth is as far as the issue goes, and I look
forward to more announcements in the future about
funding all the recommendations of the royal
commission.
I am very pleased with the public transport
announcements. I am very, very pleased by the good
work of the Treasurer insofar as his budget has enabled
the Melbourne Metro tunnel to be funded in full by the
Andrews government. The Andrews government will
not have to wait around for any decisions by a federal
government as to whether it supports or does not
support this particular project. This funding
announcement in the budget means that the work can
start. The physical work of scratching the ground for
the Melbourne Metro has already started, with some
testing of ground quality and so forth, and towards the
end of the year there will be men and women in red
jackets and hard hats actually digging up the ground,
particularly at the Kensington end, and getting the
project started.
As I have said from the outset, the Melbourne Metro
project is about jobs as well. This 10-year project will
have thousands and thousands of men and women
working on it. The project contract will include a
prescribed 10 per cent of apprentices on the project.
There will be hundreds and hundreds of young men and
women with the opportunity to be trained on this
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project. If my maths are correct, over the 10-year period
there is the opportunity to train three or four sets of
tradespeople through that particular project, as well as
train up road workers in other skills that do not
necessarily prescribe an apprenticeship. The project
will give people the opportunity for a long-term career
in an area where we hope in this state there is always
going to be this type of work improving infrastructure
and our roads.
I would like to touch on the support to the emergency
services. I see that there is funding of $596 million,
including for more police officers and special
state-of-the-art equipment to upgrade police stations. I
think this is a very important area. As someone who is
related to a member of the police force, I think it is a
great thing that the police force gets extra support.
Many of us would have family members and friends
that work for Victoria Police. I do not think we would
want to use that relationship against each other at any
time, but I think we would enjoy having conversations
with them about what that funding means.
As far as emergency services goes, I am pleased that,
unlike the previous government, there is more support
for firefighting services. Unfortunately the previous
government cut some $41 million from the Country
Fire Authority (CFA) and cut, I think, 600-odd
positions from the CFA. As a group the coalition is
trying to portray that it is the champion of the CFA.
Well, it is just not true. I think the important thing in the
debate is that we all should acknowledge that we
support all firefighters in their endeavours, and we
support all — —
Mr Morris — That’s what you need to do.
Everyone knows we support them.
Mr LEANE — That is not true, Mr Morris, because
you think it is okay to attack firefighters, people who
put out house fires and save people’s lives, just because
they make a living out of it.
Mr Morris interjected.
Mr LEANE — No, you have been on the record for
the last few weeks, and your side of the chamber thinks
it is all right to attack people who put out fires and save
people’s lives, because they might have a union card in
their wallet or purse. You have actually shown that and
you have proved it to us in the last three weeks.
The only people who have been attacking firefighters in
this chamber are the Liberal and National party
members; they are the only people who have been
attacking them. Mr Morris could not find any statement
where any member of the government has been
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anything but supportive of any firefighter — whether
they be volunteers or whether they actually make a
living out of it.
It is a shame. I actually feel for this group of people. I
feel for them. I have not seen any group of workers be
attacked to this extent for asking for a pay rise before. I
have not seen a political campaign like this.
Mr Morris interjected.
Mr LEANE — It is appalling. You should be
ashamed of yourselves. You should be ashamed of
yourselves for attacking the 3000-plus firefighters in
this state just because they make a living out of it. It is a
disgrace; it is an absolute disgrace.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I ask Mr Leane to speak through the Chair.
Mr LEANE — It is a disgrace. They should be
ashamed of themselves. I have never seen a group of
workers, especially people who put out fires and save
lives, have a political attack on them to this degree. It is
a disgrace, and those opposite should be ashamed of
themselves. This is grubby, divisive politics that the
conservative parties do time and time again — the same
old politics of division, the same old politics of attack.
They attack people; why? Why is it okay?
Mr Morris interjected.
Mr LEANE — When you get to your contribution
you tell us: why is it okay for you to attack firefighters
just because they make a living out of it? We are at a
loss. We actually feel for the firefighters that those
opposite are besmirching and putting a slur on and
being divisive about. We are not going to buy into it. If
they want to carry on in that disgusting way, we will
leave that to them. This government supports all
firefighters — volunteers and paid firefighters. All
firefighters we support.
Debate interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I did want to acknowledge the federal member
for Mallee, Andrew Broad, who was in the gallery a
few minutes ago. He seems to have slipped out, but I
will put that on the record.
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APPROPRIATION (2016–2017) BILL 2016
and BUDGET PAPERS 2016–17
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — Today as I rise to
speak on the Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill 2016 I
note that members on the other side of the house just
commented that there is $2.9 billion in surplus. Now,
that is a tremendous amount of money, and there is a
good reason to spend it in my electorate.
My electorate covers 45 000 kilometres in area. From
an East Gippsland perspective, the budget is largely
disappointing. There were two highly anticipated
funding initiatives that are lacking in this budget. The
Stratford rail bridge over the Avon River has missed
out. Planning and costings for the bridge project were
completed two years ago by the Liberal-Nationals
government, and it was very disappointing that this
government has not put that into the budget. Eighteen
months later, into the second budget, it is very
disappointing that there is no mention of replacing this
bridge. As far as rail bridges go in Victoria, this would
have to be one of the most important to be upgraded.
In our term the Liberal-Nationals government improved
the public transport services from Bairnsdale to
Melbourne by increasing them to five services. There
are three direct rail services and two bus services from
Bairnsdale to Traralgon, which is where you catch the
Sprinter. The Andrews Labor government’s Connecting
Regional Victoria — Victoria’s Regional Network
Development Plan has spruiked a more reliable public
transport system and better facilities — a grand plan for
the next 20 years — including five rail services to
Melbourne from Bairnsdale per day. How can this
occur when the major lifeline at the Stratford rail bridge
is not even being looked at for the next financial year?
At present as they cross over the rail bridge there the
trains normally have to slow to between 20 to
40 kilometres an hour. There is also no indication in
this budget about a train duplicated line.
Hopefully some funding will come as a result of the
$700 million regional transport fund, which The
Nationals and the Liberals in this house argued for
10 per cent of the sale of the port of Melbourne lease to
go to. Under the original Labor proposition there was a
paltry $200 million on the table.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms BATH — Two hundred million dollars. The
Stratford rail bridge I hope is included in that. Another
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project in East Gippsland happens to be the Bairnsdale
Secondary College. Both Labor and the coalition
committed to building this school in the lead-up to the
2010 election. We offered the money and built half of
it, but the rest of the building and construction of the
Bairnsdale Secondary College is in the wings and it
needs to be finished. The rhetoric of the government
that we are the education state maybe does not extend
as far as Bairnsdale.
I am pleased to see that the $20 million for the MID,
the Macalister irrigation district, is in the budget, in
phase 2. However, it has been tied to the sale of the
port. During our term of government and towards the
end, when we were producing our forward planning,
we were not going to link that at all to any sale; it had
merit on its own. The MID project is going to both be a
saving for the environment and also enable farmers to
produce better quality and enhanced production in
terms of dairying and vegetable crops.
In terms of the Latrobe Valley, again there is some
disappointment there. There is a $2.9 billion surplus in
revenue. However, through taxation we are effectively
going to see a tripling of brown coal royalties for some
of Latrobe Valley’s largest employers. For the coal
community, the coal production companies, another
impact of that will be on the small to medium
enterprises that will be severely affected by this
increase in royalties. This will then potentially increase
the power prices within our valley and also push up the
cost of living for people and communities.
The $252 million tax on Gippsland power stations hurts
not only the Latrobe Valley but the surrounding areas
of Gippsland as well. The $252 million is a significant
amount of money, and where is it going to? I just fear
that the overall impact of this particular tax will be on
rural communities and those who cannot afford to have
this tax eat into their budget again and again. AGL Loy
Yang has said that the increase in royalties would add
$35 million in annual operating costs and that this type
of increase will have a flow-on to wholesale electricity
and ultimately to customers.
The government mentions also the Latrobe Valley
transition period, but without detail I can only hope that
it is prepared to address employment within the region
in the forthcoming time. Before the election Daniel
Andrews promised to create 100 000 full-time jobs in
two years. The Australian Bureau of Statistics’ recent
figures for the Latrobe Valley show that almost
12 000 full-time jobs have been lost in Gippsland
during Daniel Andrews’s term of office. Since March
2016, 2500 full-time jobs have been lost under the
Labor government. Labor has also cut a great initiative
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of the previous coalition government called the Latrobe
Valley Industry and Infrastructure Fund, which
leveraged close to $100 million worth of investment
within the community, made jobs and created
employment for people in that region. There is no
economic plan to grow regional Victoria. There are no
jobs planned.
Again, fat on rhetoric, the Connecting Regional
Victoria — Victoria’s Regional Network Development
Plan brochure is lean on funding in terms of
infrastructure. The Murray Basin rail project does not
count because funding was already there from the sale
of the Rural Finance Corporation. There has already
been for the last two years $220 million waiting for that
big infrastructure program to be undertaken. Thankfully
the Morwell Park Primary School did receive some
funding as part of the regeneration project, to which the
coalition government had also committed, along with
the amalgamation of three primary schools into one site
in Morwell. There was some bipartisan support.
Unfortunately the Morwell Park Primary School did not
receive any funding last year, but after a nervous wait it
thankfully has received some now.
What is disappointing is that there are some other
community organisations that desperately need funding
that have been left off the program: the Gippsland
Carers Association, supporting families who care for
disabled people; and Barrier Breakers, a mental health
advocacy group. I have contacted and talked to both of
those groups, and I understand that the coalition had
funded those two groups over four years. Sadly, they
were left off the program for this budget. Also missing
out is the Latrobe Special Development School, which
is in need of an upgrade, and again the Traralgon pool
was left off the mark, even for any future planning.
In terms of South Gippsland, other windfalls have
included $4 million to rebuild Yarram Primary School.
This shows that between the advocacy of Mr Danny
O’Brien in the Legislative Assembly and that of the
school community of Yarram, they can achieve for
their rural community.
In terms of the northern towns project, there is
$30 million for Korumburra, Loch, Nyora and
Poowong, a project that we in the coalition had pledged
money for. Also there is the Poowong, Loch and Nyora
sewerage system, which we funded and is going into
operation as we speak. This was a Liberal-Nationals
initiative, and it is great to see that the people of those
towns will have their health improved and good
environmental outcomes for their location.
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Despite this $2.9 billion surplus, Labor has neglected
key initiatives in the South Gippsland region. No
funding for stage 2 of the — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! If
Mr Ramsay has a comment, he can go back to his
place. I also ask Ms Shing to desist with her
interjections.
Ms BATH — Thank you, Deputy President. I
appreciate that. Despite the $2.9 billion budget surplus,
we have a number of worthwhile programs that are still
off this budget — no funding for stage 2 of Korumburra
Secondary College, no funding to complete the rebuild
of Leongatha Secondary College, no funding for new
fire stations at Mirboo North, Foster and Yarram, no
funding for the Black Spur realignment in South
Gippsland — —
Ms Shing — On it.
Ms BATH — ‘On it’ does not count in a budget. It
is a notorious patch of road right near my house. There
are no new services or rolling stock for the Gippsland
train line beyond Traralgon, and there are no more
residential beds for drug — including ice —
rehabilitation in Gippsland. There is a cut to road
maintenance funding compared to the coalition
government. There is no reinstatement of the country
roads and bridges program, which had been so valued.
We have heard across the board in terms of our rate
capping inquiry how well received that was in all rural
councils.
In general, despite stamp duty, payroll tax, land tax and
the share of the GST revenue, this budget still
introduces big taxes. Those increases include a 15 per
cent increase in the fire services levy. That means that
everyone who owns a property in Victoria and pays the
fire services levy to help fund our fire services is going
to pay an extra 15 per cent over the next two years.
While the Treasurer claims to have cut the fire services
levy program, in truth Labor has increased revenue,
raking in over $160 million in just two years.
In terms of police, we know that under the coalition
Victoria Police numbers increased by 1900. Under our
initiative we hired 950 Victoria Police protective
services officers, who have been making a difference in
keeping people safe on train stations. However, under
Labor we see that there are stations being closed.
Boolarra police station does not have full police
presence, and it is closed. There are reduced services in
Lakes Entrance. The Lakes Entrance police station has
been closed for long periods of time in peak holiday
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periods. East Gippsland now has lower levels of
staffing than at the end of 2014.
Finally, I would like to finish on the TAFE situation.
‘We’re growing TAFE’ — I am not sure where that
comes from because in reality it is not evident. In terms
of higher education, before the state election Labor
promised to grow student numbers in TAFE. The
annual reports for TAFEs — and I will be speaking on
that tomorrow — show that the government has cut
funding to government-subsidised training and has cut
funding to TAFE. Enrolments in Victorian TAFEs have
plummeted. Last year there were 91 000 fewer
government-subsidised enrolments in training in
Victoria, there were 800 000 fewer
government-subsidised module enrolments and there
were 27 million fewer government-subsidised student
contact hours. The number of apprentices and trainees
commencing in Victoria’s training system was down by
almost 5000. There are fewer than 65 000 students
enrolled in government-subsidised courses. As for
young people, there was a 4.8 per cent decline in the
participation of 15 to 24-year-olds in
government-subsidised training and a 1.3 per cent
decline in the participation rate of 25 to 64-year-olds in
government-subsidised training.
This is a government whose members are content to
waste money. They were content to hand over
$1.1 billion for not building something. In the past they
have a track record of myki, of the desalination plant
and of $240 million on ultranet down the tube. There
are so many ways that we could have used this in my
electorate, and it is a great disappointment to me and
many people in my electorate.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I also
rise to speak on the 2016–17 budget, taking note of the
budget papers. What a great budget this is again. It is
the second budget of the Daniel Andrews Labor
government, and it is building on the 2015–16 budget,
which put to shame the previous four budgets by the
previous Liberal government, which basically only
talked about what it was going to do but never actually
got to do anything for four years. This budget, however,
is building on the previous budget to continue to deliver
on the projects that we said we would do when we
came to office in November 2014.
We are delivering on our commitments for good
hospitals and schools, for reliable roads and public
transport and for secure jobs in growing industries in
Melbourne and across regional Victoria. Since we came
to office Victoria’s economy is growing, and it is
actually in safe hands. With this budget our AAA credit
rating will be maintained, 3 per cent growth is forecast
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for that period, unemployment is falling and
infrastructure investment will rise to an average of
$7.4 billion a year. The budget confirms an operating
surplus of $2.9 billion as well.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr MELHEM — If Mr Ramsay wants to
contribute to the debate or maybe interject, he can go
and sit in his seat, Deputy President. He has been
interjecting for the last half an hour, and he is not in his
seat.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Mr Melhem to continue, without assistance, and
Mr Ramsay is not in his place.
Mr MELHEM — As I said earlier, under the
previous Liberal government four years went by
without any meaningful investment in the infrastructure
projects our state needs. It had only a single project. It
woke up after four years and said, ‘We’re going to do
the east–west link’, and Victorians rejected that. Bar
that, there was not a single project.
However, since we came to government we have been
implementing project after project. We are
implementing what we said we would do. This budget
provides for the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel, for
example. We said that we were going to do that, and
that is going to happen. We have committed to do that,
and the work has commenced, with the procurement
process underway.
The budget also provides $1.9 billion to grow our
metropolitan public transport system and $1.3 billion
for better regional public transport. The budget provides
$588 million to fully fund and deliver the Mernda rail
project, $140 million to duplicate the notorious
single-track bottleneck on the Hurstbridge line between
Heidelberg and Rosanna, and $518 million to duplicate
the Ballarat line to Melton, which is in my electorate
and goes to the Western District, which is Mr Morris’s
electorate. It is great news that we are duplicating that
line. We are actually doing it. We are not talking about
it; it is going to happen. Hopefully the next job will be
to electrify that service to Melton. We are actually
committing to do things, and we are implementing
them. I will come to railway crossings in a minute.
The budget also provides $7 billion for road projects,
including duplicating Yan Yean Road and Thompsons
Road, building the western distributor, upgrading the
Monash Freeway and streamlining Hoddle Street, and
for other projects to improve road safety.
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I will talk about how the budget will deliver for my
own electorate and will go alphabetically district by
district through how the budget will affect Western
Metropolitan Region. Talking about the Altona district,
for example, there are investments already in place in
relation to education. There is an initiative for Point
Cook Senior Secondary College, with land acquisition
already happening. Also in Altona, under the
environment fund, we will invest $10.4 million in
construction in the Werribee irrigation district. In
relation to health, the Western Health urgent
infrastructure works will actually commence. There is
an investment of $61 million, which will go to the
Western Health hospitals, including Werribee Mercy
Hospital, and is a very welcome investment in health in
my electorate. Also, in relation to roads in the Altona
district, there is an investment of $50 million as part of
the outer suburban roads construction package, and
basically we are talking about Dohertys Road.
Going to the Essendon district, there is also further
investment in excess of $110 million in the district. I
note a few of the investments in relation to health. For
the implementation of the Leukaemia Foundation
patient accommodation there is $500 000. Also, for the
National Centre for Proton Beam Therapy planning and
development project there is a $50 million investment,
which is to support progress of proton beam therapy as
part of ongoing investment in that sector. There is also
the $61 million which I talked about for Western
Health. That includes Footscray and Sunshine hospitals,
which fit into the Essendon district. There is also
$10 million in the housing, disability and ageing sector
to upgrade rooming houses in Ascot Vale, Flemington
and St Kilda to improve safety and welfare for
residents.
There are investments in the Footscray district. The
around $61 million for upgrades in Western Health
includes Footscray. There is also $2.5 million for the
Sunshine Special Developmental School upgrade and
modernisation, and for the Sunshine College upgrade
and modernisation there is $9.9 million, and the list
goes on.
In the Kororoit district there is a fair amount of work in
relation to education, with further acquisition of land
for future school needs. It is already happening, and it
has been committed to in the current budget. The list
goes on, including in relation to public transport, which
I have already talked about. The Caroline Springs
station is ready to go. The duplication of the line to
Ballarat will impact on the Kororoit district by
improving services. There is further investment in that
district.
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In the Niddrie district there is further investment of
$1 million for the Aberfeldie Primary School upgrade
and modernisation. Another benefit will flow to that
district from the investment in Western Health
hospitals.
In the St Albans district there is an investment of
$500 000 in the Furlong Park School for Deaf Children
upgrade. Also, University Park Primary School will get
a further investment.
Turning to railway crossings in the St Albans district,
the Main Road West and Furlong Road project is
already underway and completion is only months away.
Finally we are going to see the end of the most
dangerous railway crossing in the state. Seventeen
people have lost their lives over a period of time, but
that is going to be history. That is going to be
yesterday’s news. This railway crossing will be finally
eliminated, and hopefully we will not see any more
people getting killed on railway crossings into the
future. I will not go through the further investments in
the St Albans district. In the interests of time I will
move onto Sunbury.
In the district of Sunbury there is an investment in the
upgrade and modernisation of Kismet Park Primary
School of $700 000. The Sunbury and Macedon
Ranges Specialist School will get an upgrade
investment of $4 million, and Sunbury College will
also get $4.8 million for its upgrade and modernisation
project.
The district of Sydenham gets some much-needed
investment in education, and I want to pay tribute to the
campaign run by the member for Sydenham in relation
to getting the government’s commitment to construct
the Taylors Hill Secondary College. There is
$12 million for that in the budget, with a further
commitment to acquire more land to continue
expansion of the Taylors Hill area.
Tarneit is another district in my electorate which has
also got attention and investment from this government.
Tarneit Senior College will get $11.6 million in this
budget, and $30 million has been allocated to construct
the new Tarneit West primary school. Obviously the
investment we are making in the Werribee nursing
hospital will have flow-on benefits for my constituents
in that part of the world. They will be able to receive
enhanced medical treatment should they need it. Tarneit
will also obviously benefit from major public transport
improvements, and there will be further improvements
there.
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In the Werribee district there is further investment in
education. The Manor Lakes College stage 5
construction will commence, with $10.9 million
committed in this budget towards that. Land acquisition
for the Warringa Park School will now go ahead
because the money has been allocated in this budget,
with further investment to allow further land acquisition
for the school to continue its expansion. The Werribee
irrigation district construction will benefit from the
$10.4 million allocated in the budget.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr MELHEM — I know I am repeating that, but
we are talking about the district of Werribee. That is a
project in Werribee, and it is a great project. Still
talking about Werribee, obviously the benefits will
continue with the regional rail project. As part of that
$21.3 million package, there will be an additional three
services from Wyndham Vale every weekday. Roads
and road safety investment is also included in the
2016–17 budget.
Williamstown is the last district I want to mention
today. My electorate will get further investment as well.
The Newport Lakes Primary School upgrade will
continue, with a $3 million investment. Upgrading the
infrastructure, for example, of the Werribee and
Footscray hospitals will obviously give more benefit to
constituents in that part of the world, and our
investment in roads and road safety includes
$12 million for the Westgate Punt.
As we can see, there are clear examples of the Andrews
government’s investment in the western suburbs of
Melbourne. The western suburbs of Melbourne under
the Andrews Labor government are finally getting a fair
share of entitlement. We can look at the 2015–16
budget, going back even to the previous Labor
government, and we see there has been a lot of
investment in this part of the world by Labor. The
regional rail network, which we invested in in our
previous term, is now paying dividends for the west of
Melbourne. The West Gate distributor will be a major
investment and will boost jobs for my constituents in
the western suburbs. The investment in health and
education will further enhance the living standards of
constituents in Western Metropolitan Region.
I am proud of what this government has done in
providing for my constituents in Western Metropolitan
Region. The residents of the western suburbs of
Melbourne are no longer treated as second class, and
they do not deserve to be second class. They deserve to
be treated as first class, and we are working toward
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making sure that they are treated as such, as first-class
citizens. I commend the budget to the house.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I rise to make
my contribution to the Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill
2016. I am sorry that Mr Leane is not in the house. I
was looking forward to having him here. I want to
begin my contribution by outlining how utterly
disappointing this budget is for western Victoria. We
know how critically important infrastructure is for all of
our community; however, western Victoria, and
Ballarat in particular, has certainly been left behind so
far as this budget goes.
One of the most important pieces of infrastructure in
any community is the hospital. One would have thought
that if a previous government had the foresight to build
extra wings in a hospital, perhaps the incoming
government might see fit to fit them out and put beds in
to ensure that patients can be treated there and that
additional operating procedures can occur. Prior to the
budget we were promised by the Minister for Health
that there was going to be a reduction in the elective
surgery waiting list in Ballarat, and I was very hopeful
when I heard that. I thought, ‘I know the only way to
reduce elective surgery waiting lists in Ballarat is to
ensure that there are new operating theatres fitted out
because the current operating theatres are operating at
capacity’. There is no scope for more procedures to
occur in those operating theatres, so by logical
deduction one concludes that there must be a ghost
wing that exists in the Ballarat hospital that needs to be
fitted out.
We have a building that is going to be completed very
soon. Where is the funding to fit it out? It sounds like
the episode of Yes Minister where they had a hospital
that was working at maximum efficiency, except there
were not any patients being treated there, so the Ballarat
hospital has been left. Prior to the election the coalition
government committed to fully funding those additional
operating theatres to ensure that the growing needs of
the Ballarat community were going to be met.
This government also came in talking up its credentials
as far as education goes. It was going to build the
education state or some such thing. There is a little
suburb in Ballarat called Lucas — I know that
Mr Ramsay knows Lucas — and it is one of the fastest
growing suburbs in Victoria. The Catholic Education
Office has foresight, because it recognises that there are
young families in Lucas who need to send their children
to school.
Mr Ramsay — Young Catholic families.
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Mr MORRIS — They have a lot of kids,
Mr Ramsay, and they need to send their kids to school.
However, again this government has not seen fit to
ensure that there is an appropriate allocation for a
school in one of the fastest growing suburbs in Victoria.
The principal of Alfredton Primary School came out
after the budget to say how utterly disappointing it was
to see that there was no funding allocation for a school
in Lucas, because her school is absolutely bursting at
the seams. There are families moving to Alfredton and
Lucas every day, and yet there is no provision —
absolutely no provision there whatsoever — for a
primary school. Of course prior to the election the
coalition made the commitment to a primary school in
Lucas. We recognise the importance of education in
Lucas; this government does not.
I am pleased that Minister Mikakos is in the chamber as
well, because kindergartens are also a critical part of
education. This was not just an election commitment;
this was budgeted for. There was money there to build a
kindergarten in Ballarat East at Canadian Lead Primary
School. I read in yesterday’s Courier that Mr Geoff
Howard, the member for Buninyong in the Assembly,
is advocating for — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr MORRIS — Yes, Wake Up Geoff. Mr Howard
is advocating for the cutting of a kindergarten in his
own electorate. Mr Howard said that he wanted the
kindergarten to be cut in his own electorate.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr MORRIS — Ms Mikakos, I have spoken to the
council. What we found was that there was a slimy
manoeuvre in which the government said it was going
to be too hard to hand over the land to council, which
was just an excuse not to build it. I wonder if Minister
Mikakos has spoken to anyone at the school, because
they are utterly ropable about her cut. They cannot
believe her cut. It was committed to. Ms Lovell
appropriately went to council prior to the election last
year and made a commitment to building a
kindergarten in a growth area, and Minister Mikakos
has seen fit to cut it. She is now the minister for cutting
kindergartens — utterly unbelievable. The school is
absolutely — —
Ms Mikakos — You are actually misleading the
house.
Mr MORRIS — You didn’t cut the kindergarten?
There was a commitment; you cut it.
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Ms Mikakos — You are misleading the house.
Mr MORRIS — It was committed to; you cut it.
Ms Mikakos — The council says it does not want to
do the project.
Mr MORRIS — No. There is someone misleading
the house, Ms Mikakos, but it is not me. Now let us
move on to jobs and what this government is doing for
jobs. Let us talk about another commitment.
Actually, let us go back. There was a jobs forum held in
March 2015 in Ballarat. I thought, ‘Fantastic. This
Labor government is going to come along and will hear
from groups like the Committee for Ballarat and
Commerce Ballarat and other groups and understand
the importance of a government service relocation to
Ballarat’. I know Mr Ramsay was a huge supporter of
the VicRoads relocation to Ballarat, as was I in a
former role, and it was something that was embraced by
the Ballarat community. And what has this Labor
government come in and said? ‘We’re going to think
about it’. How long is it going to think about it? The
Treasurer said the government will think about it for
about 12 months or so, so it is just sitting on its hands
and refusing to make a decision. But we in the coalition
remain committed to bringing 600 jobs and $60 million
dollars of annual economic activity to the City of
Ballarat. We care about regional Victoria, unlike those
opposite.
Mount Clear College is a fabulous school that is doing
amazing things in international education. Their links
into China are phenomenal. The work being done at its
Chinese language school is phenomenal. The principal,
Ms Lynita Taylor, is doing a great job, as is Ms Jenny
Bromley, an assistant principal at Mount Clear College.
Mr Melhem interjected.
Mr MORRIS — Mr Melhem, prior to the election
we committed $13 million to this school because we
recognise the importance of education. As a former
teacher I can recognise the importance of education. So
what happened here? The member for Buninyong
managed to get a few crumbs off the edge of the table
hopefully to placate Mount Clear College — maybe to
placate the college — but I can assure every member of
the Mount Clear College community that we in the
coalition remain committed to ensuring their school
gets the appropriate funding it needs to rebuild the
school, because work needs to be done. It is actually
unsafe. For those people who have not been there, quite
a number of classrooms need significant work.
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That brings me to V/Line. This is one of my favourite
parts: V/Line. We know the disaster that has been
V/Line since this government came to power. We know
that since Jacinta Allan launched her timetable the
V/Line service has been in absolute disarray. We also
know that the Premier came to Ballarat to apologise for
his minister and say that he had put a rocket up
everyone at V/Line, from himself down. What did we
see after that? We saw the chaos on the V/Line service
just increase. What happened after that? Well, after that
we had Minister Allan come to Ballarat and promise
that there was going to be a new timetable for Ballarat,
and that was going to happen in January. Again,
another broken promise. And what happened after that?
The Deputy Premier came to Ballarat and said that the
worst had happened and it was going to improve from
there on. The following day we saw an increase in
services being cancelled. That is the experience of
commuters in Ballarat.
And what happened? This Labor government was
shamed into investing in V/Line in this last budget, but
just a reminder to all those commuters who expect that
this is going to be fixed: by the time this investment is
completed, by the time the V/Line project under this
Labor government is finished, there are children who
are not yet born who will be in kindergarten. So I
remind members there are children who are not even
born, not even here, not even thought of yet, who are
going to be in kindergarten by the time this upgrade is
finished. Those V/Line commuters who are expecting
their service to improve in the near future are going to
be sorely disappointed, which brings me back to
education, one of my favourite fields.
As a former teacher I certainly know the importance of
education and the importance of investment in
education. A great Ballarat institution is Ballarat High
School. It is a fabulous Ballarat institution. It is a school
that is doing remarkable things, and it is servicing those
growing suburbs of Alfredton and Lucas. What has it
received from this government? Absolutely nothing.
No, sorry; it received a visit from the Minister for
Education, and that was all. They said, ‘Do you realise
how fast we are growing?’, and there was absolutely no
funding commitment there whatsoever.
Let us move on to the Country Fire Authority (CFA)
Fiskville. We know how important Fiskville is in terms
of the employment that it provides to the Ballan area,
and I would certainly like to congratulate Mr Ian
Ireland, the captain of the Ballan brigade, who has been
advocating for the need for the replacement facility for
CFA Fiskville to be in Ballan. We know how important
it is. We already know how important it is that those
jobs are not lost from that community, but what have
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we seen? We have seen in the budget an announcement
that the new training facility is going to be somewhere
in the central highlands. Previously the Minister for
Emergency Services said it was going to be in Ballan,
and she was going to compulsorily acquire land if she
needed to. However, she has moved past that and said it
is going to be somewhere in the central highlands rather
than Ballan.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr MORRIS — Absolutely, I think she has been
overruled again. The Ballan community expects the
minister to keep her promise that the replacement
facility for Fiskville will be in Ballan. However, I am
doubtful that is going to be the case.
That moves me on to the CFA, and I think it is
incredibly important that we do pay homage to the
work that our volunteers in the CFA do. Mr Leane in
his contribution tried to put words in my mouth. I just
wanted to say that the importance of the CFA cannot be
understated, but what is also incredibly important is that
our volunteers are respected. What we have seen from
this government is that it is trying to allow Peter
Marshall and the United Firefighters Union (UFU) to
take over the CFA. I hear members opposite saying that
is not true. Why is the board saying this would destroy
the CFA? Why is their own minister not agreeing to it?
It is because she knows what will happen. The UFU’s
tentacles will go through the CFA, and it will destroy
one of the greatest volunteer organisations in the
world — not just in Victoria, but in the world.
We note that Peter Marshall has said that these clauses
in the EBA ‘really do not do very much’ so he is unsure
as to why the CFA is so upset about them. Well,
Mr Marshall, if they do not mean that much, take them
out — take the clauses that are in dispute out. This
could be done, but the reason he will not, of course, is
because this has been a tactic of the UFU for decades to
try to take over the CFA and ensure — —
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr MORRIS — And the Metropolitan Fire
Brigade, to ensure that the UFU power base is
increased and it has control over these great community
volunteer organisations. It is those volunteers who are
out there day after day supporting our communities and
ensuring our communities stay safe, yet Mr Marshall
does not care. He does not care about that. All he cares
about is this power grab to ensure that his union can
control one of the greatest volunteer organisations in
the world.
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In terms of the overall budget for Western Victoria
Region, it has been left behind. This government came
to power saying it was going to be about jobs and it was
going to be about education. At the jobs forum in
March 2015, which was hosted by the government,
Minister Pulford and other local members did turn up
for a change. They said this forum decided that there
needed to be 1000 jobs created each year in Ballarat to
ensure that Ballarat as a city could progress in the way
it needs to.
There is a very clear and simple way that the
government could create 600 jobs in Ballarat like that,
and that is just to commit to the relocation of VicRoads
to Ballarat. The coalition recognised prior to this
government how important it was. Every community
organisation I have spoken to certainly recognises it.
The Committee for Ballarat recognises it, Commerce
Ballarat recognises it and the City of Ballarat
recognises the importance of the relocation of
VicRoads to Ballarat, and that is why the government
needs to move on and ensure that these jobs do move to
where they should be.
Sitting suspended 6.28 p.m. until 8.04 p.m.
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — It is my absolute pleasure to
be able to speak on what we affectionately call, of
course, the budget bill.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — We affectionately call it the
budget bill because we are getting a whole lot of money
out of it — and money for our portfolios, as in my case.
I can happily say that the Treasurer has been very
supportive of the portfolio areas of small business,
innovation and trade. Let me begin by acknowledging
the very strong support for the budget measures within
the business community, especially from the Victorian
Chamber of Commerce and Industry under the
leadership of Mark Stone, who recognised that the
budget was obviously a very strong driver for economic
growth and also an opportunity for us to deliver.
One of the areas the Treasurer delivered was payroll tax
relief. I see Mr Morris sitting on the opposite side of the
chamber, and while Mr Morris has not had the pleasure
of operating his own small business, I know he is very
supportive of small business tax relief. He and I have
had many conversations about the strong support of the
small business sector, and I happily acknowledge in a
bipartisan way Mr Morris’s strong desire to see small
businesses grow in his home town of Ballarat but also
across Victoria. It is a desire I share equally, not just for
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Ballarat but for every rural and regional community
across Victoria, big and small, from the great people of
Geelong to those people who live in Bendoc in the far
north-east of Victoria. Bendoc is a small town that sits
just near the border with New South Wales. Its
population does not really number very many, but the
number it has work in the timber industry, of which I
am a strong supporter. I notice Mr Barber is walking
back into the chamber; he too is a strong supporter of
the timber industry. I acknowledge his strong bipartisan
support for seeing the timber industry grow and seeing
significant job creation.
In terms of the portfolio and the payroll tax, which I
mentioned, we will see the threshold for payroll tax
extend from $550 000 to $650 000 over the four years.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I am going to take up the
interjection from Mr Ramsay. What a silly interjection
it was. For four long years those opposite — I will tell
you what they contributed to payroll tax relief:
doughnuts. Absolute doughnuts. For the sake of
Hansard, because people will not be able to see what
hand signal I am making, it is the big zero. That is
exactly the amount of dollars that the
Napthine-Shaw-Baillieu governments in the
57th Parliament contributed to payroll tax relief. But
this government, a government led by the Premier,
Daniel Andrews, under the strong and safe stewardship
in the Treasury portfolio of the Honourable Tim Pallas,
has delivered in payroll tax over the forward estimates a
$100 000 extension, which will provide relief to, I
believe, approximately 36 000 businesses — small
businesses — across the great state of Victoria.
When we talk about payroll tax relief, when we talk
about economic drivers and when we talk about
contributions to this state there is this idea, this
understanding that we have, that the small business
community deserves our strong support, which we on
this side of the chamber are happy to have delivered in
payroll tax relief.
It was not just Mark Stone who endorsed and supported
the budget of Treasurer Tim Pallas. In fact it was also
Tim Piper at the AIG, the Australian Industry Group,
acknowledging that the work undertaken by
Treasurer Pallas and Premier Andrews was work
undertaken to ensure we have an economy that
continues to be really the envy of not just other
jurisdictions across the country but jurisdictions across
the world.
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Let us put that into perspective. When we took over
government at the end of November 2014,
unemployment was at nearly 7 per cent. The former
government took over an economy in which
unemployment was at 4.9 per cent. After one of the
worst periods of global economic recession in modern
times, Victoria had an unemployment rate of 4.9 per
cent. Unfortunately that increased under the
stewardship of the former government — and I use the
term ‘stewardship’ very, very loosely, because you
would have thought that the captain was the captain of
the Titanic, such was the former government’s control
or lack thereof of the economy, which saw
unemployment increase from 4.9 per cent, skyrocketing
to nearly 7 per cent in four years.
I am happy to report that this budget has not only
delivered great confidence within the business
community and the sector but it has also delivered to
our business community a stimulus package that has
seen confidence grow, so much so that unemployment
is now down. It is now down to approximately 5.6 per
cent, which is the national average. In less than
18 months we have seen unemployment drop from
nearly 7 per cent to approximately 5.6 per cent. That is
a significant reduction in a short period of time.
Let us acknowledge the tremendous work done by our
business community. To be able to do that work, the
business community needs to have confidence in the
market it operates in and it needs to have confidence in
the regulatory barriers, regimes and borders it operates
within. What we have seen is a dedicated, ambitious but
also methodical rollout.
In my own portfolio area members of the small
business community are winners, but we have also seen
$90 million allocated within the trade portfolio and
$66 million allocated to Victoria’s international
network of trade and investment offices. That is
secondary only to Austrade in terms of this country’s
trade and investment network globally. What this trade
and investment network does is it helps to facilitate our
export programs overseas and it helps to facilitate
investment back into Victoria, because both Victoria
and Australia have always been built on the back of
foreign investment in our country. Our trade and
investment network currently has 18 offices globally.
We will be expanding that to 21 offices over the rest of
this term, as was our election commitment. As a
government we have allocated $66 million to that
pursuit.
We have also allocated $24 million to our trade mission
program, which will enable Victorian businesses to
pursue new contracts, boost their exports and create
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jobs, and it will assist businesses to showcase their
products — —
Mr Morris — Acting President, I would like to
draw your attention to the state of the house. I think
what Minister Dalidakis is saying is very important, and
I think that members should hear his contribution.
Quorum formed.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I was considering serenading
Mr Ramsay once I had a quorum present. Somehow,
with only 4.5 minutes remaining, I am not sure that
would be a wise use of my time.
I was discussing the $90 million that has been allocated
to our trade and investment network. That consists of
$66 million that will go to our offices directly and
$24 million for our trade and investment program. That
trade and investment program is for both inward-bound
and outward-bound missions.
Just to put into perspective how important it is to be
able to walk and chew gum at the same time — to have
an outward-bound trade mission program as well as an
inward-bound one — for our most recent inward-bound
trade mission I took a group of buyers, a group of
delegates, from greater China up to the Nagambie
Lakes region, a beautiful area of Victoria. I took them
to Tahbilk Winery. Within the food industry we talk
about paddock to plate, but within the wine industry I
talk about grape to glass. That was a wonderful
opportunity, taking that group of buyers to Nagambie
Lakes so that they could see firsthand how wine is
made. The $24 million we have allocated under the
budget for our inward and outward-bound trade
missions assists with just that.
Just last week I had the great pleasure of accompanying
a group of Victorian companies to CommunicAsia in
Singapore. CommunicAsia is now in its 11th year. We
have had 11 years — 11 successful years, I might
add — of taking exhibitors to CommunicAsia. It is the
largest communications expo in South-East Asia, and in
Asia it is really only rivalled by one other, which is in
Taiwan. Our trips to CommunicAsia have had some
wonderful outcomes across both sides of government.
On 1 June we made an announcement about the
companies that have already seen orders, sales and
opportunities arise from exhibiting in Singapore. That is
just the most recent example of our outward-bound
trade missions.
As I said earlier, that is not just about boosting exports
and supporting businesses that participate, but it is also
about job creation. Job creation goes to the heart of
many of this government’s economic policies, as I
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indicated in relation to the payroll tax. This is a policy
under Treasurer Pallas that is going to help businesses
pay less payroll tax and leave them with more money to
invest in their own businesses, to potentially employ
more people and to have an opportunity to flourish.
It did not just stop there, I am happy to report. But wait,
there is still more — and in fact there was more. We
saw in the budget that the Treasurer provided an
additional $4 million to an Asian gateway. What we
like to say and what we like to see here in Victoria is
that because we are one of the most multicultural,
diverse and linguistically experienced populations
really of anywhere around the globe — certainly
leading the way here in Australia — we are putting
$4 million into an Asian gateway to assist our
businesses in moving up through South-East Asia into
North Asia and taking those opportunities that come
with them.
This is a very specific project and a very specific
opportunity proposed by the Victorian government
under both the Premier, Daniel Andrews, and the
Treasurer, Tim Pallas, because as I said, everything that
we do — everything at the heart of the economic
policies — is all about job creation. We on this side of
the house acknowledge that there is no greater
opportunity in terms of our society than to be able to
provide somebody with a job, and that is why this
budget is an exceptional budget, and I recommend this
legislation to the house.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — It is indeed a
delightful surprise to be called to address the house. It is
amazing what happens when you are not paying
attention sometimes. I was interested, I have to say, to
hear Mr Dalidakis rejoicing in this budget, because he
said that lots and lots of money was coming his way.
That seems to be the Labor Party attitude to a lot of
things — ‘Lots and lots of money is coming my way’.
What he did not mention, and what very few Labor
people mention, is that that money is not his. That
money is taxpayers money; that is Victorians’
money — people have worked for that money and have
had it taken out of their pay or have had to hand it over
to the government at some stage. So I think it would be
a fair and reasonable thing for Mr Dalidakis to at least
acknowledge the taxpayers of Victoria who made this
budget possible. Without the taxpayers of Victoria
indeed there would be no budget because there would
not be lots and lots of money for Mr Dalidakis to fly
around with and go to conferences overseas. What was
he doing?
Mr Ondarchie — StartCon was coming.
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Mr FINN — Well, I think there are a lot of cons
going on here at the minute, to tell you the truth. Was it
not Mr Dalidakis who told us that he was getting a
conference to Melbourne, and it was in Sydney? Yes,
that was good. You know, I thought I had trouble with
my GPS; his is obviously, well, not all that flash at all.
I hope that at some stage the Labor Party will come to
the realisation that it is only here by virtue of the
Victorian taxpayer and that the people who are
working — everybody here, everybody down there,
those out in the suburbs and out in the country areas,
farmers, milkmen and everybody — all work hard and
pay their taxes to ensure that Mr Dalidakis can get lots
and lots of money to get him overseas. Of course there
are many, many taxpayers who wish he would stay
overseas. There are a good number indeed.
I come to debate this budget with extensive notes. I
have to reflect on the impacts of recent budgets on the
western suburbs of Melbourne, because it is interesting
that the only decent budget — the only budget that has
actually given the western suburbs of Melbourne any
sort of fair go at all — was the budget that was brought
down by Michael O’Brien, and that is a simple fact of
the matter. It is quite extraordinary that it was, in fact, a
Liberal Treasurer who brought down a Liberal budget
that provided the western suburbs residents with the
sort of support and the sort of assistance that they had
longed for.
We never, ever get that sort of go from the Labor Party,
because we know and everybody in the western
suburbs knows that the Labor Party takes the west for
granted. Everybody knows that the Labor Party uses
and abuses the western suburbs. That is a fact of the
matter. I have to say it is encouraging, from my point of
view as I travel around talking to many different
people, that people are actually starting to realise this
and they are starting to realise that until such time as we
have some marginal seats out in the western suburbs we
are still going to be treated abysmally by the Labor
Party — forgotten indeed.
The Labor Party attitude is, ‘They’re going to vote for
us anyway, so why would we give them anything?’.
That is why Labor does not give us anything, and that is
a simple fact of the matter.
The greatest outrage, I think, in recent history of course
was the scrapping of the east–west link, the $1.1 billion
of taxpayers money that went down the S-bend
courtesy of Dodgy Dan and his so-called election
pledge, that we might recall he told us would not cost a
cent. He was right there: it did not cost a cent — it cost
$1.1 billion. As a result of that the people of the west
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are stuck in the traffic every morning, every night and
quite often during the day as well.
I remember last year on the grand final holiday —
Mr Dalidakis’s eyes lit up when I spoke about the grand
final holiday. He is obviously not running a small
business, or that would change very, very quickly. The
great thing about Mr Dalidakis is that he does not really
like small business. He wishes he had something maybe
like tourism that would allow him to get on a plane a bit
more often and fly around, as is his wont. I recall it was
a public holiday on the day before the grand final last
year and I was going to the grand final lunch in
Williamstown, as I said, the day before the grand final.
It is a big day too, I have to say. It was a very, very
entertaining afternoon. I suggest to anybody who is
keen on a big afternoon that they might like to head
down to Williamstown later this year on grand final
eve, because it is a ripper.
I was travelling on the Western Ring Road, and well
before the interchange the traffic was banked back. We
just came to a complete standstill. This was at 11.30 in
the morning. We are not talking about peak-hour on a
work day; we are talking about 11.30 in the morning on
a public holiday. The ring-road was a complete disaster,
and much of the West Gate Freeway was as well. But
this is what we have come to expect in the western
suburbs. The people in the west were actually very
excited about the prospect that we might be getting
some assistance with the east–west link. There was a
great deal of excitement about that. But no. Our
Premier decided for reasons that are probably best
known to him, but one suspects have more to do with
the preferences with the Greens in the inner suburbs
than anything to do with traffic — —
Mr Barber — They were losing seats to the Greens.
Mr FINN — Yes. Mr Barber’s eyes lit up then,
because he knows that the Greens are moving in on
Labor at a pretty rapid rate. I think probably Mr Feeney
this time next month will be out of a job as a result of
that and possibly others as well.
As a result of this absolute preoccupation with inner
Melbourne the Premier, Daniel Andrews, said to the
outer west — and to the outer east for that matter —
‘You can all go to hell’. He said, ‘You can all get
stuffed, the lot of you’, and quite frankly, they did.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — I am not sure if it is a parliamentary
term, but that is what he said. I wish he had not, but he
did.
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An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — He did say, ‘Go forth’. I have to say it
was a very dark day indeed in Victoria’s history when
we had a Premier treat the people of Victoria in that
way. As a result we have people travelling in from
Werribee, Point Cook, Laverton and even from Altona
and Williamstown who are stuck on the West Gate
sometimes for hours. Sometimes when it is particularly
bad people just turn around and go home, if indeed they
can turn around. If they get the opportunity to turn
around, they will turn around and they will go home.
That is how bad the traffic is in the western suburbs of
Melbourne. But does the Premier care about that? Not
on your nelly! Does this Labor government care about
what the people of the western suburbs have to put up
with on their roads every day? Not even slightly does
the Labor Party care about the people of the west.
I say to the people of the west, ‘If the Labor Party
doesn’t care about you, don’t you care about the Labor
Party. You give it the same treatment. You turn your
back on the Labor Party in the same way that the Labor
Party turns its back on you’. That, I think, would be of
huge benefit to the people of the western suburbs.
I am just staggered that we have seen the scrapping of
the east–west link and the government has presented us
apparently —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — Has there been a deal done? Is
something signed? Has there been a nod and a wink?
Has there been some sort of elbow in the ribs? What is
going on with Transurban and the western distributor?
From what I can see the western distributor is a real
woofer. It is a dog of a project. It is a shocker. It will do
nothing for anybody except Transurban. If I had shares
in Transurban, I would be one of the most enthusiastic
western distributor supporters imaginable, because I
know money is coming — big, big money, as
Mr Dalidakis was talking about earlier. More money
than Mr Dalidakis could ever hope for in any budget
would come my way if I was running Transurban or
indeed if I was a shareholder in Transurban.
This project will do nothing to help the people of the
western suburbs. This project will indeed provide for
the western side of Melbourne what Hoddle Street and
the Eastern Freeway provide for the other side of
Melbourne. We know what that is like. Why the hell
would any government want to go ahead and push that
onto the people of the west? Unless of course they did
not care, and that is something that we must always
keep in mind. The treatment of the people of
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Melbourne’s west by the Labor Party is historically
atrocious, and nothing has changed. As I say, that is a
tragic fact of life.
Out my way, in the Sunbury electorate, we have
seen — —
Mr Morris interjected.
Mr FINN — ‘No Bull’ — that is the slogan for the
next election. ‘No Bull in Sunbury’. We saw the Labor
Party betray the people of Sunbury by reneging on its
promise, breaking its promise and lying in fact to the
people of Sunbury about giving them their own
municipality, the city of Sunbury, after it had said
before the election that it would go ahead. After the
election it was a very, very different matter. That is
something that the people of Sunbury are not happy
about at all.
Something else that they are not happy about is that we
saw earlier this year the Minister for Public Transport,
Jacinta Allan, try to rip V/Line services out of Sunbury,
and that did not go down well with Sunbury people at
all. Such was the outcry that that decision had to be
almost entirely reversed — not quite all, but almost
entirely reversed. But I understand that will be
reviewed after the federal election, as indeed a number
of things will be reviewed after the federal election,
including Dodgy Dan’s leadership, as I hear it. There
are numbers being counted as we speak, with the
knowledge that the federal election is less than a month
away.
I hope that those in the government will take their
responsibilities seriously. I understand they are under a
lot of pressure at the moment. I understand there is
going to be a lot of fun and games coming up over the
next few weeks, but I sincerely hope they will take their
jobs very, very seriously. They have an enormous
responsibility. They have a job to discharge, and this
government owes the people of Victoria.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise to speak
on the Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill 2016. I am
going to cover two areas in my contribution: the first is
around public transport in the metropolitan area, and
secondly, the Leadbeater’s possum will feature heavily
as part of my contribution tonight. Public transport in
Melbourne has long been a low priority in budget
commitments over the past two decades. Crowded
trains, aged trams and incoherent bus services have
plagued commuters. Funding commitments were
deferred when the demand for fast and frequent
transportation services grew.
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The 2016 state budget does throw a lot of money at two
headline projects: the Melbourne Metro tunnel and the
elevated rail project on the Cranbourne-Pakenham line,
although I do note with the Melbourne Metro tunnel a
lost opportunity in that South Yarra station is not
integrated as an interchange station as part of that
project. The station is the busiest train station outside of
the city loop and has the most passengers going through
it, so it is a lost opportunity for Melbourne and its
commuters.
This budget does not represent a long-term plan for
public transport infrastructure. Most of the funds are
being spent on one train corridor, and there is no plan to
improve services for the millions of people who live
outside the Sunbury and Cranbourne-Pakenham
corridors. If you are a commuter who lives on the
Belgrave or Lilydale lines, the Hurstbridge line, the
Craigieburn line, the Frankston line, the Upfield line or
the Werribee line — they are not all the lines, but they
are a lot of our lines in metropolitan Melbourne — you
are not getting high-capacity signalling; you are getting
same old, same old.
There is no commitment to continue feasibility studies,
corridor preservation or initial design work for the
Rowville or Doncaster heavy rail lines. The east, I note
as a member for Eastern Metropolitan Region, loses out
again. When we consider the development that is going
to be encompassed in the Doncaster Hill area, putting
even more people in that region, it is a travesty that we
do not see any forward planning on Doncaster rail.
Then when we look to the Rowville line, we see that
30 000 students a week go to Monash University, and
they are either stuck on the bus or in their cars. They are
not the only people who are stuck, because those people
from Rowville and Doncaster are stuck in congestion
on the Monash Freeway or the Eastern Freeway, which
are only getting worse, not better. It does not matter
how many lanes you add to the Monash Freeway; you
will only get more and more congestion. So the budget
is very disappointing for commuters, particularly in
those regions of Doncaster and Rowville. There are no
options for them in terms of heavy rail transport in this
budget.
There is insufficient funding and no hard plan for a
rollout of 21st century high-capacity signalling
technology. Melbourne will be stuck with fixed block
signalling developed in the 19th century for all lines
except the Sunbury and Cranbourne-Pakenham
corridors, something that was confirmed at the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings. What we
did hear as part of that was that the trial for
high-capacity signalling was in fact abandoned on the
Sandringham line. Last year apparently we needed to
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trial it on that line as a separate line, whereas this year
we hear we do not need that trial on that line, and it is in
fact now transferred to the South Morang line as a
limited deployment. But we know in terms of trialling
high-capacity signalling that your trial can only be as
fast as the slowest point in your line, so to have a
limited deployment on the South Morang line is really
not doing justice to a high-capacity signalling service.
The Greens note that there is no funding commitment
to the Melbourne Airport link. There is no commitment
to augment the tram network. Of note for me is the lack
of a tram extension to Knox City — a reservation to put
on a tram that would link Vermont South to Knox City,
a major activity centre within the Knox municipality,
linking thousands of commuters with that central area.
However, we do not see any mention of augmenting the
tram network in this budget. The typical experience of
bus passengers will continue to be nasty, brutish and
interminably long, and this is just from the deficit in
capital expenditure.
The less eye-catching but critical maintenance deficit
builds up year on year. I quote from the editorial in the
Age of 25 May:
… any new stretch of track is only as good as the one it
connects with, and Victoria is now paying the price for years
of chronic underinvestment in rail maintenance … a
staggering 13 000 faults needed repair or renewal in
Melbourne’s rail infrastructure. The government currently
allocates about $250 million a year to fix the faults in the rail
network. Metro estimates three-quarters of that is spent on
broken signals, tracks and power wires alone. The scale of the
problem has forced the company to adopt a patchwork system
of urgent and targeted repairs.

The lack of a plan is simply not good enough in a city
that prides itself on being one of the most livable in the
world. It is simply not good enough in a society that
wants to provide a fair go for all. It is simply not good
enough for an economy that needs to remain
competitive in the face of unprecedented technological
change. If Melbourne’s public transport system is to
cope with burgeoning demand, the state government
must develop a long-term plan for investing in a
network-wide rollout of high-capacity signalling.
We saw in our Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearings that it was confirmed there is no
plan for a rollout of high-capacity signalling across the
network. There is no plan for wider deployment and no
budget allocation within the next four years.
We see there is no plan for investing in Doncaster and
Rowville heavy rail lines such that they will be in
operation by 2026–30 and taking advantage of the
capacity benefits of the Melbourne Metro tunnel. There
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is no long-term plan for investing in tram network
augmentation, adopting our plan to fill 17 missing links
in the tram network with 56 kilometres of new tram
routes. There is no plan for more SmartBuses and a
redesign of bus services so they operate across a better
span of hours with greater frequency and so they better
connect with other public services. How long do we
need to wait? I look locally at the experience on the
SmartBuses operating out of the Doncaster park and
ride, where commuters cannot even get on the buses in
order to get them to the city. They have to wait for bus
after bus. It is a very poor response to what is a growing
demand for public transport in our suburbs.
I am going to turn for just a moment to cycle funding. It
was staggering to hear that the minister in the other
place at the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
hearing could not identify any separate and distinct
standalone projects for bicycle paths — not one in this
budget; they are all included in road projects or rail
projects. Such is the priority given to cycle funding and
dedicated cycle infrastructure in this budget.
I turn now to what the budget says about our forests and
the species that live in these important and special
places. I note in this budget there is more provision for
consumers of nature-based tourism in the form of a new
facility for penguin watchers down at Phillip Island.
Look, I congratulate the government for recognising
that nature-based tourism is an incredibly important
element of Victoria’s economy. However, this budget is
a lost opportunity, because there is no such provision in
relation to our forests and our threatened species.
That said, I acknowledge and congratulate the
government for maintaining the pathway to creating the
nature reserve in Yellingbo to help and preserve the
helmeted honeyeater, not only a state emblem but also
critically endangered. This funding will also possibly
assist the genetic line of the lowland Leadbeater’s
possum. Likewise I acknowledge ongoing funding to
zoos for breeding programs between this genetic line
and the last two alpine Leadbeater’s possums. I am
pleased to introduce to the house three different sets of
Leadbeater’s possums — being the highland, lowland
and alpine — for members. But with only 57 lowland
Leadbeater’s possums and just 2 alpine animals left,
while worthy, these endeavours are by no means
anywhere close to sufficient to give the species its best
chance of survival.
I also acknowledge that there is some money in the
budget to help volunteer groups with weeding and
restoration programs that will provide habitat for
species associated with the lowland and farming areas
of the Leadbeater’s possum. But again, this will do
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nothing to protect the mountain forests and the species
for which I will continue to be a tireless advocate: our
state faunal emblem, the Leadbeater’s possum. The
very best chance to ensure the survival of the
Leadbeater’s possum is to invest in the populations of
our montane ash forests, and on this matter the budget
earns a massive: fail.
Here we are with the second budget of the Andrews
Labor government, and the neglect of these animals’
needs represents another year along the path to leaving
a legacy of being the last government that could have
actually done something meaningful to stop extinction.
I hear from this government about building nesting
boxes and trying to artificially cut hollows into trees,
and I realise that this is a government that is more
interested in taking a punt, in having a gamble with
taxpayers money on speculative endeavours to protect a
species rather than prudently acting to guarantee the
best possible chance for species survival.
It is incontrovertible that the best possible course of
action to save this species is to stop the destruction of
all current habitat of this animal and to invest in
rehabilitating the landscape that has been destroyed by
decades of government-auspiced clearfell logging. This
practice continues at the behest of the forestry division
of the Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy
Union (CFMEU) to support a relatively small number
of jobs in a very small number of businesses that have
had plenty of time to transition but are legally required
to take timber and pulp from a threatened ecology.
That great irrationalism in the legal framework seems
deliberately designed to doom our ash forests, the
ancient temperate rainforest gullies and faunal
species — not only the endangered Leadbeater’s
possum but many other faunal species as well,
including greater gliders, yellow-bellied gliders, quolls,
brush-tailed phascogales, powerful owls, sooty owls
and masked owls. Then there is the barred galaxias. In
the aftermath of the Black Saturday bushfires tens of
thousands of dollars were spent by the museum to
protect one of the very last populations of this species,
and now we watch that money go up in smoke as each
logged coupe along the Yea Link Road in Toolangi
makes it more likely that the creeks in which this
endangered species lives run dry.
Where is the money in this budget to make a difference
to the future for these forests and species? If this
government is interested in jobs for the future, as the
Greens are, then where is the vision, where are the
mechanisms to roll timber and paper milling jobs into
jobs that rely on sustainable inputs?
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The Greens would be very happy to see transition
provisions in the budget to help the industry move on
and thereby allow the forestry division of the CFMEU
to maintain its membership base, but it has to be
100 per cent tied to the complete exit of logging in
native forests. There should be no more effective
gifting of precious resources that are a great treasure
belonging to all the people of Victoria to benefit such a
small number of interests which are vested in an
entitlement that should be held commonly.
For 18 months this government has stalled on
meaningful actions to protect what is left. I am looking
forward to the report of the Forest Industry Taskforce,
not so much from a belief that the inevitable
compromise position will be satisfactory but simply
from relief that this government will no longer be able
to use the task force as a shield to deflect the legitimate
accusation that this government is doing way too little
in protecting our forests and our endangered species
and is doing too little, too slowly.
There is no long-term plan to ease commuter
overcrowding and make public transport a viable
choice, particularly for those in the suburbs. There is no
long-term plan for our state emblem, the Leadbeater’s
possum. This budget fails to secure a future plan for
Victoria that values action on public transport or on
protecting our forests.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — It is a pleasure
to rise to make a contribution on the Appropriation
(2016–2017) Bill 2016 and budget papers cognate
debate this evening. With my heart, my family and their
businesses and livelihoods firmly entrenched in
northern Victoria, every Victorian budget is of interest
to many people I know and of course my constituents,
and this budget has been hotly anticipated for how it
might help them and help my community and improve
their lot.
Sadly recent years have proved to be a source of abject
disappointment in regard to the previous government of
the day meeting the needs of those thousands of people
for whom a regional or rural town is their home and
their life. In fact most locals cannot understand why so
many things that could have been done by the coalition
in the four years it was in government were not done
but made their way onto a list of promises for if it was
re-elected. It is a strange strategy, as I think most people
like to judge their governments and elected officials on
what they do and not on what they say they will do.
Since the election of the Andrews Labor government I
am proud to say that the tide is turning and many parts
of my magnificent electorate are reaping the benefits of
the government’s attention.
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I will start, off the back of Ms Shing’s contribution
today, by saying that this is the biggest investment in
regional Victoria that any previous state budget has
ever seen. In particular the budget has a focus on jobs,
including a record investment in infrastructure and
other projects to create new jobs in the regions and help
workers gain a foothold in the fast-growing sectors that
will define Victoria’s economic future. We on this side
understand that solid long-term employment in regional
centres is at the heart of sustainable and vibrant
communities, thriving with the presence of local
families and growing with the arrival of many newly
attracted residents.
We see that many areas in northern Victoria are
experiencing healthy growth at the moment. The
2016–17 budget includes measures to drive economic
activity and improve the lives of residents across
northern Victoria, for which I am immensely proud.
There has been $325 million invested in jobs initiatives
for infrastructure and services, including upgrades to
irrigation, improvements to water security, removing
mobile black spots, streetscaping and important
planning work for local projects across the region. This
will help alleviate current impediments to economic
growth, create new jobs, establish new industries,
support existing industries and improve the amenity
and environment of many of our regional towns. A
payroll tax cut for approximately 36 000 businesses
across Victoria, with the payroll tax-free threshold
lifted to $650 000 over the next four years, will make
life much easier for small businesses, enhancing their
potential for local employment and taking the pressures
off their bottom lines.
In relation to rail, we have listened and we have acted,
with investment of $1.6 billion in regional transport to
improve public transport and roads. The investment
will make regional rail services more frequent and
reliable and position the whole system for the longer
term expansion that, as I have indicated, many of our
growing regions currently need or will need in the
future. The budget also provides $15 million towards
refurbishing and converting some train sets on the
north-east line. In addition, they will receive a revamp
to fix the air conditioning, clean the seats and make
them better and more comfortable for people who use
them every day. This will in turn improve reliability
and is a short-term fix while we get on with
determining what the next generation of trains is going
to look like. I particularly welcome the investment for
feasibility inquiries into what the next generation of
trains on that line will look like, and I know the
community is really looking forward to retirement of a
very old train set.
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More than 170 extra off-peak services will be added
across the regional network, building on the
342 services added last year, to help deliver the
frequent services that regional Victorians have come to
rely on. Many Victorians who live in the country rely
on commuter services so that they can work in
Melbourne, so this is very much welcome for them.
Included in this is the much-needed additional service
for the Shepparton line, and $5 million will help plan
the development of new rail tracks between Upfield and
Somerton. This is really important because new tracks
here will mean that services using the north-eastern
Seymour and Shepparton lines will have an alternative
route into Melbourne, which creates the possibility for
additional services for V/Line passengers in the future.
A range of critical major maintenance, minor works
and car park upgrades that will be delivered across
regional Victoria are very much welcomed by my
constituents.
V/Line, we know, suffered from savage funding cuts
under the former Liberal-Nationals government. It is
great that we have managed to bolster it with
$198 million to rebuild the capacity of the regional
operator and deliver the services its passengers tell me
every time I am in country Victoria that they expect and
of course deserve. These initiatives will support the
Regional Network Development Plan, which was
released recently and which I had the privilege of
working on.
The Labor government will also partner with
GrainCorp and invest $8.5 million to upgrade and build
new train loading infrastructure and sidings facilities
along Victoria’s rail freight network. This will mean an
additional 500 000 tonnes of grain per year can be
transported by rail, taking trucks off our roads and
delivering lower transport costs to farmers. Improving
on the cost of doing business for our farmers is
something that cannot be ignored. The public has
shown the way in recent weeks with its overwhelming
support of our dairy industry, and we need to lead the
way in helping our farmers, who are without a doubt
not only critical to our health and wellbeing as
individuals through their product offering but also
fundamental to the economic fundamentals of this state
and country.
Country roads are unfortunately notorious. There would
not be a kid who grew up in country Victoria who has
not experienced the loss of someone they know or had
someone they know be seriously injured in an accident.
The recent budget is saying that this government has
had enough of this. We have an ambitious plan to
reduce the road toll to below 200 by 2020, and reducing
deaths on country roads is paramount to achieving that
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goal. It is a fact that Victorians are four times more
likely to be killed on country roads, so what we are
going to see is much-needed investment in this space to
introduce safety barriers, installing them on some of the
state’s busiest country roads as part of a $1 billion
Victorian government investment.
There will be a $340 million investment to address
known crash black spots, with more than
2500 kilometres of country roads across the state
included. Twenty high-risk rural roads with significant
crash histories have been prioritised under the road
safety package, including the Hume Freeway between
Thomastown and Wodonga. The government has
announced 330 kilometres of flexible road barriers on
high-volume 100-kilometre-per-hour speed limit roads,
which is expected to reduce run-offs and head-on
collisions on these roads by up to 85 per cent.
Additional protection will also be added to make
barriers safer for motorcyclists on popular motorcycle
routes, as we are very conscious that this is an issue of
concern to those road users.
This budget provides $260 million to repair unsafe and
deteriorating road surfaces across regional Victoria. It
also funds safety upgrades for smaller local roads that
people rely on every day. We are looking at an
investment of $51.6 million to build overtaking lanes
on other major highways across the state, and that
includes $8.5 million for overtaking lanes between
Cobram and Yarrawonga. As a driver frequently on that
road, I know that that will be very much welcomed by
that community. The Midland Highway at Lake
Nillahcootie is another spot, and so are roads across
alpine areas, such as the Great Alpine Road,
Bright-Tawonga Road, Mount Buffalo Road and
Bogong High Plains Road. There are also additional
funds for the advancement of the Yarrawonga-Mulwala
bridge. I know many people in that community are
looking for that project to begin, and that investment is
a step closer.
I am extremely proud that we as a government believe
at our very core that the quality of your educational
experience should not be determined by your postcode.
It is a great source of pride that the recent budget has
committed to modernise, regenerate or upgrade many,
many schools across northern Victoria. In particular,
$4 million from the Victorian budget is going towards
an upgrade to Broadford Secondary College, which I
was there to tell the community about on budget day
and which was very welcome. My old school, Benalla
College, will also be set to start its stage 1
redevelopment after receiving money in this year’s
budget.
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Echuca residents are really happy that they finally get to
begin their regeneration project: $11 million is going to
that community to ensure that the students have the
modern spaces that they need to learn. That is going to
involve the merging of Echuca South Primary School,
Echuca West Primary School and Echuca Special
School onto a new site. This has been on the agenda for
a decade, so I have got to say it is disappointing that
students were let down by National Party members who
had the opportunity to help them in the four years they
were in government but pretty much let them linger. It
has taken a Labor government to get on, not follow that
lead and actually invest in the worthy cause of the
Echuca regeneration project.
On to health, the budget invests $2.9 billion in the
health system so families in rural and regional Victoria
will have hospitals and services that they can rely on.
This includes a $200 million bucket for the Regional
Health Infrastructure Fund to help some of the hospitals
most in need of capital investment. I was in Wangaratta
last week and met with the management of Northeast
Health Wangaratta. I think it was highly publicised that
this hospital was let down by the federal government
with the so-called promise that was reneged upon with
the former federal member for Indi not being re-elected.
This community is still hoping that its calls for
investment will be heard. I am very happy to be
supporting its forthcoming application under the
Regional Health Infrastructure Fund for the state
government to restore some of the hope and trust in
government of that community after it had the
$10 million which was apparently promised taken away
from it.
Of course many, many people across northern Victoria,
not just those in Shepparton, will be affected. The
nature of health systems is that effects spread far
beyond the towns that large hospitals are located in, and
$169 million to redevelop the Goulburn Valley Health
services is probably one of the most welcome budget
initiatives that northern Victoria had the pleasure of
receiving under the latest state budget — very pleasing.
About half of my electorate comprises the reach of
Shepparton hospital, so I am very much looking
forward to the sod turn on some of those developments.
The health budget also involves record investment in
elective surgery. You talk about figures, but when it
comes to health I think it is outcomes that people are
more interested in. Effectively this investment will
mean waiting lists for surgeries will be reduced. The
people waiting the longest for the most complex
surgery will be prioritised, and it will mean that they
now get the surgery they need sooner. The funding is
effectively equivalent to around 3100 coronary artery
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bypass grafts, 6700 more hip replacements, 6800 more
knee replacements and around 22 000 more sinus and
ear operations, so there are many people waiting for
those services who will be very happy that the
Victorian state budget is looking after them.
Just in closing, we are members of a government that
wants to leave a legacy across Victoria of vibrant,
thriving and growing communities, where getting a
good education from the get-go leads people to a great
job or business opportunity that creates for them a life
of comfort and success in their home town. That is what
we are all about: investing our time in helping country
Victorians to make this happen. This budget is but a
step on the way in our partnership of bringing all of this
to fruition. I look forward to watching the benefits to
our towns over the coming year of the significant
investment that has been provided in this budget and to
working with my communities and constituents to
better understand and deliver on their needs and their
hopes.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) — I
am pleased to be able to speak on the bill. Instead of
focusing in little detail on a wide range of issues, I want
to go into some detail on one item in particular. It is
taken from the state capital program, budget paper 4,
and the details are on page 36. It is an issue that I have
spoken on a number of times in this place, and it is the
proposed South Melbourne Park Primary School in
Albert Park. This was to be on a site that was
earmarked by the then opposition for a new school in
South Melbourne, an area which currently has no
public primary school and has an abundance of families
who have young children who very much need access
to a new school. This is agreed by everyone.
The government has at its disposal, of course, the
Ferrars Street site, which was purchased by the
previous government. It has been only very, very
recently that it has turned its attention to that site. It has
done so, in my view, because it had so many problems
on its preferred site, which was the one at South
Melbourne Park. So while work on that Ferrars Street
site could have commenced a year ago — if money had
been put in the previous budget — that work has only
just begun. What that means in fact is that families will
wait longer to have access to those extra school places.
Considering the lengths that local schools need to go to
to accommodate the children they must take because
they are legally entitled to attend their local school, this
is an appalling neglect and something that the
government should be ashamed of.
It is quite clear, from previous examinations that we
have had in this place of what is going on with South
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Melbourne Park Primary School, that it is a chaotic
process, that nobody is running it — as Mr Jennings
confirmed in the committee stage of the land
reservations bill — and that as a result the different
departments, different people and different budgets that
need to feed into creating this new school simply are
not being pulled together in the way that they should
be.
I was interested, though, to see that there has been a
budget allocation for the school. When in opposition,
government members said that they would put money
into building this school in their first budget. The
government failed to do so. It allocated a relatively
small amount of money; it did not allocate any capital
funds. This time around we see that a total of
$8.4 million has been allocated. There is a notation here
that says:
… begin construction of a new primary school, including
relocation costs for Orchestra Victoria and Parks Victoria
(Albert Park).

We do know some of what this will cost, because
Mr Jennings was generous enough to share this with us
through the committee stage that I referred to earlier.
He volunteered that it will take $5 million to rehouse
Parks Victoria from the building where it has been
decided a school will be instead. This decision was
made I think without reference to Parks Victoria or
without anticipating where it may go. The time since
the election of the government has been spent looking
for somewhere for it to go. Parks Victoria, we know
through FOI documents, has made it clear that it would
not start planning to leave until it had money to do so,
because it was going to cost money to undertake that
sort of planning work and to find somewhere that was
suitable for its very, very specific needs. It needs to
accommodate people but also equipment and a range of
vehicles as well, and this needs to be somewhere within
Albert Park. It has been agreed that it will stay within
Albert Park. Obviously there are limited places where
that can be.
There are also practical concerns regarding the grand
prix. Because of the timetable of the race and the
preparation for the race, it effectively locks up parts of
the park for consistent periods of time. This means that
it is not appropriate to be undertaking major work
within the park and it is not possible to use some of the
grand prix facilities to assist with temporary housing for
Parks Victoria, which we know was considered by
Parks Victoria, again through FOI documents which
have been made public. So that is the problem for Parks
Victoria. I believe there is yet to be any sort of
announcement as to where it will be going within the
park and when precisely this will start.
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We have been told that Parks Victoria and Orchestra
Victoria will be leaving their current premises by
November or maybe December of this year, and I
believe that is the third time a date has been chosen for
the move. The first two have fallen through, so I think
members of this house will forgive my cynicism as to
whether that third moving date will actually come to
pass.
Then there is the position of Orchestra Victoria, which
on my most recent information does not have a new
home to go to either. Again a lot of time has been spent
looking for new premises for Orchestra Victoria since
the election of the government. Prior to the election we
were told by the member for Albert Park in the
Legislative Assembly and by the then Leader of the
Opposition, now the Premier, that Orchestra Victoria
would be co-located with this new school and that the
school would have a musical curriculum. The musical
curriculum has suddenly dropped off the radar; no-one
is talking about that anymore. The reason for that is that
it would appear nobody ever asked Orchestra Victoria
whether it wanted to be co-located with the school and
be contributing to that school’s curriculum. Had anyone
bothered to do so, Orchestra Victoria no doubt would
have said, ‘No. We don’t want to do that’, because that
is exactly what it said after the election. It gave a range
of reasons and made it very, very clear. Its basic reason
is that that is not its reason for being. It is there to
provide musical accompaniment to Opera Victoria and
perform similar roles; it is not there to have an
educational role.
As I said earlier, my latest information is that Orchestra
Victoria still has no home to go to and, like Parks
Victoria, it has very specific building needs in terms of,
for example, height and reasonable support in the
structures that are going to bear the load and the weight
of instruments and so on. It has access issues as well: its
members need to be able to access the facilities at
various hours of the day and night so they can rehearse
and perform.
So the school that was supposed to start very, very
shortly after the election of the Andrews government is
still waiting a long time later. I mentioned earlier that
we know from Mr Jennings kindly telling us a few
months ago that it will take $5 million to rehouse Parks
Victoria. I do find it extraordinary that that is going to
come out of the education budget. I would have thought
that really should have been spent on building a school
rather than finding accommodation for a separate
organisation from a separate department, but I suppose
that is something that really should have been
considered when making a decision about whether to
locate a school on this site.
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As to Orchestra Victoria, there was an item in the
Herald Sun, I think it was, which was part of a
pre-budget leak from the government giving what it
wanted to be known as good news about the education
funding that it was going to be unleashing in this latest
budget. That indicated that it was thought that about
$1.6 million, from memory, would need to be spent on
relocating Orchestra Victoria. That is of course without
knowing even now where it might be relocated to.
Mr Jennings made it clear to us that final decisions had
not been made on Orchestra Victoria and that it was
agreed that the education department would find its
moving costs. Again it is surprising that an organisation
from a completely separate department to that of
education is going to be funded by education
department funds instead of that money going towards
building a school. But be that as it may, Mr Jennings
made it clear that not only would the moving costs be
provided but there may be additional money provided
as well depending on the outcomes of where that
accommodation may be. I think he considered whether
it may be necessary to pay rent or make some other
kind of provision for the ongoing accommodation of
Orchestra Victoria in addition to its moving costs.
I should note also that it is very likely that both Parks
Victoria and Orchestra Victoria will need two moves
rather than one, because no-one has gone through the
work of actually identifying and making a decision on
where their final homes will be. So what is being
actively anticipated, and has been actively anticipated,
since the election is that both organisations will have
two homes, a temporary home and a permanent home,
and they will need to move twice, which will be a
major dislocation for both organisations and again an
additional cost.
The other issue with the site — and we know this from
knowing the area but also from Mr Jennings’s kind and
generous words some months ago when asked about
it — is that it has contamination like, I believe, almost
all of the City of Port Phillip area because of historical
use. We do know that this building, which is heritage
listed, also has asbestos. There is money within this
allocation to deal with those issues, but again it has
been confirmed that the extent of the asbestos
contamination is not known and will not be known until
work starts on the building. That has not happened.
There are still tenants in that building, so that work has
not begun.
Now we are in a situation of watching the clock ticking
until we get to November or December — third time
lucky — to see whether these organisations will
actually have homes to go to and be able to move. We
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are now in June so that is only five months away. I
think what we are looking at now for both organisations
are temporary homes rather than permanent homes, and
who knows whether we will make that deadline or
whether closer to the release of next year’s budget those
organisations will still be there. In the meantime, as I
said earlier, because of the inherent problems with the
site, many of which were obvious from the outset but
were not acknowledged or were put aside by those who
are making decisions, work could have been happening
on another site, and the families that are so in need of
extra school places for their children would have been
that much closer to finding some sort of relief in the
form of extra places for their children and for those
children who are continuing to be born around the
Albert Park area. This is a very problematic site. It has
been the victim of very poor planning and very poor
execution. Mr Jennings agreed, if my recollection of
Hansard is right, that no-one was actually coordinating
this particular project.
The final point I want to make is this: it would appear
that there is actually no money for building within the
budget allocation. We have money to move Orchestra
Victoria, we have money to move Parks Victoria, we
have money for soil remediation and we have money
for asbestos removal. We also have a bit of planning
money to maybe start the work on drawing the designs
and getting ready to build something, but there is no
money in this budget that I can see to actually start
building the school. I fail to see how any of that work
can start to happen before the current tenants move out,
possibly at the end of this year but maybe not, because
they have missed the deadlines before, and I suspect
they will do so again. There is form for this after all.
So I look forward to the budget next year when maybe
we will see some funding for this school. I note also
that what was promised for the school was
$11.5 million. The opposition when in government
made the obvious point that this was simply not enough
money to build a school, and to promise that a school
would be delivered for this amount was simply not
being honest with the local people who were being
asked to vote on this policy. We have seen already that
we have got some $6.5 million which is going to go on
getting the current tenants out. I assume that we are
going to add that on to the $11.5 million and the
$1 million or so that has already been paid for early
planning work on the school. I think that what we are
looking at already, before anyone has even started to
properly put together plans for the school or any
physical work has been done, is a considerable budget
blowout on the site and one that I think could have been
predicted from the outset. I will conclude my comments
there and say that I look forward to the next instalment
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in the next budget, because surely that is what will be
needed.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
delighted to rise to make a contribution in relation to
this year’s budget. Like others have said, this is an
important budget, and there are some very important
elements that I want to make reference to. When the
Treasurer handed down his budget there was great
fanfare. There were some measures in the budget that
were very welcome — I will acknowledge that — but
certainly there were many gaps as well.
One of the things that I think is quite concerning and
which has probably not been made clear to the
Victorian public to the extent that it should have been is
the increase in taxes. Public sector wages have also
increased by around 15 per cent, or $2.8 billion, and
there is an increase in taxes of 20.7 per cent. These are
significant increases that will be passed on to
consumers. Already Victorian households are finding it
very tough in many circumstances and situations, so
there are concerns in relation to those various elements.
I would also like to make a comment in relation to what
Daniel Andrews has said about pay equity. In actual
fact he is turning his back on those community sector
workers, who are mainly women, with cuts to their pay
equity funding base. That is something that has not had
enough analysis or attention paid to it and I think is
something that needs to be addressed.
One of the areas that I have responsibility for is family
violence, and whilst there has been a significant amount
of spending — $572 million in this year’s budget over
three years — dedicated to family violence following
the royal commission that was undertaken and which
handed down its findings in March of this year, that
was partly in response to 65 of the
227 recommendations, all of which the government has
undertaken to implement. An enormous amount of
work will be required. There is no real understanding of
the true cost of those 227 recommendations. I am very
concerned about committing to do something like that
without understanding the full cost of doing so.
Although the royal commission has undertaken a very
important inquiry and handed down its
recommendations, that is not to say that this might be
the best way to go. Now that the government and the
Premier have committed to the recommendations, I
have some reservations about how that will be
undertaken, whether it will be actually undertaken and
how it will be funded and paid for in future years. I will
be very interested to understand how this will be
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undertaken by the Premier and his minister over the
coming months and years.
I did get a commitment from the minister, during the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings I
might add, that in a year’s time, by next March, there
will be some detail as to how some of this will be
funded and whether or not a new tax or levy will pay
for it. I know that in other jurisdictions there are taxes
and levies, but we have a surplus. That was one of the
things that the Treasurer spruiked. I do not think he can
claim credit for all the work in obtaining the surplus, as
clearly there were some windfalls. The government has
been the beneficiary of the port sale, it had some
windfalls in an increase in GST returns and there was
also the pokie tax licence repayments of around
$560 million, so significant money has been put into
the Treasurer’s coffers, which I am sure he is delighted
about. Yet we still have this burgeoning expenditure, no
more clearly demonstrated than in some of the
paybacks that are going to the unions, and I will come
to that in a minute. We have seen a clear demonstration
of this on the front steps of the Parliament today.
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around police resourcing and having frontline police
deal with the issues at hand. We also have an increase
in the number of crimes being committed right across
our city. In recent months we have seen the Moomba
riots with the Apex gang and an increase in the number
of home invasions, carjackings and serious assaults
being committed right across the south-eastern suburbs
and in other parts of Melbourne. In many instances the
police have their hands tied. Government members
need to understand this situation and to take it seriously.
They talk a lot — they do a lot of the talking; they talk
very much in actual fact — but they need to deliver on
what they are articulating. I think that has been
demonstrated time and time again by the Premier.
I return to one of those points that I made about the
public sector wage increases that are blowing out and
demonstrations on the front steps today by the United
Firefighters Union (UFU). We had Peter Marshall up
there spruiking his stuff, accusing the coalition of
politicising the very disgraceful issue that is going on in
terms of the government — —
Mr Ramsay — A hypocrite.

One of the areas I have spoken about is family violence.
Whilst money has been put aside for that, one of the
things that we need to understand is how that needs to
be responded to. Other members have mentioned that
we have seen a significant reduction in police
capability, because there has not been enough funding
to deal with the many challenges they face on a daily
basis, as well as the number of police stations closing.
I might add that that was highlighted by the member for
Burwood just recently, who happened to be out in
Burwood with the opposition leader, Matthew Guy,
demonstrating this very fact when a woman quite
coincidentally arrived to put in a request at the police
station. Apparently when she had wanted to find the
nearest location she plugged in the GPS and it told her
to go to Burwood, but the Burwood police station was
closed. That is clearly evidence of what this
government is doing. It is real and it is happening.
We have to deal with factors like the increase in the
number of family violence reports. Last year there were
over 70 000 throughout the state, and in the Glen Eira
area in Southern Metropolitan Region there was a
significant increase in family violence incidents, up by
11.2 per cent in the year to 31 December 2015 from the
previous year.
In growth corridors there are extensive challenges and
pressures for families. Family violence is prevalent in
many of these areas, as is the need for understanding
the growing population of our state. There are issues

Ms CROZIER — A total hypocrite, Mr Ramsay;
you are absolutely right. Out there were the Country
Fire Authority (CFA) volunteers who have protected
lives, property and communities for decades in this
state. How the government has handled this situation is
absolutely disgraceful. Government members have
turned their back on the volunteers who are out there
24 hours a day, seven days a week, whether in the
heightened bushfire season right across our state or
attending road accidents on country and rural roads on a
regular basis, as they do. CFA volunteers assist in that
very, very important emergency service response, and
they are extraordinary. This was absolutely evident
when the Prime Minister attended the rally on Sunday
and, along with Matthew Guy, spoke about the heroism
of these people. They spoke about the many incidents
that CFA volunteers turn out to time and time again to
do the work on behalf of Victoria and Victorian
communities. CFA volunteers are one of the state’s
greatest assets.
I do not know what this Premier promised Peter
Marshall, but I do know that some of those UFU
members are seriously disappointed with the lack of
response, so I suspect it has got something to do with
that. Why do I say that? I say that because I spent a lot
of time with the UFU members on the Bentleigh
pre-poll in the lead-up to the 2014 election. UFU
members were very critical of the Napthine
government. As we all know, they had the fake
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uniforms and the fake trucks zooming around with
slogans and messaging ‘Napthine slashes. You burn’.
It was really despicable, dreadful and unnecessary
messaging, but we saw that on a whole lot of public
vehicles; we saw that on ambulances with the
paramedics union too. The paramedics have had their
payback, but the union firefighters have not had theirs.
We are not disputing their entire wage claim; what we
are discussing is the enormous log of claims that they
want, which has really not been costed properly.
Goodness knows where it will end up. It is an
outrageous log of claims. They want to take over
control of the CFA — this is what it is about — and
unionise that volunteer organisation. That should not
happen and will not happen. It will be a very sad
moment if the Premier caves in and does not listen to
his Minister for Emergency Services; the CEO of the
CFA, Lucinda Nolan; or the tens of thousands of
volunteers who clearly do not want this union takeover.
Where does it stop? Once that happens, what is next?
Which emergency service or organisation is going to
want this same thing? This is something that future
treasurers will have to manage in future budgets. It is
completely irresponsible of this government to be
behaving in the way it has been. There are many
instances of irresponsible management by this
government; that is just one. We have seen of course
the ripping up of the east–west link contract, costing
Victorian taxpayers over $1.1 billion — an
extraordinary decision. We have seen other decisions
being made without very much consultation with
communities — or with a complete lack of
consultation, such as sky rail. The government is
steamrolling ahead. It does not care about those
local communities. It does not care about local
amenity — —
Mr Davis interjected.
Ms CROZIER — They are diesels, not steamers,
Mr Davis — quite right — but nevertheless the
government is steamrolling the community. That is not
a good thing. It needs to understand that it should
govern for all Victorians and not just noisy little
minority groups. It is completely disappointing that that
is where we are in the state of Victoria at the moment. I
do hope that the Premier listens to the concerns of all
those community groups and the very, very marvellous
volunteers that we have in the CFA.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms PULFORD
(Minister for Agriculture).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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TRANSPORT (COMPLIANCE AND
MISCELLANEOUS) AMENDMENT
(PUBLIC SAFETY) BILL 2016
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Ms PULFORD
(Minister for Agriculture).

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT
2016–2017) BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 May; motion of
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture).
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to rise this evening to
speak on the Appropriation (Parliament 2016–2017)
Bill 2016. This bill is one of the curiosities of this place:
it is the one element of spending that is appropriated
from the Consolidated Fund under a different type of
bill to the one we have just been discussing, the
Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill 2016.
It is a historic construction that we have a bill which
sets out appropriations for the Parliament and for
Parliament-related purposes, such as the
Auditor-General, in recognition of the independence of
Parliament from the executive. Indeed the
second-reading speech that accompanies this bill, which
is the second-reading speech that I have noticed is used
consistently on an annual basis, says that the bill has
been prepared having regard to or in accordance with
the wishes of the Presiding Officers.
So we have a bill which appropriates funds to the
departments of the Legislative Council, the Legislative
Assembly, the parliamentary investigatory
committees — which are the joint committees — the
Department of Parliamentary Services, the office of the
Auditor-General and a new line item for the
Parliamentary Budget Office, being the functions of the
Parliament. I note this does not cover members’
entitlements and salaries, which are covered by special
appropriation. This is an appropriation purely for the
running of the institution of Parliament, the provision of
staffing and the provision of this building and the
electorate offices et cetera, and it exists as a standalone
bill in recognition of the independent nature of
Parliament from the government.
I would like to, at the outset, take this opportunity to
use the debate on this bill to thank the parliamentary
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staff, being the chamber staff — our Legislative
Council staff — and the staff of the Department of
Parliamentary Services and the joint committees, for
the contribution that they make to democracy in this
state on an ongoing basis. Many of the staff we have in
this place have served the Legislative Council for an
extended period of time in many different roles and do
a fantastic job of supporting members in their roles.
Likewise those comments can be carried through to, no
doubt, not only the staff in the Assembly but also the
staff in the joint committees, the staff in the Department
of Parliamentary Services and of course, as covered by
this bill, the office of the Auditor-General, which plays
an important role in terms of providing advice through
audits to members of Parliament and to the Victorian
community more generally. It is incumbent upon us all
with this legislation to acknowledge the contribution
that those staff have made over a long period of time
and continue to make.
I would like to turn to some of the specific elements of
this legislation and raise some matters that I indicate to
the government we intend to consider through
committee consideration of this bill in due course,
which I understand will be carried forward to another
sitting week. This apparently is one of the bills that has
fallen into the vacuum created by the absence of the
Leader of the Government, but nonetheless we look
forward to exploring some matters at that appropriate
time.
The primary issue I would like to touch upon is the
funding provided for the Legislative Council. As
schedule 1 to the bill before us this evening shows, the
Legislative Council will receive an appropriation
estimated at $3.7 million. It is worth putting that level
of funding into context. The New South Wales
Legislative Council, which is only slightly larger than
this one — it has 42 members rather than 40 —
receives appropriation funding of $5.7 million, which is
$2 million more than this Council receives, to support
only two additional members. Of that $5.7 million
allocation to the New South Wales Legislative Council,
I am advised that a full $2 million is contributed to
Council committees. The New South Wales Parliament
takes very seriously the role of Legislative Council
committees, the role they play in the legislative process
in considering legislation outside the chamber as well
as the role they play in considering policy issues,
obviously outside the chamber environment.
What we see for the Legislative Council in Victoria,
however, with the $3.7 million appropriation — which
is, as I said, $2 million less than New South Wales — is
only limited recognition of the Council committee
structure which is now in place. It is a structure which
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has been put in place by the last two Councils and a
structure which has become very active, be it through
select committees, such as the select committee on the
lease of the port of Melbourne which operated last year,
or be it through the standing committees which are
established under our standing orders — the
committees on legal and social issues, economy and
infrastructure, and planning and environment.
We saw earlier in this Parliament the policy committees
being folded together with the legislation committees
for a more streamlined structure. Those three standing
committees have been undertaking a substantial body
of work. In fact over the last year our Legislative
Council committees, standing and select, have received
more than 4500 submissions in relation to inquiries
they are undertaking. That is a full 1000 submissions
more than the joint committees of this Parliament have
received. That highlights the level of activity incumbent
on our Council committees.
It is worth noting that while the Council committees are
funded within our $3.7 million appropriation for the
Council, the joint committees, of which there are only
nine, receive a separate appropriation of $7.7 million.
They are funded at a vastly greater level than the
Council committees, notwithstanding the fact that we
have seen over the last year that the level of activity,
certainly in terms of engagement with stakeholders
through submissions, is vastly lower across the joint
committees. That has created challenges for the
Department of the Legislative Council.
Members will have noticed for the first time today
when the house commenced to sit an email from the
table office indicating that a papers list would not be
printed and distributed. An email was sent out with the
list of papers that were tabled in the house today, but
there was no hard copy papers list tabled because the
Legislative Council is not in a position to fund the
printing of some documents. In this final month of the
financial year it has needed to constrain its expenditure
in whatever ways it can, so we did not have today —
and I assume we will not have tomorrow — a printed
papers list. We have committees which over the course
of this month will no doubt be tabling reports on the
inquiries that have been underway and are coming to a
conclusion, and it will be interesting to see whether the
Council department has the capacity and the resources
to even print those reports when they are tabled.
What we have now is a situation where through the
work of the committees there is intense pressure on the
Department of Legislative Council budget. Earlier this
financial year, by agreement between the Council and
the Assembly, a transfer under section 31 of the
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Financial Management Act 1994 took place which saw
$500 000 of funds from the joint committees made
available to the Legislative Council. Such an agreement
does not exist for the 2016–17 financial year. What we
do see is a line item allocation of some $400 000 as a
new initiative in this budget, but of course that is less
than what was received by the Council by way of that
section 31 in the current financial year. If the Council is
only to receive what is appropriated in the appropriation
bill before the house now, it will actually have fewer
resources for Council committee work in the new
financial year than it has had in the current year, and
that is simply an unsustainable proposition.
The reality is that the committees of the Council do
work on behalf of all sides of the chamber. In fact the
legal and social issues committee has for the last
18 months been undertaking a reference in relation to
end-of-life choices. This was a reference that went to
that committee with the support of the government and
with the support of members of the crossbench —
indeed with the support of some members of the
opposition. That committee is also about to undertake
an inquiry into retirement housing options, which again
was a reference given to it with the support of the
government. So these committees are not simply
undertaking work on behalf of the opposition or on
behalf of the crossbench. They are undertaking
references which are given to them by the government
or with the support of the government, and therefore the
government should be ensuring that there is an
appropriate level of funding provided to those
committees.
As I said, we have a situation where our joint
committees, all nine of them, are collectively funded to
$7.7 million, and, yes, that does include additional
funding of some $400 000, which is shown as a one-off
for the 2016–17 financial year, being for a performance
audit of the Auditor-General. But even with that netted
out, members can see that the funding for our joint
committees is substantially greater than that provided
for Council committees, notwithstanding the
substantially greater volume of work that has been
handled by the Council committees, certainly in terms
of stakeholder engagement, over the last 12 months.
Resourcing the Council department and the Council
committees goes to the very issue of our democracy. It
goes to the very issue of accountability of the executive.
This house performs a function which does not occur in
the other place. By definition the lower house is the
house of government. It is where the government has a
majority. It is where scrutiny of the government is
limited. Certainly insofar as there are Assembly
committees, the government controls them, and the
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government controls the form of scrutiny that
legislation or indeed other executive actions receive in
that chamber. It is in this house that there is genuine
independent scrutiny of government actions, be it
through the operations of the chamber, be it through
consideration of legislation, be it through the operation
of those standing committees or indeed through the
select committee which was in place last year. It is
important that that role is recognised and that that role
is resourced.
Earlier this year we saw the Treasurer reject a request
for a Treasurer’s advance. A Treasurer’s advance was
sought for the Legislative Council to fund its ongoing
activities and particularly its committee activities, in the
absence of an additional transfer of funding being
agreed from the Assembly. That request for a
Treasurer’s advance was rejected. The government
rejected a request for the house of review to have
additional resources to undertake its review functions.
So we now have a situation where it is evident that
Council resources for the current financial year have
been exhausted. The parliamentary budget bill before
the house now allocates fewer resources for the new
financial year than are in place for the current financial
year.
Interestingly we see, as I said at the outset, a new line in
the appropriation bill, being for the Parliamentary
Budget Office. This is an organisation, an entity, that
has not yet been established. In fact that is another piece
of legislation which has disappeared into the vacuum
created by the absence of the Leader of the
Government. The bill was second read in this place last
week and is still subject to consideration of
amendments. It has not passed this place, yet the bill we
are considering tonight actually seeks to appropriate
$4.4 million for that entity, an entity that is yet to prove
its value to the Parliament, an entity by which it is not
yet clear that those resources are going to be employed.
Frankly, if the government is in a position to make that
level of resource available to what is at this stage an
untested, not-yet-established Parliamentary Budget
Office, that certainly indicates there is capacity for
additional resources to be made available to the
Legislative Council both to address the matters for
which the Treasurer’s advance was sought earlier in the
current financial year and indeed to address the fact that
there will be reduced funding for the Council in the
new financial year on the estimates laid down in this
appropriation bill.
So the coalition is not going to oppose the
parliamentary appropriation bill, but it does have
concerns about the level of resourcing being provided
for the Legislative Council and its committees. We
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believe that this is something the government needs to
be much more cognisant of in the way in which it funds
Parliament. It is something we will seek to explore in
some detail when this bill reaches
committee-of-the-whole consideration. We believe the
Legislative Council committees have demonstrated
their value over the last 18 months — have
demonstrated the level of work they are undertaking
versus the much better funded joint committees — and
that that level of activity should be recognised and
funded appropriately by the government.
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — Before I make
some comments of a technical nature on the bill, I will
start by echoing Mr Rich-Phillips’s statements around
the amazing work that the staff at Parliament undertake
across all of Parliament and in the Council in particular.
That includes the people who work in this chamber and
the people who work on committees. I think it is
important that everybody in this chamber acknowledge
that significant contribution.
I will not go through the Appropriation (Parliament
2016–2017) Bill 2016 in great detail, but I will just say
that, as Mr Rich-Phillips himself said, there are two
appropriation bills. This is an appropriation bill with a
very specific allocation. It provides appropriation
authority for payments from the Consolidated Fund to
the Parliament in respect of the 2016–17 financial year,
including ongoing liabilities incurred by the Parliament,
such as employee entitlements, that may be realised in
the future. In terms of a couple of other aspects of the
bill, other funds are appropriated for parliamentary
purposes by way of special appropriations contained in
other legislation, and it is also worth noting that in
addition unapplied appropriations under the
Appropriation (Parliament 2015–2016) Act 2015 have
been estimated and included in the budget papers.
The total appropriation authority sought in the bill is
$128 888 000, which is in clause 3. In respect of the
2016–17 financial year I think it is worth noting a
couple of aspects. One is that there will be additional
funding for Legislative Council committees to meet the
increasing reporting requirements of those committees.
This is an appropriate response to a growing workload
trend. There is also an addition to members of
Parliament funding to reflect changes in the state voter
count. There is a funding increase to establish the
Parliamentary Budget Office. I think it is more than a
little ironic that Mr Rich-Phillips would complain about
that legislation being held up when, as has been alluded
to a number of times today already, it would have in all
likelihood been passed already were it not for what can
only be described as an unprecedented stunt that is
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having a deleterious effect on the functioning of this
chamber.
I firmly believe the Parliamentary Budget Office will
be a very significant governance reform. I believe it
will benefit primarily the opposition and even more so
the crossbenches — the Greens, but in particular the
minor parties and Independents. It will be a significant
and long-lasting reform that will improve the quality of
debate in this state. I believe that the passage of that
bill, once the Leader of the Government returns, will be
to the great benefit of the state. Of course it is
appropriate to make the appropriation for that office
given that it is only reasonable to expect the passage of
that bill soon. There is also funding for the performance
audit of the Victorian Auditor-General’s Office.
I think it is also worth noting that the 2016–17 budget
includes $45.5 million for new office accommodation
to be constructed behind Parliament House for
members of Parliament and support staff — a
much-needed investment.
In short, this is a very targeted appropriation bill
compared to the budget papers, which others have been
speaking on tonight, but there are a number of
important measures in it, including increased funding
for committees and funding for the Parliamentary
Budget Office. I commend this bill to the house.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) —
Mr Rich-Phillips and Mr Mulino have covered quite
expansively what I had intended to spend only a minute
or two on. It is very important that the Legislative
Council, and particularly its committee system, is
adequately resourced. When this house deals with
legislation or another matter before it, it needs to be
able to do the best job it can on behalf of the Victorian
people, and that generally means running some kind of
inquiry or inquisition, big or small. The house needs to
be able to work, and I am sure there are some new
members in this place who now wholeheartedly
embrace this philosophy. Our parliamentary
committees need to be able to work quickly, they need
to be able to work effectively and they need basic
resources.
So much work has been done so far this year by these
committees that in fact they have very quickly
exhausted the small amount of funding that was made
available to them. We are not talking about spa pools
for Parliament House here. We are talking about the
basic money that is required in order for MPs to do
their job and for this chamber to do its job, which is to
get to the bottom of matters, issues and sometimes
legislation and make the best possible outcome. This
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chamber is not simply a widget factory that can be run
for maximum financial efficiency. The job is done
when the job is done, and it costs what it costs to run a
parliamentary committee system.
I have been here 10 years. I have seen how long it has
taken to build the system up to the level it is at, and I
have seen the incredible work that it is now doing. It is
now starting to hold its head up with the Senate and
other parliaments that have been doing this kind of
work for a very long time. We would not want to see
that choked off right now, and that is why it is very
important that there is adequate funding and flexibility
provided within the Parliament’s budget, and within
that the budget of the Legislative Council, particularly
for the committees.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Ordered to be committed next day.

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

Power-assisted bicycles
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the attention of
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. It relates to a
particular issue that was brought to my attention by a
constituent of mine, and that is power-assisted bicycles.
A power-assisted bicycle is a vehicle that can be
pedalled as well as being powered by an electric engine
or the like.
My constituent found himself in a difficult position
when the police pulled him over while he was riding a
power-assisted bicycle. My constituent was riding this
vehicle, which is electrically powered. This vehicle can
also be pedalled; however, the gentleman was not
pedalling the bicycle at the time. He was told by the
police that had he been pedalling, the vehicle would
have been classified as a bicycle and he would not have
been pulled over, but as he was not pedalling, the
vehicle was not classified as a bicycle, so he was pulled
over and fined.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr MORRIS — I am not sure what you would call
it.
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Ms Crozier — A penny-farthing.
Mr MORRIS — Maybe a penny-farthing, indeed.
This particular constituent of mine was also told by the
police that he should have sought to register this vehicle
with VicRoads. As members can understand, this was
quite a confusing scenario for my constituent and, I
would imagine, for any Victorian who might like to
ride a power-assisted bicycle, whether they are
pedalling it or not at a particular moment.
The action I seek is that the minister clarify what is
allowed with power-assisted bicycles, whether or not a
person is pedalling at a particular point in time.

Rail high-capacity signalling
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport. The action I call for is that the minister give
priority to funding a rollout of high-capacity signalling
for the entire metro rail network. The Melbourne rail
network uses fixed-block rail signalling that has its
roots in 19th century rail technology. Long ago we
replaced the steam engine with electric sets, so it is time
to upgrade our signalling to the 21st century.
The benefits of high-capacity signalling are clear. It
allows more trains to run per hour. It would take us
from the current maximum of 15 trains per hour to over
30 trains per hour. This would increase the capacity of
our rail lines, even with the existing condition of our
rolling stock and rail lines.
It is safer, as the awareness of the location, velocity and
acceleration or deceleration of every train in the
network is calculated and communicated many times
each second so that stopping distances can be more
accurately calculated. It provides greater network
durability, as we will avoid signal faults due to ailing
existing infrastructure. And it is a horror to all
commuters out there when they hear their trains are
delayed due to a signalling fault.
The Andrews government has squibbed high-capacity
signalling to date. In the 2015 budget the government
committed to trialling high-capacity signalling on the
Sandringham line. This pilot was supposed to trial
high-capacity signalling on a line isolated from the rest
of the city loop and from V/Line and freight routes.
From questions asked of the Minister for Public
Transport in May, we now know that the work on the
Sandringham line kept the existing conventional
fixed-block technology, so there will be no relief for
passengers on the Sandringham line. They will continue
to face jam-packed trains on their morning commute.
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The Andrews government has now directed the funding
to a trial to take place on a proportion of a single line,
the South Morang line, between South Morang and
Lalor stations, a total of a mere three stations at the end
of a line. You get a fraction of the benefit by putting
high-capacity signalling on one section of a line instead
of the whole length: a line’s capacity is only as strong
as its weakest section. So there will be no relief for
passengers on the South Morang line. They will
continue to face jam-packed trains on their morning
commute.
I urge the minister to take action on behalf of those
commuters jammed into their trains on a daily basis.

Local government reform
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Local Government and is regarding the future of
local government in Victoria. Local government,
though it is the lowest tier of government, serves an
important role in Victoria and indeed is a vital part of
my community. The action I seek is that the minister
update me on the Local Government Act 1989 review.
When will the directions paper be released so that my
constituents can submit their thoughts on the
government’s reforms? This is an important piece of
legislative reform, and I commend the minister on
reviewing an outdated piece of legislation.

Publication funding guidelines
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My matter
for the adjournment tonight is for the attention of the
Premier, and it relates to an academic journal called The
Conversation, which claims ‘academic rigour’ and
‘journalistic flair’. It relates specifically to an article
headed ‘The “sky rail” saga: can big new transport
projects ever run smoothly?’. This is an article that
appears in this particular journal. John Stone and Ian
Woodcock are the authors. They disclose in the
disclosure statement:
John Stone has received research funding from Level
Crossing Removal Authority, Australian Research Council —

and there is a long list of others.
The disclosure statement continues:
Ian Woodcock has received research funding (cash and/or
in-kind, directly or indirectly) from the Australian Research
Council, Carlton Connect, Level Crossing Removal
Authority, VicTrack, the cities of Melbourne, Moreland,
Darebin, Yarra and Hobsons Bay, Office of the Victorian
Government Architect —

and a long list of other items.
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Further down in the article it discloses that not only are
the University of Melbourne and RMIT involved in the
publication but the Victorian state government provides
funding as a strategic partner of The Conversation. So
this is funded by state government sources.
What I am seeking that the Premier do — and it is not
clear exactly where this comes from, whether it comes
out of some bucket centrally in the Department of
Premier and Cabinet or whether it comes out of the
Level Crossing Removal Authority or some other
source — is that he develop guidelines for the funding
of these journals. Obviously these are meant to be
academic discussions, but clearly these are in effect
paid advertisements by these particular spruikers who
are hard at work around the countryside, paid by
government, receiving money from government.
Yes, they have declared it there — I understand that —
and this is obviously declared as a Victorian state
government-funded journal in part. It actually has the
logo and everything there, but what I am seeking to
establish from the Premier is: what guidelines are in
place now, and will he put in place a set of transparent
guidelines that would be available?
Mr Barber — What, for the website?
Mr DAVIS — No, for government funding of these
sorts of journals, these sorts of online communications
and others, so that we can all see where the money is
going. The figure I have heard for funding this
particular journal is $500 000 a year. I do not have a
document to prove that. The Premier can tell me if that
is not correct; he can tell me if it is more. But either
way it is clear government money is going into this.
What are the guidelines involved, and will the Premier
produce a transparent set of guidelines for this sort of
paid spruiking and advertising?

Pedestrian safety
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — This is an
adjournment request for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. I am returning to a subject that I have
been active on for some time, and that is the perverse
VicRoads rules on pedestrian crossings and the
requirements that are put in place before one can even
begin to start lobbying for a new pedestrian crossing in
one’s area. Other members in this place may have some
familiarity with this problem.
I know many communities that have lobbied for safer
crossings and then been stonewalled by VicRoads rules,
which literally require that until the death or injury toll
starts to rise your request cannot qualify. I thought it
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was the job of VicRoads to prevent road injuries, and in
fact the government has a target now of reducing those
injuries to zero. Well, if it requires a body count before
a pedestrian crossing can be installed, I cannot see how
we will ever make it under those strategies.
In fact let us have a position whereby a council puts
together a walkability plan for its whole area, has that
signed off by the state government and then does not
have to meet guidelines for individual crossings. We do
have councils encouraging people to use particular
routes and encouraging people to walk or cycle or walk
with their children who are riding, and they are
frustrated when they are encouraged to travel along
these routes but then have got these tiny traffic islands
or are dodging vehicles in order to get safely across.
Right at the moment the City of Darebin is in fact
putting its own money behind this program at the
corner of High Street and Raglan Street, Preston, at the
corner of Victoria Road and Clifton Street and at the
corner of Miller Street and Bracken Avenue. They have
a five-year safe travel strategy, which has seen some
positive results. However, again they run up against
these VicRoads restrictions. The council has allocated
$300 000 in its 2016–17 draft budget under a line item
for these projects to enable co-contribution to these
crossings. However, that investment risks not going
ahead due to the VicRoads requirements — warrants,
as it calls them.
I ask that the Minister for Roads and Road Safety,
under this new government, finally get around to
revisiting those warrants and also then to considering
where the best spend is so that there can be
co-contributions along with Darebin council and other
councils around Victoria that have been making similar
requests.

Country Fire Authority Lara brigade
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Premier, and the action I
seek is for him to explain to the Country Fire Authority
(CFA) Lara brigade how under the current United
Firefighters Union (UFU) enterprise bargaining
agreement (EBA) proposal, whereby the volunteer
brigade of Lara is earmarked to be an integrated station
in 2018, it will not be a station of segregation rather
than a station of integration.
I raise this matter with the Premier as it has been
reported in the Geelong Advertiser and on the brigade’s
Facebook page and confirmed in a meeting I attended
with shadow Minister for Emergency Services Brad
Battin, the member for South Barwon in the Legislative
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Assembly, Andrew Katos, and the Liberal candidate for
the federal seat of Corio, Richard Lange, on Monday
night with the brigade members, who raised a number
of concerns they have with the proposed integration
model. Like Ocean Grove, Belmont, Corio and
Geelong City, Lara under the integrated model will
have a mix of career and unpaid staff.
Under the model Lara volunteer firefighters would be
banned from going through certain doors and gaining
access to certain rooms within the confines of the
station — a station they helped build through sausage
sizzles and chook raffles. Page 388 of the EBA outlines
what doors and what parts of the fire station volunteers
will be allowed to enter. This will mean more
segregation than integration, which is not in keeping
with the UFU mantra that volunteers will continue to
do what they do now. That will not be the case for Lara
if the EBA is signed.
An integrated Lara fire station would be one of the
current 34 integrated stations across Victoria that would
require seven paid firefighters to attend incidents before
a fire response. Under the proposed EBA Lara would
be required to have four paid firefighters placed at the
station from 1 July 2018. That is in schedule 1 on
page 266 of the EBA. This number of career
firefighters will be forced on the brigade whether they
are needed or not. Under the proposed EBA this mix of
career and volunteer firefighters will not be able to
attend a fire unless a further three career-based
firefighters from another brigade arrive on the
fireground.
Being from a fire station that is in the gun for
integration, the Lara fire brigade has courageously
raised these concerns despite pressure from both CFA
management and the United Firefighters Union to keep
silent. Its concern, like that of many brigades, is that the
power of veto will diminish the role of the chief fire
officer and hand control to career-based staff regardless
of seniority.
There is no doubt that the rallies in Melbourne
organised by Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria, which
thousands of volunteers have attended, have raised
concerns about the proposed EBA. I believe the
Premier has a duty to explain to brigades like Lara that
the EBA will not compromise volunteers’ ability to do
what they have always done in protecting regional
communities.

Warrnambool rail services
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
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Public Transport, and it is regarding bus–train
connections. Last year Public Transport Victoria
engaged with stakeholders in Warrnambool, Colac and
Portland as part of the Regional Network Development
Plan. A direct outcome of the plan has been the
announcement of a fourth daily return train service
between Melbourne and Warrnambool. This was much
welcomed by the community, and the increased
frequency of train services will certainly help reduce
overcrowding. I thank and congratulate the government
for listening and responding to this feedback by
instigating this fourth service.
Another piece of feedback in the community
consultation process was the need for the bus service to
be connected with the train service which ends at
Warrnambool. It is my understanding at this point in
time that there is no intention to have a bus connect
with the fourth daily train service, which terminates at
Warrnambool. This will mean that the many passengers
whose train journey terminates at Warrnambool and
who would normally connect by bus to Koroit, Port
Fairy, Portland, Heywood and eventually over the
border to Mount Gambier will be left stranded in
Warrnambool following this fourth service. This is a
very busy train service. I therefore urge the minister to
once again be proactive and ensure that a coach does
connect with the fourth daily train service to
Warrnambool.

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter this evening for the attention of the Minister
for Emergency Services. It has been a somewhat
concerning and perhaps even distressing experience for
me in recent times as I have travelled around my
electorate to speak to a number of people, many of
whom have been volunteers with the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) for a very long time. While my region
is Western Metropolitan Region, it reaches into areas
which have long been covered by the CFA — places
such as Sunbury, Caroline Springs, Werribee, Point
Cook and Truganina. Everywhere I have gone during
the last few weeks there has been an enormous amount
of concern expressed to me about the future of the
CFA. Volunteers in the CFA are genuinely concerned
about whether they will have a role in the CFA going
forward. In particular it has been reported to me that
volunteers have been bullied and intimidated by
members of the United Firefighters Union. That has
significantly added to the level of their concern, and I
can certainly understand that.
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The CFA is far more than a firefighting outfit. I live just
around the corner from the Bulla station. I often hear
the siren go off at various times of the night and day,
and within 4 or 5 minutes the truck’s siren is heard as
well. CFA units attend many, many road accidents.
They go to clean-ups. They go to a whole range of
incidents around the place, which I think would be
regarded by normal people as pretty important to our
community.
This degree of concern that has been expressed to me is
a real worry to a great many people. We are not just
talking about the volunteers; we are talking about their
families, we are talking about those who work with
them and we are talking about those who are associated
with them on a daily basis. We are talking about many,
many tens of thousands of people.
I ask the minister, who I know has gone into battle in
cabinet for the CFA as we know it, to continue her
efforts to fight for respect for the CFA volunteers, and
indeed I ask her to keep up her efforts to fight to keep
our CFA.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am inclined to rule
the matter out of order. As the member would know,
the adjournment debate does not allow a member to
urge a minister to continue doing something. I will give
Mr Finn a chance to rephrase the final action.
Mr FINN — Thank you for that, President. I ask the
minister to redouble her efforts to fight for respect for
the CFA and to find new ways to impress upon the
Premier the importance of her argument.

Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Centre
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Tourism and
Major Events, the Honourable John Eren. The
Victorian visitor economy employs over
206 000 people and generates over $21 billion for the
state. Each of Victoria’s major events — cultural,
business, metropolitan, regional and sporting — plays a
role in attracting more people to visit Victoria. These
events include the International Champions Cup, which
last year saw Real Madrid visit Melbourne, the
Australian Formula One Grand Prix, State of Origin
Rugby and the MotoGP, along with cultural and
creative events such as the Melbourne fashion festival
and the food and wine festival.
However, business events are increasingly playing a
more important role in Melbourne’s tourism and events
calendar; hence the importance of the Business Events
Fund which was announced in the 2016–17 Andrews
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Labor budget. A major component of increasing the
number of businesses and conferences in Melbourne is
the expansion of the Melbourne Convention and
Exhibition Centre (MCEC), which I note the minister
recently announced. The action I seek is for the minister
to clarify how the MCEC expansion will help to attract
more business events and expos, create more jobs in
terms of construction and ongoing jobs, and provide
more economic and social opportunities for the people
in Northern Metropolitan Region.

North Road, Ormond, level crossing
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the minister
responsible for the removal of level crossings, the
Minister for Public Transport, Minister Allan. It relates
to an issue I have raised on a number of occasions in
this house regarding the level crossing removal at North
Road, Ormond. I have had a number of conversations
with and emails from concerned traders in North Road
highlighting yet more issues with this level crossing
project that is being undertaken and the
miscommunication, which really highlights just how
badly this project is going for these traders because of
the impact it is having.
What has happened in recent days is that traders have
received mixed messages. They have received a
number of phone calls from various stakeholders
involved with the level crossing removal, including one
that confirmed that John Holland, one of the companies
involved in the removal of level crossings, had
requested that United Energy cut the power so it could
work on the level crossing. Some traders received a
notice that this would be occurring tomorrow in North
Road in Ormond and other traders in Bentleigh
received the same notice but for next Wednesday.
However, when clarification of what was happening
was sought, the Level Crossing Removal Authority
said, ‘No, it is only going to be cut for an hour or so.
Don’t worry about it’. Yet the notice said from
7.30 a.m. to 5.30 p.m. for those days.
To make matters worse, the traders have requested
assistance time and time again with this communication
to find out what is going on, because they are losing
significant business. They received an email today, just
16 days out from the time the whole level crossing will
be shut down, causing major disruption to that area. It
was headed ‘Invitation — business support services’ —
this to traders that have been running their businesses
for many, many years. The email talks about how the
‘project team is committed to working closely with
local businesses to minimise any disruption and
impacts from our works’. It advises traders that they
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can go on to choose an experienced mentor with the
background, skills and industry experience that will
best assist them. It offers free photography for traders’
business websites or social media and outdoor signage
saying, ‘ Open for business’.
This is not really not going to help these businesses that
have been impacted for the past six months because of
miscommunication and the absolutely hopeless amount
of attention paid to their concerns by this government.
So the action I seek is that the minister herself visit this
area, speak with the traders and understand firsthand
the full impact of the removal of this level crossing so
the same thing will not happen with further level
crossing removals when they are undertaken.

Police numbers
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Police, and
the action I seek is that she provide advice about when
extra police will be provided to the Melton and
Caroline Springs area to respond to the chronic police
shortage that currently exists in that area. I
acknowledge an article written by Sumeyya Ilanbey in
the Melton & Moorabool Star Weekly of 9 May, which
contains within it some information from police
members. I would like to quote into Hansard some of
the emails that have been received and that are cited in
this article. A senior constable said:
I’ve never seen morale so low. Members are overworked and
constantly work overtime … We complete correspondence in
either our own time or on rest days or recreational leave.
…
I have never worked in an industry where we have to fight for
resources in order to do our job — vehicles, computers and
members!
It’s only a matter of time until a member is seriously injured
or killed because we’re dealing with violent, drug-affected
people putting other people’s lives at risk without backup, or
at best, backup is … 25 minutes away.

A sergeant said:
In Melton we are so isolated. We are getting calls of hot burgs
and thefts in the Toolern Vale, Diggers Rest area, but we are
unable to attend.

In another email a constable said:
We are drowning; we are exhausted; we are fighting a battle
that we believed you would fight for us.

As the article says:
Melton police say it’s only a matter of time before an officer
or member of the public is seriously injured or killed as the
station grapples with an increasing and dangerous workload.
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The government has announced that 300 new sworn
frontline members will be recruited and trained over the
coming two financial years. Whilst that is nowhere near
what is required as far as the frontline policing needs of
Victoria are concerned to accommodate the population
growth and to make up for the underinvestment of the
last 18 months of this government, those 300 sworn
police will help in some way. So as I say, the action I
seek is that the minister provide advice about when
extra police resources will be provided to the Melton
and Caroline Springs area, given these alarming
revelations and current police shortages.

City Life
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The matter that I wish to raise is for the attention of the
Premier, and it is in relation to a very well respected
organisation called City Life, which is located in the
City of Frankston. It has a longstanding reputation for
providing services of integrated care and meals to
Frankston’s most disadvantaged community members.
It provides thousands of meals every year and at
negligible cost — I think the entire cost per year is
about $500 000. Much of its resources are donated and
it has over 200 volunteers on its books.
I was there on Friday when the chief executive officer,
Mr Mark Whitby, had to advise the clients that the
service will no longer be continuing as of the third
week of June. It was of course to the great
disappointment of a lot of people to whom this really
matters, because it might be the only meal that they
actually eat on any single day.
The reason it has come to this is that over the past
14 months City Life, which was due to lose tenancy of
the building it occupied, was approached by the state
government and by the local member, Paul Edbrooke
from the Legislative Assembly, with offers of help to
try and find a new site for accommodation. After
14 months and apparently $70 000 being spent through
the process — I am not sure exactly through which
department, but I understand in the letter from
Mr Edbrooke to Mr Whitby there were a number of
state officers mentioned, including a council officer
who was subjected to some sort of confidentiality
provisions to say local councillors were not advised —
there has been no concrete outcome. City Life has come
to the end point of its time. It was hopeful that indeed a
solution was going to be facilitated, but it has nowhere
to go and a lot of lost time. The clock is ticking.
I am asking the Premier to personally intervene to see
what can be done to secure a location, a home, for City
Life. We cannot afford to lose this service. The
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community and the volunteers are all enormously upset,
but those who are most upset are those who benefit
from that service, and that is a lot of people each
year — every day, every week — who receive care,
friendship and a hot meal from City Life. I call on the
Premier to intervene because clearly Mr Edbrooke over
14 months has been unable to deliver any outcomes.

Responses
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — This evening I received adjournment
matters from Mr Morris directed to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety; from Ms Dunn directed to the
Minister for Public Transport; from Mr Melhem
directed to the Minister for Local Government; from
Mr Davis directed to the Premier, although I do think
that that matter might be better directed to the Minister
for Public Transport, and I am mindful of your rulings
around these issues, President; from Mr Barber directed
to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety; from
Mr Ramsay, also directed to the Premier, although I
think the matter, given that it does relate to the Country
Fire Authority, is better directed to the Minister for
Emergency Services; from Mr Purcell directed to the
Minister for Public Transport; from Mr Finn directed to
the Minister for Emergency Services; from Mr Elasmar
directed to the Minister for Tourism and Major Events;
from Ms Crozier directed to the Minister for Public
Transport; from Mr O’Donohue directed to the Minister
for Police; and from Mrs Peulich directed to the
Premier. I will direct all those matters to the appropriate
ministers for response.
I also note that I have received written answers to
adjournment debate matters raised by Ms Crozier on
23 February; Mr Morris on 24 February; Mr Eideh on
8 March; Ms Pennicuik on 8 March; Mrs Peulich on
10 March; Mr Young on 24 March; Mr Morris on
13 April; Mr Bourman on 14 April; Mr Ramsay,
Ms Crozier and Mr O’Donohue on 3 May;
Dr Carling-Jenkins on 4 May; Ms Springle, Ms Patten,
Mr Mulino, Mr Barber and Mr Leane on 5 May;
Ms Patten on 24 May; and Mr Morris on 25 May. They
will also be provided to members.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In respect of the
reference to particular ministers, I take Ms Mikakos’s
point that members do need to direct matters to the
minister responsible for matters and not simply engage
the Premier on a whole-of-government basis, if you
like, because they are unsure who the minister is, in
which case a few inquiries to the government or the
whip even would I am sure assist them in terms of who
to direct it to. I also think that it is important to maintain
the integrity of the process of those matters, rather than
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to be raising them with the Premier in a more political
context.
Tonight Mr Davis’s matter was one on which he may
well have taken an opportunity earlier to find out which
minister was responsible for that funding of the
advertising venue that he spoke about, but tonight I will
let it stand. He felt that it might be coming out of the
Premier’s media area, which is presumably why he
directed it that way.
Mr Ramsay’s matter is a little bit more tenuous. Clearly
he has leveraged the fact that the Premier has been
heavily identified with the Country Fire Authority
issues over recent weeks and has therefore taken the
opportunity to gain an assurance from the Premier in
that respect. I am a little torn from the point of view that
I actually think Ms Mikakos’s point is quite valid in
that instance. Tonight I will let it stand, but I do run this
line as a matter of warning or as a matter of
recommendation to members, if you like, that they
should try to direct their matter to the minister actually
responsible.
Mrs Peulich’s matter also comes into the same vein as
Mr Ramsay’s in some respects, because clearly the
Premier is not specifically responsible for the sort of
service that has been detailed and the concerns of that
service at this time. I would probably prefer that to go
to a minister. Could I have Mrs Peulich’s comment?
Mrs Peulich — I gave that considerable thought.
Unfortunately there appear to have been a number of
officers involved from a range of departments, which is
the reason why I raised it for the Premier. There was
$70 000, which has been expended, but it is uncertain
as to where that money has come from.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I did hear that in
Mrs Peulich’s presentation, so on that basis I will let it
stand tonight, but the point that Ms Mikakos makes is
one that I accept and agree with.
On that basis the house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 10.31 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.
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works for the removal of the level crossing at North Road,
Ormond, without proper consultation of those affected.

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

Elevated rail proposal
The PRESIDENT — Order! I wish to draw to the
attention of members, and I am sure many of them are
aware of it from the work they do in their communities,
that this week we are celebrating the centenary of the
Returned and Services League. The Returned and
Services League was founded in 1916 by returning
Australian soldiers from World War I. The main aim of
the RSL at that point was, and continues to be, to
provide the camaraderie, concern and mateship that was
shown by diggers during the conflict and, obviously, to
provide a range of support services to them.
Since its foundation the RSL has grown to
1200 sub-branches Australia-wide, with more than
170 000 members and over 200 000 affiliate members,
making it the largest ex-service organisation in the
country.
Obviously this year there is a very strong focus on the
returned soldiers from the Vietnam conflict, and that
has been noted in previous proceedings here. We
congratulate the RSL on its work in the veterans
community and indeed in looking after their families
over the past 100 years.
I wish all members of the RSL, and I am sure all
members of this house join with me, a significant and
happy celebration this year of the work of the RSL.
Whilst in some ways it is unfortunate that the
organisation continues to be needed in the community
for purposes other than perhaps just community
involvement in respect of, again, continuing to look
after ex-servicemen and ex-servicewomen and their
families, we certainly thank it for that work and
encourage it to continue that work on behalf of the
broader community.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

North Road, Ormond, level crossing
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
We, the undersigned citizens of Victoria, call on the Andrews
government to adequately compensate for losses experienced
by small businesses due to changes to the schedule of planned

To the Honourable the President and members of the
Legislative Council assembled in Parliament:
We, the undersigned citizens of Victoria, call on the
Legislative Council of Victoria to note:
the Victorian government has announced plans to
construct concrete pylon sky rails on long sections of the
Dandenong–Pakenham lines as a cheaper alternative to
traditional methods of delivering its level crossing
removal election commitments;
that affected local communities were not properly
consulted in the development of these plans, with reports
that those residents most affected by the imposition of
sky rail were purposefully excluded from what limited
consultation actually occurred; and
that affected residents are completely opposed
to the construction of sky rails along the
Dandenong–Pakenham lines, with their inherent greatly
increased visual impact and noise pollution and greatly
reduced residential amenity and privacy.
We therefore demand the Andrews Labor government
abandon its cheap and nasty sky rail plans and instead
proceed with a rail-under-road solution to level crossing
removals as has been so successfully implemented at Burke
Road, Glen Iris.

By Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan)
(241 signatures).
Laid on table.

ECONOMIC, EDUCATION, JOBS AND
SKILLS COMMITTEE
Portability of long service leave entitlements
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) presented
report, including appendices, extracts of
proceedings and minority report, together with
transcripts of evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be published.
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Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I
move:
That the Council take note of the report.

In doing so as the chair of the parliamentary Economic,
Education, Jobs and Skills Committee, I note it has
been an interesting journey for all of us on this inquiry.
Long service leave began in the 1850s in Australia and
has remained a fundamental condition of service or
employment in many awards and enterprise
agreements. It provides employees with a much-needed
rest after 10 or more years of continued service. It
allows workers to take a break, travel or spend time
with their families and return to work rejuvenated.
A portable scheme acknowledges the continuity of
service of the worker in the same industry, rather than
ongoing employment with a single employer. However,
not all employees in Victoria have the right to portable
long service leave. What became evident during the
hearings is that the industrial sectors where people
really miss out are the hospitality, security and cleaner
industries, no doubt due to the transitory and
contractual nature of their employment.
The public hearings saw people from all walks of life
telling their stories. In some cases it was genuinely
distressing to hear of decent, hardworking people
stripped of the right to long service leave simply
because the company they worked for had changed
hands, notwithstanding that the duties of the position
and the working location stayed the same. In one
instance a cleaner told the hearing they had worked for
the same company, albeit under different owners, for
24 years and still missed out on long service leave. This
is inconsistent with natural justice and unfairly
stigmatises lower paid workers in those industries.
The committee’s deliberations were at times robust and
passionate. All aspects of the financial viability of
adopting a uniform industry-wide Victorian portable
long service leave scheme were canvassed and
discussed at length. For this I thank the members of the
committee for their honesty and commitment to this at
times contentious issue.
Due to a lack of empirical evidence, it was necessary to
look at the operation of current interstate portable long
service leave schemes with a view to their possible
implementation in Victoria. The recommendations
contained in the report go to the heart of equity and
justice for workers who have, through no fault of their
own, been denied access to long service leave. This
provision is viewed as a longstanding right by the trade
union movement. The inquiry has not sought to invent
the wheel; it already exists. In Victoria a statutory
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scheme operates for the building and construction
industry, and 13 other schemes function throughout the
rest of Australia in the construction, contract cleaning,
community services, security and black coal mining
industries. The main benefits of portability articulated
to the committee are the fundamental protection of
workers entitlements and the increased capacity of
employers to recruit and retain staff.
The committee recommends that the government
conduct a feasibility study into the introduction of a
portable long service leave provision for the cleaning
and security industries. The committee also found merit
in introducing a scheme for the community services
sector. In 2007 and 2010 the previous Labor
government undertook considerable work to develop
such a scheme. However, due to the rollout of the
national disability insurance scheme, this work requires
revision prior to any implementation.
I would like to place on record my appreciation to all
the organisations and individuals who participated in
the inquiry. In particular I would like to thank my
fellow committee members: the deputy chair, Ms Dee
Ryall, a member of the Legislative Assembly; Mr Jeff
Bourman and Mr Cesar Melhem; and Mr Peter Crisp,
Mrs Christine Fyffe and Mr Don Nardella, also
members of the Legislative Assembly. My gratitude
also goes to the secretariat — executive officer
Ms Kerryn Risely, research officer Dr Marianna
Stylianou and administrative officer Ms Janelle
Spielvogel — who managed to display cool
professionalism and dedication to the tasks at hand
during the emotive and sometimes passionate sessions.
The recommendations in the report attempt to address
the anomalies that are inherent for some workers in
Victoria. They seek to redress the discrimination
suffered by lower paid workers. I commend the report
and the recommendations contained in it to this house.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise and speak on the report of the
Economic, Education, Jobs and Skills Committee into
the portability of long service leave entitlements. First
of all I must thank the secretariat, who did an
exceptional job in trying circumstances. I came in part
of the way through the inquiry, so I only saw what I got
to see. I personally have never had long service leave,
and funnily enough I have been a security guard, so I
kind of get the idea of where the issues lie and what the
committee was trying to address — the issue of the
same people in the same place and the same seat doing
the same job never getting long service leave.
The biggest problem I found was that there was not
enough data to support a fix. As we heard the evidence,
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it was clear that there has not been enough time since,
for instance, the ACT scheme was introduced to
actually draw any conclusions. One of the things I
really took out of it was that, first of all, it is a problem
that needs to be solved, and second of all, this may or
may not be the answer. We need to find out. We need
to make sure we do the best thing for the workers in the
end. Really it was interesting because it was my first
ever report. I must commend the chair as well for again
going through some difficult times. I commend the
report to the house.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I also
rise to speak on the report. It was a long and overdue
process, and I want to commend the committee
members and the staff for the great work they have
done. I also acknowledge all the good work of the
various organisations and individuals who actually
appeared before the committee.
I just want to talk about the individual case of Sam
Ismaili. He has outlasted nine premiers. He cleans the
Premier’s office, and as I said, he has seen nine
premiers come and go. He has been working here for
nearly 40 years and yet has not been able to claim long
service leave. Why? Every time he gets close to
claiming long service leave, the contract is changed and
he gets a new employer. That is the exact problem that
the cleaning and security industries have been facing
for 100 years. A lot of workers enjoy long service
leave, but people in these industries do not, and
similarly those in the community services industry do
not. These are people like Sam, who have worked in
one building for nearly 40 years and yet cannot enjoy
long service leave like the rest of the workers in the
state.
Other states have moved to provide long service leave
for the cleaning industry, the security industry and the
community sector. It is time for Victoria to basically do
the same, to follow suit and implement portable long
service leave for workers in these industries. We are
talking about workers who are the lowest paid in our
community, and they do some great work for us, so I
think it is time to have portable long service leave
endorsed. I urge the government to do so. I know when
the Premier met with Sam he was keen to actually fix
that issue and look at implementing portable long
service leave so that people like Sam would not miss
out again.
I commend the report to the house. I know it has been a
difficult process, but I think the report is a worthwhile
report and I hope the government will adopt it.
Motion agreed to.
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STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE
ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING
Rate capping policy
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade), pursuant to standing
order 23.30, presented government response.
Laid on table.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General’s Reports on —
Follow up of Asset Confiscation Scheme, June 2016
(Ordered to be published).
Follow up of Recreational Maritime Safety, June 2016
(Ordered to be published).
Follow up of Residential Care Services for Children,
June 2016 (Ordered to be published).
Managing and Reporting on the Performance and Cost
of Capital Projects, June 2016 (in lieu of that tabled
4 May 2016) (Ordered to be published).
Auditor-General’s Office — Annual Plan, 2016–17.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes —
Ballarat Planning Scheme — Amendment C197.
Bass Coast Planning Scheme — Amendment C82.
Boroondara Planning Scheme — Amendment C255.
Mansfield Planning Scheme — Amendment C31.
Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme —
Amendment C225.
Port Phillip Planning Scheme — Amendment C107.
Southern Grampians Planning Scheme —
Amendment C33.
Yarra Planning Scheme — Amendment C215.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament —
Australian Consumer Law and Fair Trading Act
2012 — No. 54.
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968 —
No. 55.
Plant Biosecurity Act 2010 — No. 53.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule No. 53.
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National Reconciliation Week
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — National
Reconciliation Week is a time for Australians to reflect
on our shared histories, a time to celebrate the
achievements and contributions of Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander peoples, and a time to think about
how we can positively contribute to closing the gap for
the benefit of all Australians. This year’s reconciliation
week took place last week. It marked a quarter of a
century since the establishment of the Council for
Aboriginal Reconciliation, 15 years since the
establishment of Reconciliation Australia and 10 years
of Reconciliation Australia’s reconciliation action plan
program.
The theme for Reconciliation Week in 2016 was Our
History, Our Story, Our Future and was derived from
The State of Reconciliation in Australia. The report
asks all Australians to reflect on our national identity
and the place of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
histories, cultures and rights in our nation’s story.
Exhibitions and performances took place across
Victoria and Australia to celebrate this very important
week.
I take this opportunity to mention the events held in
Portland in my electorate at the civic hall last Friday.
They included cultural performances by the Winda
Mara Dancers; presentations from local secondary
school students Acacia Scott from Portland Secondary
College, Jamaine Jones from Heywood & District
Secondary College, and Kaitlyn Boyer from Bayview
College; a Koori art display; music from Aaron
Morgan; presentations on Indigenous projects including
the Budj Bim master plan by elder Denis Rose; and a
keynote speech from executive director of Aboriginal
Victoria, Jason Mifsud.
Congratulations to all those involved in these events
that celebrated the rich and proud Indigenous history of
the south-west of Victoria.

Jhett and Caleb Perry
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise today to congratulate
Warrnambool College student Jhett Perry, who
defeated his older brother Caleb to win the School
Sport Victoria senior boys golf title on Monday.
Fifteen-year-old Jhett finished with 74, one shot ahead
of Caleb, who is 16, at Churchill Park Golf Club in
Melbourne. This great feat may see either Jhett or
Caleb Perry take over as the world no. 1 from Jason

Wednesday, 8 June 2016

Day! And what a great role model Jason Day is to the
sport of golf, as is Warrnambool’s Marc Leishman.
What a difference this is to our best men’s tennis
players, who are not good enough to be in the top 10
but their antics are a disgrace to this sporting nation. It
is time they understood that their behaviour is not
acceptable in the wonderful world of sport in Australia.

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My electorate of
Eastern Victoria Region has hundreds of towns from
major large centres to tiny hamlets, each housing a
Country Fire Authority (CFA) station maintained by a
brigade of men and women who volunteer their time
for free. They turn out to protect their community,
answering the call of the pager, whether the incident is
a car accident, a chemical spill, a shop or hayshed fire
or a major crisis such as we saw on Black Saturday.
Highly trained, capable, passionate and on the whole
modest and self-effacing, today these volunteers are
genuinely concerned and frustrated. Their message is
simple. They do not have an issue with paid firefighters
seeking the best pay and working conditions. Their
message is: remove the clauses that seek to compromise
the autonomy and independence of the CFA as they are
impractical, unworkable and insulting clauses.
One CFA member stated:
With 5000-plus calls to my name over 35 years, call it
whatever you like, but any clause that demands agreement
will be a tool to hamper the ability of management to manage.
CFA should have an obligation to consult but, at the end of
the day, CFA management should make the decisions, not
Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria (VFBV) and definitely not
the United Firefighters Union.

Mr Andrews must do what is right in this situation and
support the CFA board and his own minister’s position.
The economic impact of this enterprise bargaining
agreement is untenable for Victorians. The CFA
volunteer charter, signed by the state government,
VFBV and the CFA chairman, outlines the rights of
volunteers. Is it fair? Is it just? Is it reasonable? Does it
discriminate against volunteers? At present
Mr Andrews stands to take a blowtorch to this charter.
The answer is no.

Benalla mental health services
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — Last week the
Minister for Mental Health, the Honourable Martin
Foley, joined me in Benalla to talk with the community
about increasing mental health support. We met with
the incredibly strong and determined parents of local
student Max Avdyugin, who tragically took his own
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life just a few months ago. We then addressed a
community forum that packed out the Benalla
Performing Arts Centre. It was an emotional couple of
hours, with many locals sharing their experiences with
mental health and the barriers to accessing help. It was
an incredible display of united determination to do
better.
Participants included Benalla Health, representatives of
GPs, police, council youth and community
development workers, North East Support and Action
for Youth, a school principal and teachers, sport
coaches, community leaders and many, many young
people. Mayor Justin King should be congratulated for
taking a real lead in this space. The council and state
government are committed to working with a range of
partners to coordinate investment and support for the
broader Benalla community so that when people need
help they know what is available and where to get it.
Justin King also took the opportunity to launch the
online portal Connect Benalla, designed to better link
people to local services, which will be fully functional
by the end of the month.
Building on the initiatives of the Benalla Rural City
Council, the minister announced a 24-hour phone line
dedicated to providing information to the Benalla
community. That phone number is now live; it is
1800 697 617. This was all about providing a
community approach to mental health, working
together to support each other in a time of need. I thank
the minister for his support.

Human Rights Law Centre
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Last
Friday, 3 June, I was pleased to attend the Human
Rights Law Centre 10th anniversary fundraising dinner.
Also present were Ms Patten, Greens senators Sarah
Hanson-Young and Janet Rice, the Victorian equal
opportunity and human rights commissioner Kristen
Hilton, members of the judiciary and the legal
community and many other supporters of the Human
Rights Law Centre. The centre is a very special
organisation, which has been pivotal in defending
human rights in Australia.
It was inspiring to hear the executive director, Hugh de
Kretser, speak about the work of the wonderful staff of
the centre and its 10 years of impact on issues such as
the rights of asylum seekers and prisoners, marriage
equality, the over-representation of Aboriginal people
in custody and so many others. A frank and moving
keynote address was delivered by Stan Grant — on
Mabo Day — about the challenges facing us all to
overcome the discrimination, injustice and inequities
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that are still part of the lives of Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islander people in this country.

Returned and Services League of Australia
centenary
Ms PENNICUIK — I would like to acknowledge
that the RSL is marking its 100th anniversary. The RSL
was formed in June 1916 by returned servicemen to
remember those who had not returned and to help each
other out. So many World War I veterans were injured
physically and/or psychologically, and there was little if
any government welfare. The RSL established
programs, including retraining and employment
programs, to support veterans and their families. It was
instrumental in creating the commonwealth repatriation
scheme and service, disability and war widow pensions.
On a personal level, my grandfather was a founding
member of the Caulfield RSL, and my father was also a
long-term member there. Like thousands of other
veterans from World War I, World War II and conflicts
since, they found support and friendship at the RSL and
were also able to support and help others who needed it.
The RSL has played a significant and, for many,
life-saving role in Australia for 100 years, as the
President outlined at the start of proceedings today.

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I want to
comment on the Country Fire Authority-United
Firefighters Union dispute, which continues. This has
been very poorly handled by the government; that is a
matter of public record. The large number of
attendees — more than 3000, likely 3500 — who were
there on Sunday to support the Country Fire Authority
(CFA) reflected the views of people from — —
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr DAVIS — Indeed, Ms Crozier, from all over the
state. That is the point of my comment today. Many
people think this is a country issue, and protecting the
CFA and the enormous, deep reservoir of more than
60 000 volunteers is a very significant safety measure
for the Victorian community. That is not just
country-based Victorians. Of course it is farmers and
country communities and country towns, but it is also
those Victorians who travel to country Victoria, it is
also those who live in the city but own a farm in
country Victoria, it is also those who live in the city —
in my electorate, in Mr Dalla-Riva’s electorate, in
Ms Crozier’s electorate — who have a business in
country Victoria and it is also those who holiday in
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country Victoria who are dependent on the CFA for
their safety into the future.
The plan of the United Firefighters Union is of course a
long-term one. And there is no question: let us call a
spade a spade. It has always wanted to wind back the
CFA’s involvement. What I have to say is that it would
be wrong and that it is in the interests of all Victorians,
including those in metropolitan Melbourne, that the
CFA is protected.

Joan’s Garden
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I was
delighted to attend the opening of Joan’s Garden at
Joan Kirner House at the Williamstown Community
and Education Centre on Wednesday, 1 June. It is a
very special garden honouring the late Joan Kirner, AC.
I was honoured to be in the presence of the Governor of
Victoria, the Honourable Linda Dessau, AM, who
officially opened the garden. Also in attendance were
Joan’s husband, Ron, my colleague Cesar Melhem,
local government and community leaders, local
businesspeople and volunteers who helped build the
garden, local residents who use the community centre
and family friends of Joan. It was a significant day for
all of us as it marked one year since Joan Kirner passed
away. Joan Kirner was not only our state’s first and
only female Premier but also a truly strong and
inspiring leader who achieved so much throughout her
life. The location of the garden is significant in that
Joan played a vital role in securing the old
Williamstown courthouse and transforming it into the
active community centre it is today. Joan played a vital
role throughout her career and brought so much value
to the western suburbs.
A lot of thought has been put into building this garden
and many of its features are significant to the memory
of Joan, depicting her passions and interests. That
includes the use of the colours purple, green and
white — suffragette colours — which reflect Joan’s
strong support of women in politics, and a Sherrin
football as an acknowledgement of her passion for the
Essendon Football Club, the Bombers, as well as the
use of red and black throughout the garden. I thank
Mark Brophy, manager of the Williamstown
Community and Education Centre, staff and volunteers
as well as all who were involved in bringing Joan’s
Garden to life, from the initial planning stage to the
final stages of opening the garden to the community. It
is a great achievement, and I am sure Joan would be
proud to see it today.

Wednesday, 8 June 2016

Doncaster and Rowville rail lines
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — The Victorian
Greens were happy to support the bill that established
Infrastructure Victoria in September 2015, because
investment in infrastructure, particularly public
transport infrastructure, has been neglected in this state.
At the time we recognised that Victoria needed an
independent authority that used a triple-bottom-line
approach. However, the Greens are concerned that in its
report All Things Considered Infrastructure Victoria has
stated that Doncaster and Rowville heavy rail lines
should be excluded from the 30-year plan. It has done
this on a flimsy evidence basis, which is limited to
summaries of feasibility studies and a couple of blog
posts on Crikey.
Infrastructure Victoria has ignored the mountain of
information that supports the Doncaster and Rowville
heavy rail lines, including but not limited to studies
commissioned by local governments in Melbourne’s
east, analysis conducted by the Public Transport Users
Association and the full feasibility studies conducted by
Public Transport Victoria and its predecessor agency.
The community has long called for the Doncaster and
Rowville heavy rail lines to be built. Swathes of the
eastern suburbs have no access to heavy rail, and only
the Doncaster and Rowville heavy rail lines can meet
this shortfall in service provision. The Greens implore
the government to ensure Infrastructure Victoria takes
full consideration of the community’s views and the
existing evidence base to ensure Doncaster and
Rowville rail lines get the informed consideration they
deserve and are included in the 30-year infrastructure
plan for Victoria.

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Premier’s determination to support the United
Firefighters Union (UFU) despite support for the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) from the Minister for
Emergency Services, Jane Garrett, the CFA’s CEO,
Lucinda Nolan, the CFA board and importantly the
CFA volunteers demonstrates a government with deep
divisions. Government members were out on the front
steps of the Parliament yesterday in support of the UFU
members and not one government member appeared in
support of CFA volunteers at a rally on Sunday. This
clearly demonstrates the priorities of this government. It
is all about power, control and supporting the union,
which after all helped Labor win government in 2014.
The Premier backs the UFU and CFA agreement
recommended by Fair Work commissioner Julius Roe,
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which includes payment of drivers licence fees, a
$125 sports voucher every year, payment of ambulance
fees, a prohibition on part-time employment, a
prohibition on having volunteers and professional
firefighters in the same truck, a condition that any
adverse report in an employee’s file must be removed
from their records after 12 months, a prohibition on
redundancy, both compulsory and voluntary — and the
list goes on. Why would the Premier not back Julius
Roe? After all he has previously proclaimed that he has
changed from an idealistic anarchist position to a
Marxist position, and he is a strong supporter of unions.
When he was president of the Australian
Manufacturing Workers Union, he said:
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Shepparton community who braved the freezing
weather to help raise funds for the Give Me 5 for Kids
appeal, a Southern Cross Austereo initiative that raises
funds for the children’s ward at Goulburn Valley
Health. This year’s appeal aims to raise $100 000, and
we are well on the way with $27 000 raised from the
feast and a generous donation of $25 000 from the Mad
Cow Mud Run. I know our generous community will
dig deep to ensure we reach the $100 000 goal.
Congratulations to Austereo and the organising
committees of the feast and the Mad Cow Mud Run for
helping to make our community such a great place to
live.

Shepparton showgrounds redevelopment
Unless we grow we will have declining capacity to influence
political outcomes, including the policies of the Australian
Labor Party.

It is clear where the Premier wants this decision to go,
and that is a union takeover of the CFA. Otherwise why
would he not respect the concerns of the CFA and his
minister and take a stand and support the CFA?

Banyule City Council
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — On
Wednesday, 1 June, I attended a meeting with the
mayor of the City of Banyule, Cr Craig Langdon, and
the city’s CEO, Mr Simon McMillan, to discuss the
council’s 2016–17 budget. New programs and projects
were explained in detail, and I was very impressed with
the forward-thinking, far-reaching and visionary plans
for the future of Banyule and its residents. I thank
Banyule City Council officers for their presentation and
fully support their proposed new endeavours.

Battle of Long Tan commemoration
Mr ELASMAR — On Thursday, 2 June, I was
present at the Banyule council’s commemoration of the
50th anniversary of the Battle of Long Tan. There were
several state and federal parliamentary colleagues in
attendance, including our President, the Honourable
Bruce Atkinson. While the occasion was a solemn one,
I took the opportunity to meet veterans, who shared
with me their stories about a time when Australia went
to war to fight against communism. I thank the
organisers at Banyule council for arranging this special
event.

Give Me 5 for Kids
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — On a very
cold evening last week Shepparton turned out in force
to Rug Up for the Kids and take part in the Feast on the
Fairway. I joined roughly 220 members of the Greater

Ms LOVELL — Last Thursday I was pleased to
attend the official unveiling of the latest addition to the
Shepparton Showgrounds Reserve, which also marked
the completion of the redevelopment. The
redevelopment was co-funded by the Greater
Shepparton City Council and the former coalition
government — a fact that the current Minister for
Regional Development begrudgingly almost
acknowledged during the launch. The project includes a
multi-use event and recreation area, which includes a
new grassed surface, improved environmentally
sustainable drainage, new lighting and additional
infrastructure. The showgrounds will host a variety of
events throughout the year, and it is now an outstanding
large-scale venue. The new features and facilities will
hopefully draw more and more events to our area in
coming years.

Road Trauma Support Services Victoria
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Today I
want to acknowledge Road Trauma Support Services
Victoria and its recent Shine a Light on Road Safety
campaign, which it runs annually. Road Trauma
Support Services Victoria was founded in 1994 by a
small group of people whose lives had been directly
impacted by road trauma. They understood the need for
specialist services and support that could be offered to
those who like themselves were suffering from the loss
of a loved one on the roads, so they joined with
professionals working in this area to provide
counselling and support over the past 21-plus years. It
is an amazing organisation that, as I said, started from
quite humble beginnings, but it is at the point now
where it is running an annual campaign around road
safety that has been very successful in highlighting that
when there is a terrible accident there are consequences
not only for the person who was the victim of that
particular tragedy but also in terms of the waves that
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ripple through all their families and friends in their
community.

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) — I
am pleased to be able to make a few comments today
about the independent umpire in the dispute that we
currently have regarding the Country Fire Authority
(CFA) and the United Firefighters Union (UFU). This
is a phrase that has been repeatedly used — ‘the
independent umpire’. I am interested, as someone who
has appeared before the commission, to give a few facts
about Commissioner Julius Roe. He has written of his
own views, describing how he became a Marxist,
having been an anarchist.
Looking back on his involvement in the 1960s and
1970s he said:
The struggles of that period exposed how conservative many
of those who called themselves Marxist had become.

He said of himself:
I changed from an idealistic anarchist position to a Marxist
position only slowly.

This is the person who has been intimately involved in
Labor Party politics, in factional politics, for his whole
adult life. He is a constituent of Martin Foley, a
minister in this government. He and his family are part
of his left power base in that seat. He was on the
national policy committee of the Labor Party up until
2010, 5 minutes before his appointment by Julia
Gillard. I recall those appointments because there were
six appointments made to the Fair Work Commission
on that occasion and five of them — surprise,
surprise — were from the union movement. Is it any
surprise that this particular commissioner comes to this
set of recommendations for this dispute, particularly
when he has given so little airtime to the CFA —
something that it raised very vocally on these steps only
a couple of days ago. This is the man that those
opposite call the independent umpire. He is anything
but; he is one of their mates.

He later said:
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I changed from an idealistic anarchist position to a Marxist
position only slowly.

Immediately prior to his appointment to the
commission, up until 2010, he was on the national
policy committee of the ALP. He is a constituent of
Martin Foley in the Assembly seat of Albert Park, and
his family is actively involved in supporting him. How
this person can be independent from the goals of the
government in this dispute is utterly beyond me. He is
part of the minister’s power base in his seat — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am having great
difficulty in hearing this contribution. Ms Fitzherbert
from the top.
Ms FITZHERBERT — Thank you. Julius Roe has
been repeatedly referred to as the independent umpire
in the dispute that he is overseeing in relation to the
UFU and the CFA. He wrote of his own political views
in the 1980s and said:
The struggles of that period —

referring back to the 1960s and 1970s —
exposed how conservative many of those who called
themselves Marxist had become.
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Statement of compatibility
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) 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, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the Ridesharing Bill 2016.
In my opinion, the Ridesharing Bill 2016, 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
The purpose of the bill is to legalise the provision of
ridesharing services in Victoria, impose duties on facilitators
of ridesharing, provide exemptions for ridesharing from
certain provisions under the Transport (Compliance and
Miscellaneous) Act 1983, and amend the Transport
Integration Act 2010 to recognise the undertaking of rideshare
journeys as a transport service.
Right to privacy and reputation
Section 13 of the charter provides a person with the right not
to have his or her privacy, family, home or correspondence
unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with; and not to have his or
her reputation unlawfully attacked.
Clause 6 of the bill sets out a number of requirements that
must be met before a rideshare facilitator can enter into a
rideshare driver arrangement with a person. Some of these
requirements will include criminal history, and driving history
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(such as current licensing), access to which will be necessary
for confirmation. These provisions are designed to ensure that
passengers are safe, and that rideshare facilitators meet basic
standards of driver experience and character.
In my view this does not inappropriately limit the right, as
seeking such information prior to employment is common
practice in most industries, and necessary to promote public
safety.
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Second reading
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

I present for the house’s consideration the Ridesharing
Bill 2016. This bill seeks to legalise ridesharing in
Victoria.

Right to be presumed innocent
Section 25(1) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proved guilty according to law.
Clause 6(1)(d) of the bill requires that a facilitator not enter
into a rideshare driver arrangement with a person who is
subject to a charge for a category 1 offence that has not been
finally disposed of. This provision ensures that arrangements
are not entered into until these serious charges have been
disposed of, avoiding both uncertainty of potential future
breach, and risk to passengers.
In my view this does not inappropriately limit the right to be
presumed innocent, as a person who is acquitted of such a
charge may subsequently pursue an arrangement with a
facilitator without the facilitator falling foul of the provision.
Right not to be punished more than once
Section 26 of the charter provides that a person has the right
not to be tried or punished more than once for an offence in
respect of which he or she has already been finally convicted
or acquitted in accordance with law.
Clause 6 of the bill provides that a rideshare driver
arrangement may only be entered into when the driver meets
certain requirements. According to the requirements, a
rideshare facilitator may not enter into such an arrangement
with a person who, in the last 10 years, has been found guilty
of various offences, or in some circumstances not yet had the
offence discharged.
This provision promotes passenger safety, and the
construction of category 1 offences and category 2 offences
are in line with the current requirements for commercial
passenger vehicles under the Transport (Compliance and
Miscellaneous) Act 1983.
Additionally, restricting access to specific employment based
on offence history exists in a variety of legislation. As
rideshare drivers will conceivably be carrying passengers who
may be vulnerable, it is crucial to ensure the safety of these
passengers through requirements. In my opinion this is not a
contravention of the right.
For the reasons above, I consider that the Ridesharing Bill
2016, as introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible
with the human rights protected by the charter.
Fiona Patten, MLC

Ridesharing has been operating in Victoria since 2012,
though reading the various iterations of transport
legislation we can see it in fact existed in some forms as
early as the 1920s. The ridesharing we see today largely
consists of platforms designed to allow drivers to accept
jobs from passengers, who make their request through
the relevant platform facilitated by an application. Such
systems are an example of collaborative consumption,
or sharing economies.
Companies such as Uber, Airbnb and various music
streaming platforms are often characterised by the
coordination of peer-to-peer-based sharing through
online services.
These innovative industries capitalise on information
technology developments, the ubiquity of mobile
phones, and the widespread use of social media.
According to a 2014 paper by George Mason
University, these services ‘can improve consumer
welfare by offering new innovations, more choices,
more service differentiation, better prices and higher
quality services’. In a 2015 report
PricewaterhouseCoopers suggested that, by 2025, ‘five
key sharing sectors — travel, car sharing, finance,
staffing, music and video streaming — have the
potential to increase in global revenue from roughly
$15 billion today to around $335 billion’.
Ridesharing shouldn’t be viewed as a negative
competitor for the transport system — rather, these
platforms are filling a gap in the market, representing
an affordable alternative for consumers and a unique
income stream for car owners.
These systems require trust. Poor reviews, bad word of
mouth, or multiple complaints can kill these industries.
This is appropriate, as a decentralised approach requires
checks and balances.
As such, my aim in this bill is to capture the complex
relationships that comprise ridesharing, while imposing
a number of duties on rideshare facilitators aimed to
promote accountability and safety for consumers.
Part 1 of the bill provides definitions for rideshare
application, rideshare driver, rideshare driver
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arrangement, rideshare platform, rideshare journey, and
rideshare facilitator. A rideshare journey refers to a
journey in which a person is, or is to be, carried as a
passenger in a motor vehicle as arranged under a
rideshare platform. This would not capture a journey
given through vehicle pooling, even if an application
was used to facilitate the contact between individuals,
as it has not been organised through a rideshare
platform. A rideshare platform is narrowly defined, and
is intended to capture systems specifically designed for
the facilitation of rideshare journeys. A messaging
application, or a social media website, through which a
person could advertise or request driver services would
not be automatically considered a rideshare platform.
To be considered thus, the platform must meet certain
elements. Clarifying these components, and the
subsequent relationships between a rideshare facilitator
and rideshare driver, are a key aspect of this bill.
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relationships of ridesharing, which allows us to start
regulating these relationships.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms PULFORD
(Minister for Agriculture).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 15 June.

COUNTRY FIRE AUTHORITY
ENTERPRISE BARGAINING AGREEMENT
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am
pleased to move:
That this house supports Country Fire Authority volunteers in
their call to keep the CFA’s operations under the full authority
of the CFA chief executive officer (CEO) and chief fire
officer (CFO), and notes —

This part also provides for varying commencement
dates to allow for government regulation, and
protection for current workers.

(1) the support of 60 000 volunteers asking the Premier to
refuse to agree to the enterprise bargaining agreement
sought by the United Firefighters Union (UFU);

Part 2 imposes duties on those who own, operate or
control rideshare platforms. Rideshare facilitators will
have obligations such as ensuring that a rideshare
application operates to display certain images and
information. Facilitators will be prohibited from
entering into arrangements with people who don’t meet
minimum standards around driving experience and
criminal history. These requirements are similar to the
ones that apply to drivers of commercial passenger
vehicles. The vehicles must meet registration
requirements and be manufactured within the last
10 years. The bill takes a breach of these duties
seriously, with penalties of up to $182 000 for an
offence by a company.

(2) the review by the Victorian Equal Opportunity and
Human Rights Commission finding the proposed EBA
discriminates against women and people with a
disability;

Part 3 excludes ridesharing vehicles from the definition
of commercial passenger vehicles in the Transport
(Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983, and
incorporates ridesharing journeys into the definition of
transport services under the Transport Integration Act
2010.
This bill is about protecting drivers from prosecution,
protecting passengers undertaking rideshare journeys,
and ensuring that our laws keep pace with innovative
technologies that facilitate share economies.
Regulations will need to account for insurance,
accreditation, health checks, and access to disability
subsidies. It is appropriate and intended under this
legislation, that the government introduce regulation
that clarifies these points in detail. This bill enables this
to occur by defining the relevant components and

(3) the comments of the CFA board that the proposed EBA
would be unworkable and would remove authority from
the CEO and CFO; and
(4) the comments of the Minister for Emergency Services
that clause 21 of the proposed EBA, giving veto powers
to the UFU, has been a disaster for the Metropolitan Fire
Brigade and expressing her concern over the proposal to
require a minimum of seven paid firefighters on a
fireground.

This motion follows on from a debate in a recent sitting
week where the house also debated the enterprise
bargaining agreement (EBA) between the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) and the United Firefighters Union and
all the issues that are associated with it. I am pleased to
move this motion calling on the house to support the
Country Fire Authority volunteers in their call to keep
the CFA’s operations under the full authority of the
CFA chief executive officer and the chief fire officer.
The motion goes on to note the role of the 60 000
volunteers; the review by the Victorian Equal
Opportunity and Human Rights Commission, which
found that the proposed EBA discriminates against
women and people with a disability; the comments of
the CFA board that the proposed EBA would be
unworkable and would remove the authority from the
CEO and the CFO; and the comments of the Minister
for Emergency Services that clause 21 of the proposed
EBA, giving veto powers to the UFU, has been a
disaster for the Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB) and
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expressing her concern over the proposal to require a
minimum of seven paid firefighters on a fireground.
This is a very contentious issue. Before I get into the
issues, let me just put on the record again that from my
perspective as a member for Eastern Victoria Region it
has been an absolute privilege during my time in this
place to see firsthand the way that the volunteers
respond — I say the volunteers, because principally in
my electorate that is who they are — to fire
emergencies. Of course there are the ones that we all
know, such as Black Saturday and some of the big fires
that have taken place in East Gippsland over the last
decade. But I also think of some of the smaller fires that
have posed enormous risk, including the fire at Arthurs
Seat on the Mornington Peninsula, close to a very
heavily populated area; some of the grassfires that have
started and have posed significant risk near the urban
fringe, close to my electorate office in Pakenham; and
many of the other fires that have taken place.
It has been a privilege in my roles to have had the
opportunity to talk to people who remember the 1939
fires in the Upper Yarra, which for my first two terms
in Parliament were part of Eastern Victoria Region, and
hear about the stress, angst and pressure that that caused
in Warburton and Yarra Junction and other Upper
Yarra communities. They are wonderful parts of
Victoria. I can say without any loaded commentary that
it is the volunteers who have responded to those fires
because, as I have said, in my electorate predominantly
they are who the community relies upon.
It is extremely distressing that we are where we are,
because this agreement does the CFA no good at all. It
is worth remembering that principally volunteer
organisations like the CFA do not just exist in
perpetuity ‘just because’; they exist because of a
community spirit and a community culture — a culture
that embraces volunteerism, that supports volunteerism
and that encourages volunteerism. These brigades will
not necessarily exist forever. They do not exist for the
good times; they exist because of that community spirit,
that common concern for the welfare of neighbours in
the broader sense and their preparedness to respond.
When I think of the CFA, I often think of the
Moorooduc CFA brigade on the Mornington Peninsula.
The Jones family has been instrumental in the operation
of the Moorooduc CFA for decades. In Moorooduc
there is a primary school, the CFA station and the
antique store. Outside the antique store there is a little
sign that says, ‘Jones’s corner’; and the CFA is directly
opposite the primary school. The Moorooduc brigade
does a remarkable job, engaging with the surrounding
farmers and landowners, and is often one of the first
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brigades to deploy to a fire, whether it be in New South
Wales or in other parts of Victoria — wherever help is
needed. They are remarkable people doing a
remarkable job with nothing but the community’s
interests at heart.
That is what is at risk. These volunteers, as I have said,
need to be encouraged, need to be supported, and their
contribution to our community needs to be valued. This
dispute is having a detrimental impact on that. While
members of the government would say, ‘Oh, this is just
a political stunt by the opposition or by certain people’,
I think that diminishes and underestimates the
intellectual thought and independence of these
volunteers. These people are capable, intelligent people
who make up their own minds on issues. They are not
puppets of a political party; they are not running
political campaigns for fun. Most of these people have
full-time jobs. They turn out to a training session on a
Sunday and they turn out to a fire on a Thursday night.
The last thing they want to do is rally on the steps of
Parliament House when they probably have to take
their kids to basketball or soccer or footy, or do all the
other things that life involves. To see 3500 people rally
on the steps of Parliament House on Sunday was a very
powerful sign of the concern within the CFA.
To put some names to this concern, I was moved by a
story that has run in the Pakenham Gazette and also in
the Warragul and Drouin Gazette. I will quote the
article by Aneeka Simonis of 7 June, which says:
A firefighter union takeover of the CFA will force Victoria’s
longest serving member, Duncan Holman, of Bunyip, to
resign.
With 78 years of experience under his belt, Mr Holman, 93,
holds the title as the longest serving member of the life-saving
firefighter group, however he is prepared to give it all away if
the Fair Work-recommended EBA deal goes ahead with the
deal to further unionise the organisation.
It would mean the United Firefighters Union would have
greater control over the CFA, shaking up operational
responsibilities between paid and volunteer firefighters.
The EBA agreement has been officially rejected by the CFA
which deemed it as ‘unlawful’.
Mr Holman, a CFA life member who captained Longwarry
fire brigade for 36 years, will resign if the controversial pay
deal goes ahead along with his son Peter Holman, a lieutenant
at Warragul CFA, with 45 years service.

As I say, these views and opinions of these types of
people, who have given so much to our community,
should not just be dismissed as part of a political
campaign. These are people who have devoted their
lives to volunteerism and to keeping our communities
safe, and their views should be listened to.
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If you listen to Mr Leane from the contribution he made
when we last debated the CFA in opposition business,
the substance of his contribution, and the substance of
the contributions of the government members who
followed his lead, was that he rang Peter Marshall on
the morning of the debate, and he told him, ‘It’s all
fine — nothing to worry about. It’s all good’. Mr Leane
came in here and basically said, ‘I’ve spoken to
Mr Peter Marshall, and he tells me it’s all good’. I am
sorry to Mr Leane, and I am sorry to members of the
government who have trotted out like comments, but it
is not all good. Three and a half thousand CFA
volunteers do not rally on the steps of Parliament House
for fun; they do so because they have legitimate and
reasonable concerns about the future of their
organisation, about the future independence of their
organisation and about particular issues, like this issue
of seven firefighters on the fireground. They have
legitimate issues that are yet to be addressed.
Of course there have been some very interesting
remarks in the opinion pieces of the papers in the last
week. Let me quote from one from the Herald Sun of
Monday this week, and I will quote extensively from
this opinion piece. It says:
The UFU, which represents paid firefighters, has been a very
passionate and effective advocate for its members. But its
attitude to volunteers has often been dismissive. Many of its
demands in its current dispute with the CFA are Trojan
Horses that would sideline CFA volunteers and undermine
their interests, with little or no real benefit for the paid
firefighters the UFU represents.
It would also undermine the operational authority of the
CFA’s chief officer and operational commanders as well as
compromise the fiduciary responsibilities of the CFA’s board
under the Country Fire Authority Act.

It goes on to say:
The volunteers are the CFA.
Volunteers are 97 per cent of the CFA’s workforce and it
would be nothing without them.
Fair Work’s recommendations may seem like a neat industrial
fix but the folly will only become clear when the volunteer
backbone of the CFA is decimated and Victoria is left
dangerously exposed in future fire danger periods.

Let me just read that again:
Fair Work’s recommendations may seem like a neat industrial
fix but the folly will only become clear when the volunteer
backbone of the CFA is decimated and Victoria is left
dangerously exposed in future fire danger periods.

This author said earlier in his opinion piece, referring to
the volunteers:

Wednesday, 8 June 2016

Without them we’d have had a great many more Black
Saturdays.

He went on to say:
The volunteers ask for little more than respect for the critical
role they serve and the professionalism, training and
experience they bring to the role.

Acting President, you might ask, ‘Who’s the author of
this piece, critiquing the Trojan Horse tactics of the
UFU? Who is this right-wing commentator who is
attacking the UFU, writing in the Herald Sun, attacking
unionism, attacking the role of the UFU, standing up
for volunteers and standing up for the CFA?’. Who is
it? It happens to be André Haermeyer, a former
Minister for Police and Emergency Services in the
Bracks government. He says:
I faced a similar situation as Minister for Police and
Emergency Services in 2000. It was not until I offered my
resignation to the then Premier that I was able to get people’s
undivided attention to what was at stake, that a perilous
situation was averted and the CFA volunteers were backed
with additional support and resources.
Those who would put at risk the CFA’s massive volunteer
base are literally playing with fire.

The government may say that this is a political
witch-hunt, that this is a political beat-up and that this is
the opposition being opportunistic with a political issue.
It is much, much more than that. Regrettably we now
have a government that is shockingly divided. From the
leaks from cabinet on Monday — unprecedented
commentary around what are supposed to be
confidential discussions in cabinet on Monday — to the
revelations today in the Weekly Times — —
Ms Shing interjected.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Government members may
wish to mock the concept that there was a spill, but I
am sure the front page of the Weekly Times was not
devoted to a potential spill motion against the Premier
just because — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Labor members may wish to
mock or laugh about this situation and play it down, but
the revelations in the Weekly Times today of a potential
spill against the Premier are extremely concerning for
the stability of our state and for the resolution of these
important issues. The Weekly Times editorial today
says:
The calamitous dispute between the United Firefighters
Union and the CFA is not something in which the Premier
should be investing so heavily.
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But it appears … his political future is so strongly tied to
support from the UFU in the next election that he is willing to
risk his premiership to support the union in its dispute.
It is difficult not to take note of the vehement opposition of
CFA volunteers, management and board, as well as his own
emergency services minister, Jane Garrett, to the Premier’s
stance.
Rarely has a minister and Premier been at such public
loggerheads.
Mr Andrews is on the wrong side of a battle over one of rural
Victoria’s most respected and trusted institutions.
Add to that the lingering anger over the mishandling of the
V/Line tracks debacle earlier this year, and you have a
Premier suddenly very much on the nose.
It appears he could pay the price with his premiership, with
factional players now stalking him. And once Labor factions
have their sights on you, they rarely let go.

So we have a situation where this dispute has been
ongoing for a very considerable time. There are serious
issues within the government, and there are disputes
within the government between the emergency services
minister and her supporters and the Premier and what
would appear to be his diminishing pool of supporters.
We also have the extremely concerning issue that I
think Minister Richardson has weighed in on, and that
is the issue of the human rights commission’s concern
that up to 12 clauses in the proposed EBA deal could be
discriminatory towards women, parents, carers and
people with a disability. Only yesterday Minister
Jennings and Minister Richardson seemed to contradict
each other about these discriminatory clauses.
Yesterday morning Minister Jennings claimed that the
diversity issues are from a six-month-old report, while
only moments later Minister Richardson said that these
diversity issues need addressing. Which one is it? Who
is right? The Premier’s right-hand man, Minister
Jennings, or Minister Richardson, who appears to be
siding with the Minister for Emergency Services?
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interjections during the 90-second statements. The CFA
budget in 2010–11 was $399 million, and in 2014–15 it
was $457 million — an increase of $58 million. In each
and every one of those budgets after 2010–11 the
money invested by the coalition was greater than the
last Labor budget. It was the same with the MFB. In the
2010–11 budget, the last under John Brumby, there was
$286.4 million, and in every subsequent year during the
term of the coalition government the money invested in
the MFB was more than that. It increased from that
$286.4 million. So let me just put paid to that furphy
that some members of the government seek to peddle.
The key issue before us today is that we as members of
a house of Parliament should support this motion to
support our CFA volunteers, who do such an excellent
job. We should support our CFA volunteers in retaining
control of their organisation. We should support our
CFA volunteers and note the issues that are yet to be
addressed following the report from the Equal
Opportunity and Human Rights Commission. It is time
for the Premier to show some leadership on this issue, it
is time for this issue to be addressed and it is time for
the internal turmoil, factional fighting, backbiting,
minister versus minister and Premier versus minister to
be resolved.
As I said in my introduction, a remarkable organisation
like the CFA needs support and the volunteers need
support. They do a remarkable job. In the words of
André Haermeyer, they are remarkable people who
deserve our support. I would encourage government
members to read that opinion piece by André
Haermeyer, a former emergency services minister in
the Bracks government, and take on board what he has
written about the risks attached to this folly that the
government is currently engaged in. It is time for this
issue to be fixed, and I call on the house to support my
motion.

This is extremely concerning. The morale of the CFA
volunteers is being sapped, and it does not appear that
this issue will be resolved anytime soon, with the
minister at loggerheads with the Premier, with the
Deputy Premier making contradictory remarks to Neil
Mitchell yesterday and with Minister Jennings saying
different things from Minister Richardson. All the
while the Premier has not had an all-in press
conference — the Premier has not spoken to the main
media outlets about this — and he failed to address the
issue properly yesterday.

Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on this motion, and in doing so I just want to go
through a bit of history. Let us stick to the facts and not
this sort of notion of politics. Unfortunately what has
gone wrong over the last couple of months and
particularly over the last few weeks is that there has
been too much politics and interference and the facts
have got lost. That is what happens with enterprise
bargaining agreements (EBAs) when we have got
people throwing rocks from outside of the fence. They
are not inside the fence. They are not familiar with the
ins and outs. What you get is confusion and the truth
getting lost.

Finally, I just want to put paid to the furphy that
somehow there were reductions in the budgets of the
former government, because I listened to the

Let me make a few points in relation to the Country
Fire Authority (CFA). It is an organisation which
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employs career firefighters and engages wonderful
volunteers — somewhere between 37 000 and
60 000 — who do a great job. They definitely have my
respect, they have the respect of the government and
they have the respect of Victorians. They have the
respect of the United Firefighters Union (UFU), and
they have the respect of the career firefighters. Every
single Victorian, without doubt, has respect for the
volunteers and for the career firefighters. That has never
been a subject of any dissent. It has never been a
subject of any criticism from any quarter. The only
people who have decided to force a political wedge are
the members of the Liberal Party.
The Prime Minister, for Christ’s sake, is playing
politics and being divisive. Not long ago we faced the
horrible Black Saturday bushfires, when one could not
distinguish between the volunteer firefighters; the
career firefighters, whether employed by the CFA, the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB) or the Department of
Sustainability and Environment (DSE); and the forest
firefighters. Everybody was in it as one group with one
common aim — to protect the lives of Victorians. That
is their common bond, and as far as I am concerned and
as far as this government is concerned, that bond is still
there. We see no difference in volunteer firefighters,
DSE firefighters, CFA firefighters and MFB
firefighters. They are all one.
I think it is time to stop playing politics with this. Let
the industrial parties sort out the outcome of the
enterprise agreement, which I will come back to in a
moment. It is not the role of the Prime Minister or the
Liberal Party or anyone really — not even the role of
this house — to get involved in the negotiation of an
enterprise agreement. The CFA board and management
are not the sole representatives of the volunteer
firefighters; they are their employer. I think when
individuals or organisations start claiming the exclusive
right to defend volunteers to the exclusion of others, it
tells me we have got a big problem that should not have
happened in the first place. I think what the coalition
should do is step out, let the process take its course and
stop playing politics. There has been a process put in
place to resolve this, and I will come to that in a
moment.
Let us talk about negotiating an enterprise agreement.
People think it is a walk in the park to negotiate a
complex enterprise agreement. The CFA-UFU
negotiation is not the first time a negotiation has
dragged out over a long period of time. We had the
paramedics enterprise agreement process which
dragged on for a number of years. In the end it took a
decision from this government to get the Fair Work
Commission to actually arbitrate to bring the dispute to
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an end. Negotiations can be complex. Parties can have
entrenched positions.
Let us talk about logs of claims. The UFU had a long
log of claims — and I tell you, it had some things there
I would not agree with myself — but the UFU is doing
its job to represent its members, and it should not
apologise or be criticised for that. That is what the
union representatives are doing. They are doing their
job. They have no interest in the volunteers; they are
interested in their members.
I want to distinguish between the CFA as an
organisation, which has career firefighters and
volunteers, and the CFA management. I am only
talking about the CFA management. It had its log of
claims as well, and rightly so. That is the CFA’s right.
It is the employer of the career firefighters, so the
organisation has the right under the current process to
have a log of claims and ask for changes to the current
enterprise agreement. Similarly the UFU had the same
right to prosecute whatever its claims might be as long
as these claims, on both sides, make a lawful log of
claims. You cannot put unlawful items in your log of
claims, because it would be knocked back by the Fair
Work Commission. So that is exactly what happened.
The UFU had a log of claims and the CFA had a log of
claims, and the negotiations commenced sometime in
2013.
Coalition members were going on about the CFA
volunteers not getting a say and the interference of a
third party, but the 2010 EBA in fact had a clause in it
which outlined, step by step, the process for how the
negotiation for a new agreement should actually start.
The first step was to start it six months early. The
second step had a specific provision which prohibited
the CFA or the UFU or anyone from getting a third
party to interfere in the negotiations apart from the Fair
Work Commission. It has all been set out. The clause
basically says that that is what we should be doing: we
should start the process six months early, and hopefully
by the end of the six months when the agreement
expired in September 2013, we would get an
agreement. It is a smart way of doing it, but
unfortunately, for whatever reason, we were not able to
get an agreement.
That is why the government, as the negotiations have
dragged on, has paid a 5 per cent increase in good faith
to the career firefighters to recognise that it has been a
while since that agreement expired. We do not want
them to miss out, because we do respect their work and
value what they do. That was done in good faith, and it
was accepted by the UFU and everyone as a good-faith
approach, and the negotiations continue. That is just to
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give the parties a bit of breathing space to conclude the
negotiations.
The issues we are talking about here are currently
separating the parties. Some people think these are
foreign things — things the UFU or the CFA
management dreamt up suddenly — but if we look at
the 2010 EBA, the current EBA, we can see that the
consultative mechanism about changes and
consultations, reaching an agreement, the status quo
and going through arbitration at the end of the process
is in the current agreement. The issue about diversity
and equal employment opportunity (EEO) is in the
current agreement, and I will read it out:
31. Equal employment opportunity
31.1. The employer will ensure that employees are not
subjected to any form of harassment, that its
employment practices are non-discriminatory and that
all workers have equal access to multiskilling, career
path opportunities and all terms and conditions of
employment.
31.2. To ensure this objective can be achieved it is agreed that
the equal opportunity, affirmative action and sexual
harassment policies of the Country Fire Authority will
be reviewed with the objective of developing these
policies further if appropriate during the life of this
agreement.

It goes on to say:
31.3. The CFA will take into account the family
responsibilities of recruits when deciding their station
allocation so as to ensure that there is no conflict
between their work and their family responsibilities. If
there is disagreement regarding the bona fides of an
applicant’s family responsibilities the matter will be
referred to discussions between a senior representative
of the CFA and UFU. If the matter is not resolved it will
be dealt with in accordance with the dispute resolution
procedure.

I want to talk about the dispute resolution procedure,
which is typical of dispute resolution procedures in
most EBAs around the country, and there are thousands
of them. It goes like this: if you have a dispute over
something, you sit down and talk about it with the
affected person or persons, and if there is no agreement,
the dispute can escalate to the next level, to
management or unions and so forth. If there is no
resolution to a dispute, my understanding is that, as has
happened with Commissioner Roe, the parties will
agree to have an independent person quickly get
everyone together to try to resolve the dispute.
There has been some argument that the UFU will have
a right of veto and the CFA will not be able to do
anything. That is a myth; it is not true. If that were the
case, I could understand why people would have a
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problem with it. The current dispute procedure does not
give the UFU a right of veto, and the proposed dispute
procedure does not give the UFU a right of veto.
I will continue on with the steps. If the independent
person cannot resolve a dispute, then the matter is
referred to the Fair Work Commission for conciliation
and arbitration, so there is an end point. If the employer
introduces something and the parties cannot reach an
agreement, that is not the end of the road; it would not
be the end of the road if that was the case. If the union
refused to agree, that would be a veto. Similarly, if the
union put a claim in and the employer said no, then that
would be a right of veto. But there is an end point,
which is that the Fair Work Commission determines the
final outcome. The dispute resolution procedure and the
so-called veto, which does not exist, only talk about a
situation where there is a disagreement over the
implementation of the agreement or new matters.
By law the union is not allowed to introduce new
claims, so if the agreement contained an X per cent
wage increase, for example, for three years or four
years or whatever the time frame might be, the union
would have no right, and by law could not do it. It
would be breaching the Fair Work Act; it could not do
it anyway, and it will not do so. This is only about how
the agreement is implemented and what the process is if
there is a disagreement; it is not seeking a permission.
Let us talk about seeking permission and how industrial
relations should operate in this state and in this country.
If employers and managers want to make a change,
what is wrong with them getting off their backsides and
going to talk with workers to get their agreement? That
is the best way to do it; you get a better outcome.
There is enough protection in the agreement. If the
workers do not consent to an agreement, there is a
process, so management still has the right to manage. It
can go through the process that can finish up in the Fair
Work Commission, and that matter is determined. I am
talking about new matters. I am not talking about a case
where, for example, the CFA wants a career firefighter
to go and put out a fire and the career firefighter says
no. That person cannot say no; they have got to go and
put the fire out. That would never happen anyway; that
is the other thing we forget.
Why would a union put a clause like this in an
enterprise agreement? You have got to understand that
the firefighters in this country cannot and will not take
industrial action, because their industrial action
basically would withdraw their labour and no-one
would be putting fires out if there were fires; that is
their obligation. Unlike other industries, firefighters
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know that they cannot withdraw their labour; they
cannot do that, because when they sign up, they sign up
for the no. 1 job, which is to protect the lives of
Victorians, to put fires out and to fight fires, so they
cannot withdraw their labour.
If other workers in other industries are not happy with
an outcome in an enterprise agreement negotiation, they
can apply for a lawful industrial action to withdraw
their labour. Firefighters cannot, and similarly
paramedics and the police cannot. The police cannot
say, ‘We’re on strike; we’re not going to fight crimes,
because we’re not happy with our employer’. They
cannot do that, or they never have done that, and I do
not think they will ever do that. I think that is important.
When you have a dispute, you have got to have a
mechanism for how to resolve it.
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Let us talk about the other issue that has been raised
concerning the CFA’s policies and whether or not it can
change its policies. Again, I look at the current
enterprise agreement, which has got a clause about
CFA policy. What I am trying to get to is this: people
think that the UFU is basically taking over the CFA.
Let me tell members that that is not the case, should not
be the case and will not be the case.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr MELHEM — Because the idea that the UFU
will take over the CFA is only in the mind of the
Liberal Party: if you throw enough shit, some of it will
stick. That is exactly what these people have done.
Honourable members interjecting.

There are two ways you could do it — or three ways
really. Firstly, the management of the CFA could do
whatever it likes, full stop, carte blanche, or secondly,
the UFU can do whatever it likes, carte blanche. Then
there is the alternative, which is you have a process in
place with a circuit-breaker trying to resolve it. That is
the dispute-settling procedure that currently exists in the
agreement. It has been further modified as a result of
the negotiations between the CFA management and the
UFU which have been conducted under the stewardship
of Commissioner Roe.

Ms Lovell — On a point of order, Acting President,
I believe Mr Melhem may have just used a four letter
word starting with ‘s’ and ending in ‘t’, which is rather
unparliamentary. I think he should withdraw that
statement.

I was a bit disturbed to hear members of the coalition
attacking the integrity of Commissioner Roe. I had the
pleasure of working with Julius Roe over the years
before he became a commissioner. He was and still is
one of the most respected individuals by employers and
workers. I have not heard anyone say a bad word about
Julius Roe, whether they be employers or workers. He
is a man with high integrity and yet people attack him.
They are attacking an institution. I am not surprised. Let
us look at what the Prime Minister did when a tribunal
on the transport industry handed down a decision he did
not like. He went and abolished it so is he going to go
and abolish the Fair Work Commission? What will be
next? Watch out!

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Eideh) — Thank
you.

I think it is important to stick to the facts, take the
emotion out of the process and try to resolve this issue.
What cabinet did on Monday was the right way to go
about putting the proper process in place to resolve this.
I commend the minister and the Premier, and the whole
cabinet, for attempting to put that process in place and
get some focus on the real issues and get the politics out
of it. I am confident that with their work that will be
resolved.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Eideh) —
Order! Can Mr Melhem clarify what he said. What
were the four letters?
Mr MELHEM — Acting President, I withdraw and
I change the word to ‘mud’ to make them happy.

Mr MELHEM — There is an argument that the
CFA cannot change its policies unless there is an
agreement with the UFU. I go back to the issue of a
control factor. The government, the Premier, the
minister, the whole cabinet, all the government
members — no-one is advocating, and there is no
evidence before us, that the UFU is taking over the
CFA, so can we just move away from this crap. Let us
talk about this policy. There is a set of words in the
current enterprise agreement, and it is my
understanding that there is not much change to the new
draft agreement.
Mr Finn — Who is the AWU going with? Are they
backing Dodgy Dan?
Mr MELHEM — The employment
conditions — —
Ms Shing — Do you want to withdraw that?
Mr Finn — What? That the AWU is backing
Dodgy Dan?
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Ms Shing — ‘Dodgy Dan’. Can we get rid of that
please?
Mr Finn — Well, he is not here. I am inquiring
about what the intentions of the AWU are.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Eideh) —
Order! Is Mr Melhem continuing?
Mr MELHEM — On a point of order, Acting
President, I think it is important that that word be
withdrawn. It reflects on the Premier and his character.
I think it is unparliamentary and I ask for it to be
withdrawn.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Eideh) —
Order! I ask Mr Finn to withdraw. He should refer to
the Premier correctly.
Mr Finn — I take it, Acting President, that the term
‘Dodgy Dan’ is the term you would like me to
withdraw.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Eideh) —
Order! Just withdraw.
Mr Finn — I am happy to withdraw.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Eideh) — Thank
you.
Mr MELHEM — We go on to talk about the
employment — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MELHEM — I have got all day. I cannot hear
myself, that is all.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MELHEM — That is all right; I have got all
day.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Eideh) —
Order!
Mr MELHEM — As I was saying, in relation to
CFA policy and the EBA the matter is very clear. The
way employment relationships are regulated, you have
a set of conditions which are enshrined in an enterprise
agreement and sitting alongside that is the company
policy, like the CFA policies. It is not uncommon to
have an enterprise agreement that would state that
agreements would be read in conjunction with the
policy, but when there is a conflict where the EBA says
one thing and the policy says something else, the
agreement — by law, by the way — prevails. That is
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the fact. Or if the management of the CFA want to
change a certain policy which may conflict with the
EBA, such as altering employee conditions, of course
they have got to reach an agreement. That is an extra
claim otherwise. What is wrong with that? If it is not in
the current agreement, that is what is proposed in the
next agreement. There is a process that has to be
followed, and if there is no agreement the Fair Work
Commission will deal with that. So there is no rocket
science there.
We have been talking about the negotiation process. As
I said earlier, people think that negotiating a complex
enterprise agreement like this is a walk in the park, but
it is not. There have been hundreds of meetings
between the CFA management and the UFU to try to
reach an agreement, including what I talked about as
the process in the Fair Work Commission. Now, my
understanding is that where things are at the moment is
that the CFA management — and I am going to use that
term because we need to separate the whole
organisation and the top management — and the UFU
on the other hand have an agreement on wages and
conditions. So there is no dispute there. There is no
disagreement there. They have reached an agreement.
That is great, so we put that aside. There is no argument
about that. In my understanding it comes down to a
number of issues where there has been a conflict. It
goes to the issue of the volunteers, to the issue about
diversity and discrimination and to the issue of dispute
resolution, which are the so-called veto things. That is
where, in my understanding, there has been a
challenging time.
In my understanding these matters were thrashed out in
the commission before Commissioner Roe for a
number of months since November last year. Reading
the recommendations and some of the other material
available, I note there have been some changes in
position during that period for whatever reason —
where an agreement was reached on a particular clause
or provision and then later on there has been a change
of heart and it was changed again. That could be really
frustrating, and reading Commissioner Roe’s
recommendation I note he actually points out some of
these impasses between the parties. Nonetheless, what
he finished up with on 1 June in my view was a
position which, if it is being interpreted correctly and it
has been fleshed out correctly, could be the basis to
address everyone’s concerns.
The concerns we have here are of three interested
groups. We have the CFA management — and its role
is to actually manage the CFA; we have the career
firefighters, represented by their union; and sitting on
the other side is making sure that the volunteer
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firefighters are not impacted and their role is not
diminished — that there is no impact whatsoever on
their roles. They are the three interest groups. In terms
of outcome, the desire of the government — the
minister, the Premier and everyone in cabinet — is to
make sure the outcome balances the needs of the three
groups. We need to make sure we have an efficient
CFA organisation that is able to be ready and has
sufficient resources and training to make sure it can
perform its job to defend us, Victorians, when we are
faced with bushfires or just fires in the outer suburbs.
That is the other thing. People forget the complexity
with the CFA at the moment. A lot of people think the
CFA is just fighting fires in the bush — 100 kilometres
or 200 kilometres from Melbourne. Well, that is not the
case. It is operating only about 15 or 20 kilometres
from the city, whether it is Caroline Springs, Tarneit,
Werribee or Sunbury. It is operating 20 kilometres from
the city, but with its growth Melbourne has become so
big, it has nearly a 50-kilometre radius. That has created
that complexity between career firefighters and
volunteer firefighters. It is my understanding that there
are about 35 mixed stations. That is where, in my
understanding, there has been attention in trying to get
resolution of that issue.
In relation to the other 1200-odd fire stations, at least
we can agree that there is no disagreement there. There
is no argument there. There is no UFU takeover —
none of that stuff — which is good. So that is good; we
will put that aside. Then the argument goes about how
the two groups are going to work together in those
35 stations. I can understand and I will accept that
whatever the outcome is, it has to take into
consideration the two groups, the volunteer firefighters
and the career firefighters. It is an obligation on the
CFA to make sure that that happens — and on the
government and on the UFU.
Mr Ramsay — So why isn’t it?
Mr MELHEM — Well, it is, as you would see if
you bothered to read the thing properly, and the final
agreement will deliver just that.
Now, let us talk about the commission’s
recommendations. There has been a lot of talk, and that
is the whole problem about misinformation. I have
already talked to members about the right of veto thing,
which is basically one of the three outstanding issues.
To me, I do not see a right of veto in the 2010
enterprise agreement and the proposed dispute
resolution procedure.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
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Mr MELHEM — Consensus is one of the steps;
Mrs Peulich is absolutely right. If you have no
consensus, then it is an arbitration process. As I said
earlier, the alternative to not having a process like this is
to have one of two choices: you have total management
control, in which management does whatever it likes, or
you have union control, in which the union does
whatever it likes. Do we want that? I do not think so. I
do not want that. I want to make sure that the career
firefighters and the volunteers work under fair and
reasonable conditions and are not dictated to by
management unnecessarily or unreasonably, bringing
unreasonable demands on them, and similarly the union
should not make unreasonable demands on
management either.
We do not want one extreme or the other. We want a
process. We need to encourage agreements. It is
actually a good way to manage things. Successful
businesses seek consensus with their employees. That is
not at any cost; if you cannot get consensus, then you
move on and implement your changes and use the Fair
Work Commission to actually arbitrate if there is a
dispute. Basically that is the issue of the dispute
resolution procedure. That is the issue about the
independent person to mediate between the parties, and
there is an end point, which is the Fair Work
Commission to arbitrate.
So that is that part. The second part is about diversity
and discrimination. I just read to members what the
2010 agreement, which is the current agreement, says
about that. What has been proposed by Commissioner
Roe as well, in his recommendation, we will implement
that.
There has been some talk about the CFA management
having received advice indicating that the so-called
proposed changes were actually discriminatory and that
the Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights
Commission supported that view — that some of these
proposed changes could discriminate. One thing was
left out: to my understanding that advice was based on
the UFU log of claims dated 3 December 2015. It was
not based on Commissioner Roe’s recommendation,
and it was not based on what had been agreed to by the
UFU and CFA management in relation to that
provision. Now, I get it, there is some confusion, maybe
mistrust, between the parties about which one is which,
because I understand that their position during the
negotiations kept changing, but I think everyone should
just calm down, look back and stick to the facts — not
the perceptions, not those people trying to throw stones
from the outside.
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Commissioner Roe’s recommendation and what was
agreed to between UFU and CFA management
addresses that point. I will read that.
Mr Finn — The meeting of the comrades. What are
you talking about?
Mr MELHEM — No, it was not a meeting of the
comrades. It was a meeting of the industrial parties. I
will read it:
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respected by the government. I hope he is respected by
the coalition. There is no reason why he should not be.
So he has been given the task of saying — —
Mr Ramsay — Who’s that?
Mr MELHEM — The emergency management
commissioner, Craig Lapsley. His job is to bring the
parties together — —
Honourable members interjecting.

1.

Diversity
1.1 The parties agree to jointly consider and develop
strategies to increase diversity within the CFA
operational workforce. The purpose is to encourage
and attract applicants for operational positions from
different groups within the community without
lowering any standards of recruitment, selection or
employment.
1.2. Diverse groups include but are not limited to:

Mr MELHEM — As I said, I have got all day; I am
happy to talk for 4 hours. But I am nearly there, so
maybe I will talk until lunch. Mr Lapsley’s job is to
bring the parties together. He is very well respected, as
I said, and basically he will put these three issues to
bed. Guess what?
Mr Ramsay — Craig Lapsley does not even like the
EBA.

culturally and linguistically diverse (CALD);
gender including but not limited to women;
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander;

Mr MELHEM — No, he is not writing the EBA.
The EBA is already there.
Mr Ramsay — He does not like the EBA.

socio and economically disadvantaged.

That is going through the groups.
1.3 For the purposes of subclause 84.1, the UFU and
CFA agree to establish a working party which will
report to the consultation committee in accordance
with clause 21.
1.4 The working party will comprise of equal
numbers …

That is building on the 2010 agreement. It had similar
provisions.
Maybe at one point in time the parties were further
apart. We have moved on since then. To my thinking,
from what I am reading here, the parties are very close.
Is it true to say that there is bad blood? There is. Let us
be honest about it. We have got some hard work to do
to make sure that we can get the parties back together
working cooperatively as one. We need to get the
parties to work closely together, because unless we do
that, we are all going to suffer. All the employees, the
career firefighters, the volunteers — everyone is going
to suffer. The focus should be on that.
Last Monday cabinet appointed Craig Lapsley, the
emergency management commissioner, to give effect to
these recommendations, because he is one of the most
trusted individuals in the emergency services sector. He
is very well respected by volunteers, he is very well
respected by career firefighters and he is very well

Mr MELHEM — Are you his spokesperson,
Mr Ramsay? Are you verballing him?
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
I ask Mr Melhem to address his contribution to the
Chair, not to members across the chamber.
Mr MELHEM — I am happy to do that, Acting
President. So that is what Mr Lapsley will be doing.
Basically he will sit down with the parties to talk about
the recommendations of the commissioner. That is
where we have finished up with the agreement, and
what people keep missing is that the Premier and
minister were very clear that if any further work needs
to be done to further clarify these issues, that will
happen. The intent, which I have outlined, that we all
agree on, is that volunteers should not be impacted on
and nothing in the EBA should actually undermine the
role of the volunteer firefighters. We all agree on that:
the UFU agrees on that, the CFA agrees on that and the
government agrees on that. I am not sure whether the
coalition does.
In relation to diversity and discrimination, we want to
make sure that the EBA does not discriminate against
women and against other people and make sure it is
compliant with the various antidiscrimination laws of
this country — we all agree on that.
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The third one, the so-called veto, which is outlined
here, does not exist. We all agree on that, but we are
never going to convince the other side. I have full
confidence that through the work of the government,
the CFA and the UFU we should be able to come to
some arrangement where a fair and reasonable
agreement is put in place to enshrine the respect that
our volunteer firefighters deserve, that our career
firefighters deserve and that this state deserves, rather
than just playing politics, which is what people on the
other side have been doing for the last few weeks. It is a
real shame what they are doing. They are denigrating
the career firefighters and playing one group of
firefighters against another. It is an absolute disgrace. It
is disgusting. When the houses of coalition members
are on fire, those firefighters are the ones who are going
to come to their rescue.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
Could members allow Mr Melhem to make his
contribution, please. He has every right to do so.
Mr MELHEM — I was summing up, so I might
have to start again. I just could not hear myself. I was
saying it is time for the Liberal Party in this state to
back off and stop playing politics, and if it has a
constructive contribution to make, it should make it.
But if those opposite want to play politics, they should
get out and stay out of it. In relation to the Prime
Minister, I will be interested as to how he is going to
legislate to take the state rights away and those of
volunteers. I mean, it is again another cheap political
stunt.
Mr Ramsay — Where was Bill Shorten in all of
this? Was he hiding under the mattress?
Mr MELHEM — Bill Shorten respects that it is a
state matter and that the state is dealing with it, unlike
your Prime Minister. Your Prime Minister does not
care about state versus federal matters.
If the Liberal Party finds something sort of popular for
the Prime Minister to say and drive fear, he will take
the opportunity to drive fear because he only has to
worry about one thing: it is his job to say the popular
thing. And he is good; he has got his mojo already. If
you do not like what the umpire has decided, what do
you do? You abolish the umpire. He did that with the
transport tribunal, so next he will abolish the Fair Work
Commission.
We are talking about federal government members and
opposition members here criticising an outstanding
commissioner. I mean, we have not gone out and said,
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‘Well, Michaelia Cash has just stacked the commission
with her mates’. We did not say anything about it, did
we? She put her mates on the bench. That is fine; that is
her decision. There you go. ‘What’s good for me is not
good for anyone else’ is the way the Liberal Party
operates. The right to rule Liberal members think they
are born to rule. Well, I have got some news for them.
That might have been the case 200 years ago, but it is
not the case in modern Australia anymore.
I will finish off by saying this: I have got full faith in
the Premier and the minister and the cabinet.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Shing — On a point of order, Acting President, I
have just been told to fuck off by Mrs Peulich. I would
seek that she withdraw that comment immediately.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
I ask Mrs Peulich to withdraw.
Mrs Peulich — Acting President, I will withdraw
any communications with Ms Shing, but she is
persistent in badgering, harassing, bullying and
provoking me in particular on an ongoing basis. That
included sending me kisses a number of times last
sitting week. I ask that you enforce the rules for
everyone, and I am happy to withdraw anything that is
offensive.
Ms Shing interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
I ask Mrs Peulich to withdraw without any
qualification.
Mrs Peulich — I did.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — I ask
the member to do that again for the purposes of
Hansard.
Mrs Peulich — Without qualification, but in the
context that I have placed.
Mr Herbert — On a point of order, Acting
President, without getting into the ins and outs, a
withdrawal must be unconditional, without further
commentary like we just had.
Ms Lovell — On the point of order, Acting
President, just during the point of order Ms Shing
actually interjected intimating that Mrs Peulich’s
presence in the chamber was offensive and that she
should withdraw herself from the chamber. I find that
offensive, and I think that Ms Shing should also
withdraw.
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Ms Shing — Further to the point of order, Acting
President, this morning I have actually seen
Mrs Peulich raise her middle finger to me on not one
but two occasions. She has indicated to me that I have
verbal diarrhoea, she has indicated that a crisis
assessment and treatment team should be called in
relation to me and she has most recently told me to fuck
off. This is completely inappropriate and utterly
offensive. I take personal offence, and I seek an
unequivocal withdrawal.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
I have called the President.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Can I have Ms Shing
and Mrs Peulich in my office, please. Mr Melhem, to
continue.
Mr MELHEM — Before I conclude, there is one
other point that has been raised a fair bit in the media in
relation to this dispute, which is called outrageous. The
UFU copped a fair bit over that as well. If there was a
structural fire — for example, there was a building on
fire in the City of Greater Geelong — and there was an
argument about whether to call two people, four people,
five people, seven people or eight people, my
understanding is that the whole dispute over this is that
the UFU on one hand wants the incident controller to
dispatch seven people, whether or not seven people
actually turn up at the dispatch centre.
As part of the standing operating procedures, if
firefighters need to enter a building to save people, my
understanding of the logic behind that was, and still is,
that it is on safety grounds to make sure there are
enough personnel.
If a crew of two or three people goes inside a building
to save someone’s life or to put out a fire, there are
crew on the outside and, if something goes wrong, they
will be able to get them out. My understanding is that it
is not about the UFU dictating to CFA management
that it wants to run the joint. If that is the case, I will not
support that and the government will not support that.
But that is not my understanding from reading and
listening to various parties.
I actually represented forest firefighters, so I have a bit
of an idea about what firefighters do, and yet what has
been blown out of all proportion is that the UFU is
dictating and the UFU is doing this and that. Let me
clear up this myth. There is no UFU takeover bid for
the CFA, and neither should there be, so let us stop
playing politics with this and let us stick to the issues.
I will finish by saying this, and I am repeating myself
because I said it a few minutes ago: I have full
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confidence in the Premier, the minister and the cabinet.
What they did on Monday was an excellent job to go
forward and put the issue to bed. I am hopeful that the
appointment of the emergency services commissioner,
Mr Lapsley, will deliver that outcome sooner rather
than later. The outcome we want out of this is the
following: a fair and reasonable enterprise agreement
which fairly compensates and gives due respect to the
career firefighters who are covered by the agreement.
By the way, they will be the only ones who are covered
by the agreement, not the volunteers. Volunteers are not
covered by the agreement, and they should not be
covered by the agreement. We should give them respect
for their work and dignity and make sure that the
agreement establishes a basis for a good relationship
between the career firefighters, the UFU and CFA
management. We must also make sure the rights of
volunteers and their conditions are respected as part of
this process, and I am sure that will be the case.
In relation to the other matters, I have already spoken
on them. I hope that by the time we are back here in the
next sitting week we will have some good news that
these issues have been resolved. After all, we sent the
matter to an independent umpire, who conciliated for
months and basically put out a fair and reasonable
recommendation, which I totally support. Again, I hope
that the industrial parties — not the political parties —
being the UFU and the CFA management, move
forward to get an agreement in place, because our
firefighters, whether they are volunteers or career
firefighters, deserve our respect. They deserve not to be
played in a political game. I think the political games
should end, and they should end now.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) —
Before I deal with the motion today I would like to
make a general statement about the importance of
firefighters, both career and volunteer. I have known
firefighters who have put their lives at risk at big fire
events like Coode Island, Ash Wednesday, Black
Saturday and Wye River, but they are also the ones
who attend everyday fires and accidents where they
might have to rescue a child from a burning car or a
building. Because they are often the first responders it
also means that they have to deal with severely injured
people and start CPR before an ambulance arrives.
Firefighting is hard work physically and emotionally.
Career and volunteer firefighters put their lives on the
line for me, for you and for the entire community, and
they should be respected and not used as a political
football.
Career and volunteer firefighters need presumptive
legislation in relation to receiving WorkCover for
cancer that occurs because of their firefighting work.
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The Liberal-National parties denied them this while
they were in government, and they have since run a
disingenuous campaign in opposition for volunteer
firefighters access, which apparently they suddenly now
care about greatly. While not saying anything about
career firefighters, the Greens want to see this
legislation come forth as soon as possible and we want
to see something that is fair for all firefighters. The
current government needs to step up and say when we
can expect to see presumptive legislation.
I will now move to the motion before us. I find it
deeply disappointing that the negotiations about this
enterprise bargaining agreement have been so
politicised. I am very concerned that the coalition has
brought forth this motion to continue to add fuel to the
fire of this dispute, as it has been doing right from the
beginning, rather than acting to support parties to find a
workable solution. We do need to find a solution that is
agreeable to both parties, so divisive politics such as
this is extremely unhelpful. Both career and volunteer
firefighters are essential to our fire services. Both
deserve safety and the best of conditions when fighting
fires. Both career and volunteer firefighters must work
together respectfully and cooperatively, and I am
deeply concerned about the impact this dispute is
having on their relations.
Interestingly there was a letter in the Warrnambool
Standard this week from Henry Barton, who is the
officer in charge of the Warrnambool fire brigade. He
talked about how it is:
… really disappointing that the information being published
re: volunteers, CFA, UFU, government et cetera both in
power and not, is seen by me as misleading and this is
distracting from the core values of CFA and our brigade for
both our volunteers and staff alike.
The objective of both volunteers and staff at our brigade is the
same for any brigade is for the prevention of fires and the
protection of life and property for our communities and for
any surrounding communities by supporting other fire
brigades and emergency services across the whole of
Victoria.
We, as an integrated fire brigade, provide a service to the
community for fire (both structural, bush and grass),
hazardous material response, technical rescue, including rope
rescue, confined space rescue and trench rescue, LPG
emergency response and a myriad of other incidents as
required, we support other brigades in the south-west like we
have forever. We assist and support other emergency services
as required in carrying out their roles in helping the
community.
There seems to be a misconception that the role of the
volunteer is under threat. How could anyone think that staff at
Warrnambool are going to replace our volunteer fire brigades
anywhere in the south-west? We have for many years
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responded into other brigade areas as a support to them with
equipment, manpower and expertise if required.
The reality is that even in the event of all the UFU’s proposals
are accepted, there will be no impact on the volunteers in
other brigades.
It is disappointing that our brigade is being damaged by the
printing of misinformation, and that the views of such a small
group were called in to discuss the situation without any
thought of asking us.
For example, ‘increase in paid firefighters in Warrnambool
had led CFA volunteers to believe they would be
superfluous’.
Paid staff provide immediate response in Warrnambool and
valuable support and assistance to other brigades and have
done so for many years and in no way alters the volunteers
roles at other brigades. It is also worth noting none of the
volunteers featured in the Standard on June 3, are not
volunteers from Warrnambool but are from other brigades, so
the number of paid firefighters in Warrnambool would have
no direct impact on their situation as volunteers.
Our primary goal is to continue to provide quality service to
the community of Warrnambool and support other brigades
and emergency services and we would best be able to
continue this without the continued stirring of the pot by those
seeking media attention.
For those who know me would know that I am a strong
supporter of volunteers having come from a family of
volunteers. There is no way that anyone could seriously
believe that the state of Victoria could do without our
volunteers, whether it be CFA, SES or any other volunteer
organisation.
Warrnambool fire brigade is a proud integrated brigade and
HAD a fantastic reputation across the state. We are
continuing to work together in an integrated way to service
and protect our local community. I will not stand for our
reputation being trashed based on lies, scaremongering and
political point-scoring!

I think it would be worth members opposite actually
taking note of that letter, because it is from Henry
Barton, who works at the Warrnambool fire station and
clearly works with many volunteers.
I have seen the findings of the Fair Work Commission
but not the enterprise bargaining agreement (EBA) to
which they relate. These are not public documents, and
many of the commission’s findings are actually hard to
understand without being able to access the EBA. I
have not seen the findings of the Victorian Equal
Opportunity and Human Rights Commission’s equity
and diversity reviews of the Country Fire Authority
(CFA) and the Metropolitan Fire Brigade. I have
written to the CFA seeking a copy of this report, the
EBA and more information about its concerns
regarding the veto powers and dispute resolution
procedures. I have also written to Volunteer Fire
Brigades Victoria (VFBV) seeking further clarity
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regarding its outstanding concerns relating to the Fair
Work decision. In a meeting with Andrew Ford earlier
this year, I asked him for a copy of the EBA. He told
me that the document belonged to the CFA, not the
VFBV, so he did not have access to it. I also asked the
United Firefighters Union (UFU) for a copy of the
EBA, and I was told that it is not a public document. So
it is unclear as to what document is circulating in the
community.
Further, I have written to the UFU seeking a response
regarding the finding of the Victorian Equal
Opportunity and Human Rights Commission that
clauses of the agreement could be discriminatory and
also seeking a response to the CFA concerns. I sent
these emails on Monday, and I have not yet received
responses. I wrote to them in order to respond to
community concerns, but I really do not think it is the
place of MPs to be involved in EBA negotiations. This
is something to be negotiated by the interested parties,
and, as I understand it, the only people who should
have access to the EBA documents are the CFA and the
UFU as they are the parties negotiating the document.
Turning to the detail of the motion itself, I wish to make
a few comments. Firstly, in relation to the opening
statement regarding the EBA threatening the authority
of the CFA to manage its own operations, I ask the
opposition to explain how it thinks the EBA does this.
Has the opposition seen the current EBA? Can it quote
the clause which some CFA members are concerned
about in relation to veto powers, and has the opposition
come to the conclusion that this will threaten the CFA’s
authority? I am presuming that the opposition has not
seen the latest version of the EBA as this is not a public
document, but if it has, how did it access it? It now
seems unwise to include such sweeping and in all
likelihood exaggerated statements in a motion on the
basis of hearsay.
Secondly, I ask the opposition how it came to an
assertion that all 60 000 volunteer firefighters support
asking the Premier to reject the EBA? Has it surveyed
all of them? I am not sure it has. The opposition can
explain that. Again this seems to be a highly
exaggerated statement for the benefit of the opposition
to use this issue as a political football.
Thirdly, with respect to comments the opposition
asserts the Minister for Emergency Services made, this
may or may not be an accurate portrayal of what she
said. Either way I do not feel that paragraph (4) of the
motion is appropriate because this is certainly not what
has been included in the official statement from the
minister, which was released on 7 June. Without seeing
a current version of clause 21 it is difficult to make
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comment, and I have not seen the veto clauses in
question that the CFA has concerns about. I will remind
the house of the facts that are public.
From the findings of the Fair Work Commission we
can see that the clause relating to seven paid firefighters
being dispatched to the fireground only relates to
37 integrated fire stations across the state. I would also
like to remind members that there are 1186 rural, urban
and integrated fire stations across the state, so the 37 are
3 per cent of stations. It should be noted that at these
37 stations the paid firefighters are on site at the station,
ready to respond to emergencies.
I will read from the Fair Work Commission
recommendation, just so there is no confusion about
what has actually been said by Commissioner Roe:
I do consider it necessary to recommend changes to the
agreement to underline that the agreement only applies to
paid professional firefighters and does not apply to volunteer
firefighters or affect their important role. The changes also
underline the maintenance of the discretion of incident
controllers in managing resources in the interests of public
safety. The changes to clause 83.5 are also designed to
emphasise that the provisions only relate to integrated stations
and to the work of professional firefighters. The role of
volunteers in fighting bushfires and maintaining community
safety and delivering high-quality services to the public in
remote and regional areas and in integrated stations is not
altered by this agreement. Recommendations 1, 4, 7, 8, 9, 12
and 13 below are directed to this outcome.

Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
Mr Leane, Mr Finn and Mr Morris, I see you are all on
the speaking list and will have an opportunity to
contribute. I ask you to let Ms Hartland continue,
please.
Ms HARTLAND — I would recommend that
everybody actually read the Fair Work findings,
because I think that they are enlightening to this
dispute. I would also like to make a statement in regard
to Commissioner Roe, who I have known for many
years. People who are appointed to the commission are
appointed on merit. If you read this work and if you
read his previous work, you will be aware that he is
well regarded by both employers and unions because he
is able to get through complex and difficult work.
On the issue of who has seen the EBA, Mr Ramsay has
stated that he has seen the EBA. I am not sure how that
is possible, as I have been told by several sources that it
is not a public document. In fact if you look at the
outstanding concerns of the CFA, they are not
extensive. As I understand it there are three outstanding
concerns. So what is needed here, it seems to me, is
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much cooler heads and an end to the hostility that has
formed around this issue.

be in the best interests of the CFA, as has the whole of
the CFA board.

The Greens would like to appeal to all parties, all MPs
and the media to keep their heads and not inflame this
situation. We need to resolve this matter, not have these
kinds of motions in the house. For the long-term good
of our fire services let us remember what it is all about
at the end of the day. It is about saving lives and
properties. It should be done with the safest practices
and the best quality equipment for all firefighters.

What is it that is at stake here? What is at stake here is
the safety of our communities. I know from
representing Western Victoria Region that we are very,
very thankful for all the work that is done by our CFA
volunteers. I remember too well just in December last
year the Scotsburn fire just outside of Buninyong. The
CFA crews there responded quickly. They were
actually going door to door, doorknocking on people’s
homes letting them know that fire would be impacting
their homes in the very near future — and that, I have
no doubt, saved lives. That saved lives.

I would like to finish as I started, by giving thanks to
career and volunteer firefighters who keep me and my
community safe. I do not have the skill or the courage
to do what they do. The Greens will abstain from this
vote because without access to the current EBA, which
we understand is only available to the CFA and the
UFU, it is impossible for us to meaningfully engage in
this motion, and we do not wish to politicise this issue
further.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — It is with great
pleasure that I rise to speak on Mr O’Donohue’s
motion, that supports the work of the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) — the voluntary CFA as well as the
paid CFA. The work they do is extremely important
and keeps our communities very, very safe. I was
pleased to be able to join 3500 CFA volunteers on
Sunday in Treasury Gardens for a rally, which was ably
addressed by both Malcolm Turnbull, our Prime
Minister, and Matthew Guy, the Leader of the
Opposition in the other place, who spoke about the
importance of the 60 000 volunteers across the state of
Victoria who keep our communities safe.
I know Mr Leane opposite is going to espouse the
virtues of Mr Marshall and his good mate Mr Gatto, but
we cannot believe Mr Marshall. We know this. We
know that we cannot believe Mr Marshall because we
know this is just a power grab. Those opposite will try
to tell us that there is nothing wrong with the clauses at
all. I tell those opposite that the 3500 volunteers who
gathered in Treasury Gardens on Sunday have
something else to say. They say that they are extremely
concerned about this enterprise bargaining agreement
(EBA) negotiation, which is going to rip control from
the volunteer organisation and hand it across to the
United Firefighters Union (UFU).
It is interesting to note that it is not just the volunteers
themselves who are standing up against this EBA;
Labor’s own minister, Jane Garrett, has stood firm and
said that this will not happen. Lucinda Nolan, CEO of
the CFA, has stood firm, saying that this is not going to

As I was travelling through the bushfire-ravaged area in
December I also noted all of the work that had been
done to preserve those homes. There were many notes
of thanks and of compliments to those CFA volunteers
at the houses that had been saved, thanking them for all
the hard work they do — because they do work hard.
The CFA volunteers place themselves in danger and are
not compensated in any way for it. In fact these are
people with full-time jobs and with families they need
to support. They need to get their kids to weekend sport
and the like. And what is this government trying to do?
It is trying to rip control of this organisation from the
volunteers and hand it to Peter Marshall and the UFU.
Mr O’Donohue’s motion that he has moved speaks of
what has happened with the Victorian Equal
Opportunity and Human Rights Commission finding
about the EBA. Even the human rights commission has
said that this particular EBA is going to ensure that
young mothers and the like will not be able to be
employed appropriately in these types of positions
within the CFA. Yet the Minister for Some Equality
over in the other house has said, ‘Oh, this is not my job.
I am only the minister for this equality, not that equality
over there’. The answer that he gave yesterday in
question time was reprehensible. He is the Minister for
Some Equality — only some equality — ‘No, this
equality over here is not equal to this equality over
there. I don’t have to worry about this one’.
Mr Finn — That is inequality.
Mr MORRIS — That is inequality. That is what he
stands for. They stand for inequality.
What is it the UFU wants? I was actually fortunate to
be speaking to a former member of the other place in
recent times, Mr Paul Jenkins, who is a life member of
the CFA and a former board member of the CFA as
well. I was having a conversation with him, and he said,
‘This is not news. Peter Marshall and the UFU have
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been trying to take control of the CFA since the 80s’.
Since the 1980s this has been happening.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr MORRIS — Before I was born, Mr Leane, they
were trying to take control of the UFU. That is how
long this fight has been going on for. I can tell those
members opposite that we on this side of the house
stand in support of the 60 000 CFA volunteers who will
continue to keep our community safe throughout the
bushfire season and beyond.
I was speaking to a CFA captain this morning on the
phone. I was having a discussion about the fact that the
UFU also wants to rip control of community education
from the volunteers as well. It wants to ensure that it
has veto over who it is who can go into schools and
educate children about fire safety. Why in the world
would the UFU want to be taking over control of
community education? Is the UFU going to be heading
out to Bolwarra Primary School in South-West Coast?
Is it going to be heading out to Edenhope to educate
children about fire safety there? No, it just wants the
power to say that volunteers cannot, and that is what
this is all about. It is about telling volunteers what they
can and cannot do — which doors they can enter fire
stations through. ‘No, volunteers, you can’t go through
that door. You’re not allowed in that room, volunteers,
because we don’t respect the work you do’.
We on this side of the house say that we respect the
work of volunteers. We need to ensure that their rights
are protected to ensure that they can protect our
community, because that is what they are there to do.
Outside of working full-time, looking after their
families, they come out on Christmas Day, as they did
at the Wye River fire, to ensure that homes and lives are
protected. What would have happened in the event of
these fires without the CFA? They would have run riot
over our communities. We would have had much
greater losses of houses. I am sure that if the CFA had
not been involved in the Wye River fire, there would
have certainly been loss of life. Yet those opposite have
no respect whatsoever for these volunteers, because
they want to hand over control to Peter Marshall.
What is it that Peter Marshall has got over this
government? What is it? What was the deal that was
done with Peter Marshall prior to the election? What
was the wink-wink, nudge-nudge — ‘You come out
and you intimidate Liberal members at the polling
booths, and we’ll make sure that we look after you after
the election’? What was it? What was the deal? What is
it that Peter Marshall has on Daniel Andrews? What is
happening is a disgrace — —

2761

The PRESIDENT — Order! As one of my
colleagues once said, there is a need for some people to
perhaps take a Bex and have a good lie down. We will
proceed to questions without notice.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Medicinal cannabis
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Agriculture, the
Honourable Jaala Pulford. Following the passing of the
Access to Medicinal Cannabis Act 2016 earlier this
year, the horticultural trial is underway at a secure
facility. The cultivation trial will cultivate and extract
cannabis for supply to the first patient group. Though
the trial will be providing ongoing information about
the medicinal cannabis products to be produced in
Victoria, an initial strain and ratio has been selected for
cultivation. Can the minister advise as to the strain of
cannabis being used in the current government trial,
including the ratio of cannabinoids, particularly
cannabidiol and tetrahydrocannabinolic acid in the
strain?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Patten for her question and her interest in this
issue, and indeed her advocacy on this issue. I will take
the question on notice and provide a detailed response
to Ms Patten at the earliest opportunity.
Supplementary question
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I look
forward to seeing that response. Understanding the
specifics of the strain that was selected for initial
cultivation is crucial to those families who may be able
to apply to be part of the trial under the new legislation.
Many are currently very nervous that the government
will not produce a product that matches the ones that
they are currently illicitly accessing by either growing
and distilling them themselves or being supplied with
by one of the many compassionate Australian
manufacturers. They know what are in these products
and where they come from, they know the cannabinoid
ratios and, most importantly, they know they are
working for their children. Can the minister advise as to
whether the seeds being used in the trial are genetically
modified and whether the trial crop is being grown
indoors or outdoors?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Patten for her supplementary question, and I
will provide an answer on notice to that question.
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Recreational fishing

Supplementary question

Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — I suspect it is
question time, not answer time, again, but my question
too is for the Minister for Agriculture. Recently we
have seen that an unnamed green group that is
obviously a fringe animal rights group has managed to
manipulate a federal government trigger that will
launch an inquiry into recreational fishing based on the
premise that it is a key threatening process. Other than
proving that the animal libbers are extremists that will
really stop at nothing to further their cause, it is also an
opportunity for the Andrews government to restate its
position on the issue and give the fishers of this state
some comfort. My substantive question is: will the
government state its unequivocal position on
recreational fishing?

Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I look forward
to that answer. It is obvious that there is not an 80-year
logging cycle resource in the state forests. Are the
Central Highlands forests being liquidated before any
recommendations from the timber industry task force
can be actioned?

Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Mr Bourman for his question and his interest in
recreational fishing and the government’s recreational
fishing policy. I will provide Mr Bourman with an
answer on notice.
Supplementary question
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for her future answer. My supplementary
question is: will the government commit to standing by
that position regardless of the outcome of this federal
inquiry?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I will
take that question on notice, and I will provide an
answer to Mr Bourman.

VicForests
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question
is for the Minister for Agriculture. When I look at the
Forest Explorer maps on the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning’s website I am
able to overlay the sites that have been logged in the
Toolangi, Marysville, Big River and Yarra state forests.
It is evident from these maps that since they began to be
clear-felled in the 1970s most of the available wood has
already been harvested and these forests certainly will
not have sufficient resource to cover the 80-year
regeneration period required for high-grade sawlog. My
question is: is the state-owned logging agency logging
these resources at such a rapid rate that it will soon be
out of high-grade sawlog?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Dunn for her ongoing interest in the activities
of VicForests and our timber industry, and I will
provide Ms Dunn with an answer on notice.

Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Dunn for her further question. I will take
Ms Dunn’s question on notice and provide an answer,
as I have done for Ms Dunn on these matters on at least
80 occasions since the election.

Leadbeater’s possum
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question
is for the Minister for Agriculture. I bring the minister’s
attention to a recent article published by Long Term
Ecology, ‘Are nest boxes an effective management tool
for Leadbeater’s possum?’, in which Australian
National University Fenner school research scientist
Lauchie McBurney found that nesting boxes have been
a very expensive but ultimately unsuccessful
experiment managed by VicForests and funded by
taxpayers. Will the minister stop wasting taxpayer
moneys on futile alternative habitat-manufacturing
experiments and act to stop the logging agency from
cutting down the natural habitat on which this species
depends?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) —
Ms Dunn again raises a matter on her significant
interest in the forestry industry and in doing so has
asserted an opinion as fact. That said, I will take the
question on notice and provide an answer to Ms Dunn.
Supplementary question
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I look forward
to the answer. It has been made evident by the science,
including the threatened species scientific advisory
committee, that what the Leadbeater’s possum needs is
the protection of all large old trees and stags in the
Central Highlands, such as those found in 1939 fire
regrowth forests. When will the minister stop enabling
the VicForests logging agency in the destruction of this
habitat, tipping the species into extinction?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Dunn for her supplementary question, and I
will provide her with an answer on notice.
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Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My question
is for the Minister for Agriculture. It has been widely
reported that the United Firefighters Union demands
put forward in the Country Fire Authority enterprise
bargaining agreement (EBA) negotiations would cause
a significant increase in the fire services levy, and I ask:
as Minister for Agriculture, what advice has the
minister taken on the impact of an increase in the fire
services levy on primary producers, and how much will
the amount levied on primary producers increase under
the union’s current demands?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — The
administration of the fire services levy is the
responsibility of the Treasurer, but I will undertake to
provide a response to Ms Lovell in writing.
Supplementary question
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — Right up until
the 11th hour, Monday’s cabinet meeting was to
consider the EBA in its current form. Is the minister
therefore advising the house that she was willing to
attend a cabinet meeting and vote on this EBA without
fully understanding the impact of the decision on
primary producers, who are her direct responsibility
under the agriculture portfolio?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) —
Ms Lovell, as a former minister, should probably know
better than to invite me to discuss matters deliberated
on at cabinet meetings, and I decline to do so.

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My question is
to the Minister for Youth Affairs. The minister’s Youth
Central website states:
If your résumé is looking a little short because you don’t have
much work experience, volunteering is an excellent way to
learn new skills and gain genuine work experience at the
same time.
A history of volunteering can show employers that you:
can take the initiative;
can work independently and as part of a team;
have a positive attitude towards work; and
are community-minded.

The minister’s Youth Central website also promotes the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) junior volunteer
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program as a valuable volunteering option. How does
the minister reconcile the promotion to Victorian young
people to be involved in the CFA junior volunteer
program in the context of the current very public and
detrimental attack on CFA volunteers the government
is engaged in?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Youth Affairs) — I
thank the member for his question. I actually reject the
premise of the question. It is interesting that he is
trawling websites looking for a job. If he needs some
help in writing his résumé, I am happy to give him that
advice. This government is a proud supporter of the
CFA. If I have anything further to add to the member’s
ridiculous question, I will give that to him in writing,
with some tips on writing a résumé, perhaps.
Supplementary question
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I wish I could
thank the minister for that response, but I find it
absolutely staggering that she is still refusing to answer
questions, bypassing centuries of Westminster tradition.
However, I will ask: has the minister requested and
received any advice on the impact on young volunteers
of the current dispute between the government, the
United Firefighters Union and CFA volunteers?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Youth Affairs) —
Look, I have responded to the member in the first
instance, in refuting the premise of his original
question. If I have anything further to add for the
member, I will do so in writing.

Prisoner transport
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister for Corrections. I note that
under the minister’s government the number of
prisoners in cells has exploded from 89 prisoners on
24 November 2014 to 243, according to his response,
on 17 May this year. I also note his response to my
question last sitting week that until 19 April this year
105 court matters did not proceed because of the
government’s failure to present the prisoner to court, in
contravention of a court order, and that this has resulted
in costs of $77 875 being ordered against Corrections
Victoria. In relation to those 105 matters, have any of
these or the 130 court orders that were flouted last year
resulted in a contempt charge being brought by the
court against Corrections Victoria?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Corrections) — The
opposition seems to be running in a line along the front
bench here. I guess my colleague Mr Dalidakis will be
next. It is good to see those opposite have some
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foundation numeracy skills there to get the numbers in
order. It is a very serious issue that has been raised, and
I will give it serious consideration in terms of the
answer and get back to the member in writing.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — By way of
a supplementary question, I ask: since 19 April this year
how many other prisoners have not been presented to
court by Corrections Victoria in contravention of a
court order, and what is the total cost billed to taxpayers
for those breaches?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Corrections) — I shall
take that on notice.

Code Club Australia
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade. The minister joined the shadow
minister for innovation in the Assembly, David
Southwick, just last night at the Telstra Code Club
Australia event at Parliament, where he, along with the
shadow minister, was given the opportunity to speak.
Given it happened just last night, can the minister
outline to the house, as the shadow minister did last
night, the benefits of code clubs for children and the
digital economy?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — As I explained to the house
yesterday, when the Leader of the Government returns
to answer questions without notice so will I, and in the
meantime I will take the member’s question on notice.
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order on relevance,
President, I did not ask any questions about industrial
action by the government. I did not ask anything about
strike action by the government. I asked about an event
that happened last night.
Mr Dalidakis — You were warned yesterday for
making vexatious points of order.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I thank the minister
for his assistance. I advise Mr Ondarchie that the
minister has undertaken to provide an answer in
writing.
Supplementary question
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Could the minister tell us how much money the
Andrews government has invested in Code Club
Australia to support the important work that it does?
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Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I refer back to my substantive
answer, and I will take the supplementary question on
notice as well.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have recently met
with a couple of members of the chamber and discussed
a range of issues that stem from interjections. As we
know, interjections are unparliamentary. There is a
certain tolerance of interjections to the extent that they
may be apposite to a particular debate. There is a
tendency for some interjections to become
extraordinarily personal.
A point that I make is that we never know a person’s
background and experience. We do not know what they
have gone through in their lives personally —
themselves or with their family or friends. We do not
know about a range of issues that sometimes in our
debates and in our statements we try to encompass in
very positive ways to provide support to people who
have had challenges in their lives, and then in some of
these interjections we actually betray a lack of genuine
concern about and commitment to the very issues
addressed in the statements we have made.
There is no place for personal interjections in this
chamber. On so many occasions I seem to have to
correct or prevent some of the interjections that
Mr Dalidakis makes from proceeding further, and
sometimes I have to seek withdrawals. He is not alone,
but again what some people might see in a brief
moment of perhaps robust chamber behaviour as being
humorous or as being a method of distracting members
of the other side should be considered carefully as some
of those comments might well cut to the quick. They
may hurt somebody very deeply. Not only are they
unparliamentary, they are undignified, they are
inappropriate and they have no place in this chamber.

Minister for Agriculture
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My question is to
the Minister for Agriculture. Following the minister’s
embarrassing social media error on Twitter last week,
did her department provide advice so that in future she
will be able to tell the difference between a feral
European rabbit and a pet bunny?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank the member for her question and her interest in
federal Labor’s animal welfare policy, which
interestingly was matched by the federal coalition about
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three or four days later. I look forward to providing a
response to the member on notice.
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those. In respect of each of those they are all one day as
they involve the ministers’ direct responsibilities.

Supplementary question

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR

Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister, and I will await with interest her response.
The bunny incident also follows on from an earlier
error when the minister’s office issued a media release
in her name claiming that wild dogs have an impact on
crops. How can farmers have confidence in the minister
and her ministerial office when she continues to make
these embarrassing blunders?

Ministerial responsibilities

Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I look
forward to providing Ms Bath with a detailed account
of the work that the government is doing to support
Victorian farmers in a written response to her question.

Written responses
The PRESIDENT — Order! In regard to today’s
questions, in the case of Ms Patten’s substantive and
supplementary questions to Ms Pulford, Mr Bourman’s
substantive and supplementary questions to Ms Pulford
and Ms Dunn’s two substantive and supplementary
questions to Ms Pulford — in the case of all of those —
there will be written answers forthcoming, and they are
all one day.
In regard to Ms Lovell’s substantive question to
Ms Pulford — only to the substantive question —
which involved the Treasurer, I would ask for a written
response, and that is two days.
In regard to Mr Morris’s question to Ms Mikakos, in
respect of his supplementary question, I would ask for a
written response, and that is one day. She answered the
substantive question.
Ms Mikakos — I believe I dispatched both of them
and offered to provide a written answer if I had
something further to add.
The PRESIDENT — Yes, and I am indicating that
I think Ms Mikakos probably does have something to
add in respect of the supplementary question, but I
accept that she actually did dispatch the substantive
question.
On Mr O’Donohue’s questions, both substantive and
supplementary, to Mr Herbert, certainly written
responses on both of those; on Mr Ondarchie’s
questions, both substantive and supplementary, to
Mr Dalidakis, written responses to those; and on
Ms Bath’s questions, both substantive and
supplementary, to Ms Pulford, also written answers on

The PRESIDENT — Order! I wish to make a
statement in regard to the answering of questions,
which follows from the point of order that
Ms Wooldridge raised yesterday, when I indicated that
I would come back to the house with a further
considered response following the remarks that I made
yesterday.
In regard to questions directed to the minister
suspended from the chamber, upon consideration of the
matter raised yesterday relating to questions without
notice directed to the Special Minister of State for the
portfolios for which he is responsible or in his capacity
representing ministers in the other place, I have come to
the following conclusions. Firstly, the President cannot
direct appointments of ministerial responsibilities in the
chamber. This is a matter for the government alone.
Secondly, there is a practice that decisions on the
transfer of questions usually rest with the ministers, and
the Chair will not usually interfere with such decisions.
It is ultimately for the government to decide if a
minister will answer or transfer the question to another
minister. As such, and consistent with my initial
comments yesterday, I rule that I do not have any
power to, in effect, appoint a substitute leader in the
absence of Mr Jennings. Again, this is a matter for the
consideration of the government alone.
However, in relation to written responses to questions, I
note question time is the most visible and important
mechanism for scrutiny of government available to the
house. It is reasonable for the house to presume that the
Deputy Leader of the Government would refer
questions asked of the Special Minister of State, either
for his own portfolios or in his capacity as minister
representing other ministers, in his absence.
I reiterate that in arriving at this conclusion I am not in
any way making a pseudo-appointment of ministerial
responsibilities in relation to the deputy leader.
Questions directed to Minister Jennings should
therefore be directed to the deputy leader, who will be
able to refer the matter to Minister Jennings, who still
holds his executive position, notwithstanding that he is
suspended from this house, and who is in turn able to
provide written responses pursuant to sessional orders.
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Written responses
Ms Wooldridge — Thank you, President, for that
clarification. Can I just make a point of order in relation
to Ms Pulford’s response to Ms Lovell and her referral
of that matter to the Treasurer. The question was not
actually about the fire services levy’s impact; the
question was what advice had she taken on the impact
of the increase in the fire services levy on primary
producers. I would put to you that it is a very clear
question that is directed to the minister in her capacity
as the Minister for Agriculture, and as such it is not for
referral to the Treasurer but one that she should be
answering herself.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In this instance I
would probably uphold the point of order, having had
the chance to reconsider that question as it is phrased.
For both the minister and me, obviously it was a
question without notice and I think we both heard it in a
particular context. As a courtesy the opposition has
provided me with a copy of that question, and that has
led to that reconsideration. So, yes, the minister will
again have a look at the question and see what the
appropriate response is. That will be one day.
Ms Patten — On a point of order, President,
Mr Bourman and I asked two questions without notice
directly to a minister in the house. Regardless of the
politics between the Greens and the coalition, the
crossbench supported the government, supported the
ministers here, and I find it disrespectful of this house
that ministers are not answering our questions when in
fact we have not been part of this furore and the politics
that are going on at this moment.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am tempted to ask
Ms Patten: under which standing order? I think
Ms Patten makes a relevant point, but I am in no
position to direct the government to change its position.
I guess ministers are looking for consistency in their
approach to questions across this period,
notwithstanding that some members might find that it is
unsatisfactory.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Questions on notice
The PRESIDENT — Order! Two members have
raised with me reinstatement issues. On
Ms Wooldridge’s question, because I was dealing with
a matter just before I came in, I actually do not have
that one with me, so I will have to do that a little later.
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In respect of Mr Barber’s question about a response that
he received from the Premier in regard to some
advertising commitment for the funding of a particular
program, Mr Barber points out that the response that he
now has concerns about is on a second response from
the Premier. In other words, the first response was
unsatisfactory, I asked that a further written response be
provided and Mr Barber finds that that second response
is unsatisfactory from his perspective. I would advise,
however, that I have no power to make a further request
for another written response. Whilst the response might
not be adequate in Mr Barber’s view, the matter is
concluded from the Chair’s perspective.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My constituency question is for the Premier. Last night
I raised an adjournment matter pertaining to City Life
and the offer by the government through the member
for Frankston in the other place, Mr Edbrooke, to assist
City Life to find a new home. City Life is a very well
respected charitable organisation which provides
thousands of meals to the homeless and the
disadvantaged each year, as well as showers and the
like, and after 14 months it does not have an outcome.
However, in the process $70 000 was spent in order to
get nothing, and the question I ask of the Premier is if
he can actually find the source of the $70 000 and, if it
was money that was taken out of a local Frankston
project, such as the CBD Young Street work, that it be
returned and that the money be found from another
source.

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question today is for the Minister for
Veterans, the Honourable John Eren. This week, from
5 to 7 June, the RSL of Australia has been
commemorating 100 years since it was established. The
RSL plays a pivotal role in supporting our returned
service men and women through the provision of
important social services, welfare support, resources,
connections and opportunities for the local
communities they are located in. I ask the local minister
what support the Andrews Labor government is
providing to the RSL as it commemorates its
100th anniversary, and I ask what support specifically
is being provided for the RSL in my Western
Metropolitan Region for welfare, commemorative and
educational projects.
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Eastern Victoria Region

Northern Metropolitan Region

Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
constituency question for the Minister for Ports, and it
comes following representations from constituents who
have berths at the Paynesville boat harbour. They are
concerned at the forecast increase in annual charges.
This year the annual charge is $891, forecast by
2018–19 to be $1897 — more than a doubling of the
charge. The administrative fees are similarly forecast to
rise from $179 this year to $231 in 2018–19. My
constituents have had this berth for many years and
they very much love the Gippsland Lakes, but the
infrastructure that they rely upon is minimal. My
question for the minister is: will the minister reconsider
these exorbitant price increases, particularly given that
many of the berth holders are of limited means?

Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — Last
week I was approached by a constituent who is a
Vietnam veteran and a member of the Darebin RSL.
My question is for the Minister for Veterans, the
Honourable John Eren: what support specifically is
being provided for RSLs in the Northern Metropolitan
Region for welfare, accommodation, commemorative
and educational projects? As we know, this week, from
5 to 7 June, the RSL of Australia has been
commemorating 100 years since it was established. The
RSL undertakes important work to support local
communities and advocates on behalf of our veterans
and their families.

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Health. The question I ask is: what information is
available about the health benefits of exercise for
Victorians, in particular in relation to my constituents in
the Western Metropolitan Region? I ask this because I
understand that a number of organisations in the
western suburbs have received funding from
VicHealth’s active club grants. This is a fantastic
program that supports community engagement and
keeps people active and healthy. I congratulate all the
successful applicants under this funding round, and I
commend the minister for ensuring that our
communities maintain access to funding streams that
encourage people to get involved, have fun and stay
healthy.

Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Families and Children, and it relates to a meeting I had
recently with the Boroondara City Council when it
highlighted to me the need for additional funding for
the preschool field officer (PSFO) in that municipality.
In relation to what the council is concerned about,
obviously there has been a significant growth in
demand for services in the municipality and there has
been an underfunding to match the growing demand.
As members will be well aware, under the PSFO
program a preschool field officer assists educators to
build their confidence, knowledge and skills to provide
an inclusive program that is responsive to the needs of
children. Children with additional needs are particularly
evident and require these field officers. My question to
the minister is: could the minister look at this issue and
provide funding as soon as possible?

Northern Metropolitan Region

Western Victoria Region

Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Education,
and it is regarding the former Ruthven Primary School
site in Glasgow Avenue, Reservoir. The community is
quite keen that this site be retained for community use,
yet the Department of Education and Training has
sought to fast-track this issue in conjunction with the
Department of Treasury and Finance and has given the
local council only 30 days to make a decision. The
residents are quite concerned that this does not give the
council adequate time to make a purchasing decision
about this valuable piece of community space. I ask the
minister if he could stall the fast-track process to give
both the Darebin City Council and the local community
a chance to evaluate the opportunity to use the Ruthven
Primary School site for community use.

Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Police, and
it is with regard to the Ballarat West police station,
which I was very pleased that the former coalition
government funded, and indeed it started the building
of this very important community facility that will
ensure the ongoing safety of the community in Ballarat.
I have previously asked a question of the minister to
which he said that these matters were operational
matters for the Chief Commissioner of Police.
However, the question I want to ask of the minister is
quite simple, and that is: does the minister know when
the Ballarat West police station is going to open? I
understand that where the police come from may be an
operational matter, but when the police station is going
to open is the question I would like to ask the Minister
for Police.

Southern Metropolitan Region
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Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My question
is for the Minister for Public Transport. I have recently
been contacted by a 74-year-old Bendigo resident very
concerned about a number of issues relating to
Bendigo’s bus network. His concerns include
dangerous bus stops, especially for disabled and elderly
passengers; bus timetabling and communications; lack
of internal departmental communications; inaccuracies
on the Public Transport Victoria website; and fare
evasion and antisocial behaviour by passengers. He
wants to arrange a meeting with relevant bodies,
including Public Transport Victoria, representatives of
the disabled community, the bus company, the minister
and an independent mediator to address these concerns.
He said he has raised this with the local members and
has been largely ignored. He said the federal Labor
member was negative and not interested and fobbed
him off, saying she would talk to Minister Allan. He
said the member for Bendigo West also just said she
would pass it on to Minister Allan. He said he directly
contacted Minister Allan’s Bendigo station office and
was told that she was not in the office, even though he
claims he saw her through the window. My question is:
will the minister meet with my constituent as a matter
of urgency?

Western Victoria Region
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Training and Skills, the
Honourable Steve Herbert, and relates to Glenormiston
College at Noorat. Expressions of interest for the
historically important agricultural education facility
ended on 16 March. After a previous question to the
minister in Parliament, the minister indicated the
successful proponent would be announced in early June
following an evaluation by a panel led by an
independent chair and featuring a representative from
the local community. Given the minister has not
conveyed any significant delays or changes to this plan,
my question is: when will details of the sale or lease be
announced, and when will the ownership change
hands?

COUNTRY FIRE AUTHORITY
ENTERPRISE BARGAINING AGREEMENT
Debate resumed.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I will begin
where I left off, endorsing Mr O’Donohue’s motion in
support of Country Fire Authority (CFA) volunteers.
One point I did want to make was with regard to who it
is that is advocating for change. Who is advocating for
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the changes — for the power of veto for the United
Firefighters Union (UFU) to be able to control the
CFA? It is certainly not the CFA volunteers. I have not
heard anybody saying that any of these changes are
going to ensure our community is made more safe. The
only outcome of these changes is that the UFU is going
to be able to control 60 000 volunteers, what they are
able to do and not do, when they are going to be able to
begin fighting a fire and when they are going to be able
to go out to schools and educate the community about
the dangers and the importance of fire safety. That is all
that is going to come out of these proposed changes of
Peter Marshall and the UFU.
It is imperative that we stand in support of our CFA
volunteers, because it is they who keep our community
safe when we are most in need. It is not just during
times of bushfire, either. Certainly I have spoken to
many CFA volunteers who have spoken about
attending road accidents and other accidents where
community members need support in times of need. It
is of great concern if the UFU — if these proposed
EBA changes go through — could say whether or not a
volunteer CFA crew could attend a car accident or the
like to meet the needs of the community.
In conclusion, I note that it is quite clear that what we
have here is a union that has been trying for over
30 years to take control of one of the greatest
community service organisations in the world. Peter
Marshall has been trying for decades — —
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MORRIS — The bullying tactics of the UFU
and Peter Marshall cannot be condoned. All they are
trying to do is take over a magnificent community
organisation, and those volunteers will not stand idly by
while they attempt to do so. So I wholeheartedly
commend Mr O’Donohue’s motion to the house and
say that we in the coalition, the Liberals and The
Nationals, will always stand in support of our CFA
volunteers.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — In speaking
on Mr O’Donohue’s motion, of course the first few
words are that I think the whole chamber supports the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) volunteers. Of course the
whole chamber does, and I think that is just a given,
despite some game playing — —
Mr Finn — I’m not sure it is a given.
Mr LEANE — No, well, it is a given because — —
Mr Finn — I’m not sure it is.
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Mr LEANE — Well, you are not sure of a lot of
things, Mr Finn. The things Mr Finn is not sure of could
probably fill a number of volumes as big as this room.
But he should be taking the chamber’s word for it —
that of course everyone supports CFA volunteers. What
I am disappointed by in this motion is that it does not
go on to say that the house also supports all firefighters,
whether they are paid — whether they do it for a
living — or not. I find that very disappointing.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr LEANE — Mr Ramsay interjects, ‘They’re not
at risk’, but I have to say they have been at risk of being
demonised for the last few weeks. They have been at
risk of those opposite — of the coalition — and of
certain media outlets attacking them.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr LEANE — Mr Ramsay says, ‘Not career
firefighters, only the UFU’.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr LEANE — And Peter Marshall? Well, I have to
say I had a look at the rally that was out the front of the
steps yesterday, and there must be a lot of Peter
Marshalls. There must be over a thousand Peter
Marshalls. All of their names must have been Peter
Marshall. It must have been a Peter Marshall
convention. I know those opposite find this hard to
accept, but the United Firefighters Union is over
3000 men and women who put out fires for a living and
save people’s lives for a living. Members opposite do
not understand.
Ms Lovell interjected.
Mr LEANE — Ms Lovell has just walked in. She is
not in her place, and she just yelled out that the CFA
has 60 000 volunteers. We accept that, and we actually
support those 60 000 people. But just because the paid
firefighters are a minority group and there are only
3000 of them, does that mean the coalition should
attack them? Is that why they are fair game? Is that why
the coalition and the media are openly attacking their
integrity and their complete commitment to their jobs?
They are being attacked by a number of people out of
political interests.
The 3000 firefighters, through their representatives,
have said that they do not support the policy of not
addressing a fire until there are seven personnel at the
site. What would happen is that the first personnel
would turn up and start addressing the fire. We have
heard the hysteria of members opposite around two
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trucks being dispatched. I do not understand what the
huge issue is. If two trucks are dispatched to an event
and the first truck gets there and its team says, ‘Look,
it’s only a fire in a dumpster’, and they radio to the
second truck, ‘You don’t need to come; it’s not an
incident for two trucks’, then I do not see what the
hysteria is about. If two trucks are available, why would
they not be sent to an event? I have got to say that if it
was my house on fire, I would actually appreciate it that
two trucks had been dispatched. I would actually
appreciate it if more trucks were available — that is, if
fire personnel had been sitting at a station, if they were
available and if they were not attending another event. I
do not understand the hysteria of members opposite
over that issue.
Members opposite have said that paid staff will not take
instructions from volunteer incident controllers. That is
not true. The career firefighters have come out and said
that will stay the same. As a matter of fact, the career
firefighters have stated that nothing they are negotiating
will have any effect on the business as usual of the great
work that the CFA does or the great work that the CFA
volunteers do, but that is not good enough for members
opposite.
Mr Ramsay — That is not true.
Mr LEANE — That is not true? That is not good
enough for members opposite. The career firefighters
say that nothing in the EBA will affect the volunteers.
The independent umpire, Fair Work, has said that
nothing in the agreement is going to affect the
volunteers. That is not good enough for members
opposite because they want to keep their fear campaign
going. I have to give them the bad news: it is going to
end. Industrial disputes end.
Ms Lovell — We want it to end.
Mr LEANE — Members opposite do not want it to
end. The industrial dispute is going to end and the fear
that the coalition has generated is going to dissipate
because the truth is going to get out there. In practice it
will be out there. In practice nothing will change for the
volunteers, and the coalition’s fear campaign will
disappear. I will tell members what will happen after
that. This government will fulfil its commitment to
introduce an extra 350 firefighters, and this government
will fulfil its commitment to introduce presumptive
legislation. This is something that members opposite
are calling for now.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr LEANE — I say to Mr Ramsay that it will be
done this term.
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Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr LEANE — Inaction for four years, and
then — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LEANE — I am not trying to be cutting. I know
I am hurting the feelings of those opposite by telling
them the truth. I am not going to use the fruity language
that we have had to endure during this debate, but I am
just telling members opposite what is going to happen.
All of those coalition members with photos of
themselves standing in front of CFA stations who are
saying, ‘I support presumptive legislation’, did not do
anything about it.
What is going to happen is that this government will do
something about it. Nothing will change for the CFA
volunteers as far as what they do now except they will
actually have improvements because they will have
new equipment from this government. The great work
that they do will be improved and will be made easier
by this government. And they will have presumptive
legislation. A long period of time after the enterprise
bargaining agreement (EBA) has been signed they will
find out from pure experience that nothing has changed.
What will happen soon, after the agreement is finalised,
is that members opposite will move on to another fear
campaign. They will find something else. They will
realise that this one has not worked out, that it has no
legs, and they will move on to something else. Then
Mr Davis will come in here and it will be all about sky
rail again — ‘this sky rail that no-one voted for’. Then
what will happen is that it will get built and people will
realise that that is a good asset and they will like it, they
will actually enjoy it, and then the coalition will move
on to something else. That is because that is what the
coalition does.
I have no qualms about saying that I speak to everyone
in society that I can. I speak to people who are in
unions, and I actually speak to leaders of unions from
time to time. I tried to speak to the head of the
volunteers association, and, as I said, to his credit he
rang me back but I missed his called. When I rang him
back his phone was off, so I sent him a text message
saying, ‘Please, Mr Ford, tell me what you’re basing
your accusations on in the email you just sent to every
MP’. I heard nothing back. I have still heard nothing
back now, even after the last speech I made in
Parliament. He is not prepared to back up his
statements because they are not true.
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Let us go to some truth now. I apologise that I have to
read this. In the Warrnambool Standard of yesterday
there is an article that says:
Integrated: Warrnambool CFA leading firefighter Heath
McDougall and volunteer firefighter Carolyn Bishop are part
of a joint team.

They are part of an integrated team at Warrnambool
CFA. There was a joint gathering in recent days. The
article states:
… 27 volunteers and 22 paid firefighters came together in a
show of unity to tell the Warrnambool community that
despite the divisions displayed in other forums, the
Warrnambool fire station was a united integrated force.
The station’s chief volunteer, First Lieutenant — —

Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr LEANE — Members opposite will not even
take quotes from CFA volunteers.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LEANE — I know this is killing members
opposite, but I am going to keep reading from this
article. Members opposite should trust me and relax. I
have known them for a long time — they will find
another fear campaign. I have faith in them doing that
because, as I said during question time, they excel in
opposition. That is where they belong. They are
fantastic at this sort of stuff — in creating division, in
creating fear, in not delivering things but calling for
them. When they are in government they do not do
anything, but when they are in opposition they are the
experts at everything.
I think I have lost my space. I need to — —
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr LEANE — I feel like I am on The Muppet
Show, and I have got Waldorf and the other guy up on
the balcony — just angry old dudes, angry about
everything, saying, ‘In my day, we did this’.
Anyway, there was a joint campaign, and there is a
quote from the station’s chief volunteer, First
Lieutenant Wayne Rooke in the article:
We are all here for the community.
We are all side by side with the staff …

Concerns that an enterprise bargaining agreement
proposed by the UFU will diminish the role of the CFA
have actually been debunked by these people.
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The article says:
… Mr Rooke said the concerns were unfounded. He said that
the proposed EBA would not alter the present situation where
rural CFA brigades were backed up by paid firefighters.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LEANE — I cannot believe that members of the
opposition do not even accept the people who do the
job; they do not even accept the volunteers.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr LEANE — I understand the opposition’s
frustration, but I assure them — —
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr LEANE — You will find another thing to
fearmonger. You will be okay, so stop panicking and
stop this shrillness.
I would like to refer to the discussions in the Fair Work
Commission, I think briefly, after lunch so that other
people can get a go. I am wondering, President, if I
should start that part of my speech now, or are you
happy to let me collect my thoughts over lunchtime? I
could keep going if you — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Will it give rise to a
very extensive presentation after lunch?
Mr LEANE — No, very brief. I think it will take
10 minutes after lunch. But I am moving onto a
different topic, and I think it is very important that
people are focused on what I say.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is an unusual
request, but nonetheless I think we have arrived at the
time where we will suspend for lunch.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.04 p.m.
Mr LEANE — I will briefly complete my
contribution on this motion. I am a bit disappointed that
the opposition cannot at least add career firefighters to
its motion. I am not too sure if that goes to its political
ends. There has been a lot of interjection around
professional firefighters and their union. Their union is
actually them. There are 3000-plus men and women
who have formed a collective to further their
occupational health and safety conditions and their pay
conditions, and I do not think that is the most evil thing
in the world, despite others trying to betray it as that. I
do not think the people who have been elected to
represent them from the ranks are the most evil people

2771

in the world just because they have been elected to
represent them. Actually I do not think that Peter
Marshall is the most evil person in the world, despite all
the rhetoric coming from across the chamber.
Yesterday there was a rally out the front of the building
we are currently in. I had a conversation with some of
the firefighters who were there yesterday. I actually had
conversations with some of the career firefighters after
the last debate that was brought into this house by those
opposite. There were phone calls to my office and also
exchanges of emails. In phone calls to my office career
firefighters were at a loss to understand why they were
open to such attacks on their integrity and
professionalism. They were at a loss to understand why
some in the community think it is okay for them to be
punching bags purely because they are firefighters who
make a living out of it. They are at a loss to understand
why it is okay for some people in our community to
consider them punching bags just because they have a
union ticket in their wallet or their purse. It is not fair on
them. It is not right and, as I have said from the start, I
feel for them.
In some of the conversations I have had with them in
their updates of how the negotiations are going they
have asked questions that I could not answer. There
were questions about why CFA management has
engaged the legal company Corrs Westgarth, and I get
the other name wrong — —
Mr Ondarchie — Corrs Chambers Westgarth.
Mr LEANE — Thank you very much for the
assistance — Corrs Chambers Westgarth. There were
questions about why Corrs had been engaged for the
conciliation process and, when they were going to
conciliation at the Fair Work Commission, why there
were two partners and also barristers engaged by Corrs,
along with the CEO, the deputy CEO and a number of
people. Firefighters were wondering why so much
taxpayers money was being spent on the CFA’s
conciliation process. They were also wondering why
some clauses that had been agreed to by CFA
management were being reneged upon at a later date.
Maybe Mr Ramsay might be able to explain that. Some
of the clauses that they are jumping up and down about
now, that they agreed to during the recent negotiations,
were at a later date reneged upon. It would be very
interesting to know — —
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr LEANE — Mr Ramsay seems to know a lot
about the negotiations in this dispute. It would be very
interesting if he could explain it. It seems to me that
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something strange is going on. The CFA has put out
media releases recently saying that it will continue to
act in good faith — —
Mr Davis interjected.
Mr LEANE — Mr Davis, that was not funny and
you are not in your place. If you are going to interject
and not be in your place, at least be clever.
Mr Dalla-Riva interjected.
Mr LEANE — The limits of Mr Dalla-Riva’s sense
of humour might not be as high as mine; I do not know.
In summary, I guarantee the people opposite that when
these negotiations are finished, when the EBA is done,
when the CFA volunteers realise that nothing has
changed and when the fearmongers over there realise
that the world has not collapsed in on itself, they will
find another issue.
That is what they do. They will find another issue to lie
about, to fearmonger about. I am sure Mr Davis will
find that the sky rail is still getting built. He will be all
right. He will be able to talk about that ad nauseam,
saying, ‘The sky rail no-one voted for’. He will be able
to talk about that. I do not know if there were any rail
troughs anyone voted for either, so maybe Mr Davis
should pick up on that one too.
Mr Davis interjected.
Mr LEANE — Yes, that is a good one. He should
pick up on that. I am happy to help him.
I think it is a sad day for this chamber. This motion has
been brought to the house full of misleading
information, full of fearmongering and trying to divide
a workforce whose members work together well
anyway. The opposition is not going to be able to
achieve this. The other thing I think is sad — and I will
say it again — is that the opposition cannot even bring
itself to put forward a motion saying that it supports
career firefighters as well.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I want to thank Mr O’Donohue for
bringing to the house this motion, which asks the house
to support the Country Fire Authority (CFA) volunteers
in their call to keep their operations under the full
authority of the CFA chief executive officer and the
chief fire officer. I will be supporting the motion.
For many years I lived just down the road from a CFA
station. I would hear the siren go every Sunday
afternoon as a test, and occasionally I would hear it go
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when it was not a test but a call to action. The CFA, as
anyone who has lived in a CFA area knows, is much
more than just a service; it is a community. I had
neighbours and friends who volunteered, and they still
do. We would all donate and attend the annual yard sale
at the station. When we had a fire at the back of our
property, we were grateful for their quick response.
When my parents were escaping the Marysville
bushfires, they were also extremely grateful for the
work of the CFA, as was our entire family.
CFA volunteering is something often handed down
through generations — generations who are justifiably
proud of their contribution and fiercely independent.
Volunteers have a sense of ownership over their patch,
and the community is fiercely defensive of the
volunteers who protect them. The CFA has stated:
The proposed EBA undermines volunteers, our culture,
allows the UFU operational and management control of CFA
and is discriminatory.

This is perhaps why the recent breakdown in enterprise
bargaining agreement (EBA) negotiations has become
such an emotive issue. Unlike many EBA negotiations,
this one involves whole communities, whole families,
and when your family is attacked your reaction is to
fight back and protect them. This issue is not just
evoking sympathy or even empathy; it is raw emotion.
There is also an element of exhaustion playing out here.
The CFA operational negotiations have been going for
over three years. Volunteers are at the point where
many have stated publicly that they will walk away
from the CFA if the EBA as it currently stands goes
through. This would have a devastating impact on
communities, and it is not a threat to be taken lightly.
The DLP favours conciliation and arbitration systems,
but it opposes the concentration of power in corporate
business and trade unions. We do not believe that any
union, for example, should allow power to be
monopolised within one group or within one faction.
Quite simply, the DLP views the behaviour and
approach of some parts of the current government and
of the United Firefighters Union (UFU) in this dispute
as incredibly disrespectful and unfair. The dispute has
also, I note, caused tensions within this government. I
commend the Minister for Emergency Services, Jane
Garrett, for opposing the agreement and standing up for
CFA volunteers. I also note, as Mr Melhem pointed out
in his contribution, that cabinet took a step in the right
direction in seeking to resolve this issue on Monday,
and I encourage cabinet to resolve the politics of this
matter swiftly. The phrase ‘Enough is enough’ comes
to mind, and not just in my mind but for many of the
constituents that I represent.
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The DLP believes policy should be formulated in
favour of the smallest unit of responsibility and
decision-making. This means that decisions should be
made by the people closest to and most affected by the
issues and concerns of, in this case, the community
being protected by the CFA. I acknowledge the UFU’s
claims that the matter of control and decision-making
has been politicised, and I agree that this has become
quite unnecessarily political. We should never use our
emergency services as political footballs. We saw this
under the previous government with the paramedics
dispute, and we see it under this government with the
firefighters. This whole process has been damaging.
Both career and volunteer firefighters have been
affected. This has been played out in emotive rallies
and in emotive interviews on talkback radio. Opinions
have been expressed both for and against the EBA. It is
time for this to be resolved before irreparable damage is
inflicted on relationships between career and volunteer
firefighters.
There are many issues here which others in this
chamber have already addressed. I just wish to briefly
highlight two issues which are of particular concern to
me. Firstly, there are concerns over veto clauses in the
enterprise bargaining agreement. Many are in respect of
the critical functions and responsibilities of the CFA.
These clauses are not consultation only required
clauses. They clearly require UFU agreement, and the
CFA is adamant that this is not appropriate in relation
to many issues. Reflecting on DLP principles here, it is
the CFA that is closest to the decision-making centre,
and thus it is the CFA with which the DLP believes
responsibility for critical functions should remain.
Furthermore, I am concerned about the comments made
by the Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights
Commission (VEOHRC), which found that a rather
large number of clauses in the agreement are
non-compliant or potentially non-compliant.
This includes clauses that could be discriminatory
towards women, parents, carers and people with
disabilities. This is of grave concern to me. Red flags
go up when I hear concerns from bodies such as
VEOHRC.
I want to keep my contribution brief, so I will sum up
now. As I have said, decisions should be made by the
people closest to and most affected by the issues and
concerns of the community. A Premier and a union
pushing aside a government minister and attempting to
force her hand on a mostly volunteer organisation, I
feel, is most inappropriate. I acknowledge that the
Premier has since backed down — at least temporarily.
In motions like this I will always seek to err on the side
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of those closest to and most representative of their
community, therefore I will be supporting this
motion — to stand in solidarity with the communities
protected by the CFA volunteers and out of respect for
those same volunteers.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I am pleased
to support this motion today. I have even greater
pleasure in supporting the 60 000 volunteers who make
up the Country Fire Authority (CFA). I would like to
congratulate Ed O’Donohue on bringing this motion
forward, because it gives us all an opportunity to stand
in support of the volunteers in the Country Fire
Authority. It also gives us the chance to tell Daniel
Andrews that he is wrong.
Everyone, including the volunteers, actually supports
the career firefighters in negotiating an enterprise
bargaining agreement (EBA) that gives them fair
working conditions and remuneration — but not at the
expense of the volunteers. This is where these EBA
negotiations go a step too far. These do impact on the
60 000 volunteers and they do make the Country Fire
Authority unworkable, and we will not stand by and see
Labor destroy an organisation that has given over
100 years of very proud service to our community and
for which 60 000 volunteers still risk their lives every
time their pager goes — to protect all of us who rely on
the Country Fire Authority.
Daniel Andrews has started a bushfire. This is a fire in
the bush that is raging.
Mr Leane interjected.
Ms LOVELL — It is burning out of control at the
moment, and Mr Leane has his head in the sand. Labor
will pay the consequences of this bushfire. There is
only one way — —
Mr Leane interjected.
Ms LOVELL — This is a fire that is burning in
every regional city, town, village and hamlet
throughout country Victoria and in the outer suburbs of
Melbourne, and Mr Leane chooses to keep his head in
the sand and try to ignore it. There is only one way this
fire can be put out, and that is if Daniel Andrews does a
backflip, supports the CFA volunteers and backs down
on the sweetheart deal that he has promised to the
United Firefighters Union (UFU).
This deal goes far too far. The right of veto over
decisions of the CFA board and CEO is a step far too
far. What other organisation has to be run by people
who have a right of veto over the decisions of the
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board? How can members of a board actually fulfil
their obligations as directors — —
Mr Leane interjected.
Ms LOVELL — Deputy President!
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Through
the Chair. Ms Lovell, to continue.
Ms LOVELL — I note that the Deputy President is
not very keen on pulling Mr Leane up, but he should be
pulled up.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Lovell
is reflecting on the Chair.
Ms LOVELL — I withdraw.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Continue.
Ms LOVELL — What other organisation has a
board of directors who cannot fulfil their role as
directors? That is what this deal, the Daniel Andrews
sweetheart deal with the UFU, would provide.
Another area of concern to many of our volunteers is
the need to have seven career firefighters on the ground
before any fire can be fought.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Can we
cease with the interjections? Ms Lovell, to continue.
Ms LOVELL — It is totally unworkable to have to
have seven career firefighters on the ground before
volunteers can start to fight a fire. In many of our
country towns this would mean houses would burn to
the ground while CFA volunteers would have to sit in a
truck and watch them burning as they waited for career
firefighters to attend. In fact in many of our career
firefighting stations there are not even seven career
firefighters on duty. If you go to Sunbury, the shift of
career firefighters is only four. In Shepparton the shift
for career firefighters is six. This is no doubt a
desperate measure by the UFU to have an increase in
the number of paid firefighters on the ground, which
will mean more union dues will be paid back to the
UFU so it can then direct that back to the Labor Party in
contributions.
Another area of concern is the establishment of two
separate chains of command. That is just unworkable. It
is not practical that you would have two different
chains of command in a firefighting situation on a
fireground. That is particularly the case with fires that
are fought in some of the remote areas in the high
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country, where a volunteer firefighter who has been in
an area for 20 or 30 years and knows how the fires run
in those areas would be the best person to be in
command. A career firefighter would not take a
command from that experienced volunteer, and
therefore a career firefighter who might have only a few
years’ urban experience would be giving commands on
that fireground. That would not be practical.
We have learnt from bushfires in the past that there
needs to be great cooperation — not only between
career firefighters and volunteers but also between
other firefighting organisations that may come out of
Parks Victoria or out of the department and also the
State Emergency Service and anyone else who is on a
fireground. Establishing multiple chains of command
will not lead to the level of cooperation that is needed in
wildfires.
Labor keeps telling us there is nothing to worry
about — ‘Nothing to see here. Nothing up our sleeves.
Go away. It’s all okay’ — but country Victorians and
the volunteers in the CFA are not buying that. The CFA
volunteers smell a rat. This is an issue that concerns
country Victoria so much that 3500 volunteers rallied in
Treasury Gardens and later on the steps of Parliament
last Sunday, with less than 24 hours’ notice. With less
than 24 hours notice, 3500 people travelled hundreds of
miles to be there to support the CFA. At the rally
people were asked to put up their hands: ‘Put your hand
up if you travelled an hour’, and everyone put their
hand up; ‘Put your hand up if you travelled 2 hours’,
and there were hundreds of hands still in the air; ‘Put
your hand up if you travelled 3 hours’, and hundreds of
hands were still in the air; ‘Put your hand up if you
travelled 4 hours’; ‘Put your hand up if you travelled
more than 5 hours’ — there were people who had
travelled more than 5 hours to be in the Treasury
Gardens on Sunday to protect the CFA.
I was proud to join those volunteers from right across
Victoria, including about five busloads from region 22,
which is the region I live in, to support them in standing
up against Daniel Andrews and the UFU. There was
not one Labor or one Greens MP there to show support
for the CFA volunteers. They stand up in here and say,
‘We respect all firefighters; we respect career
firefighters and we respect volunteer firefighters’, but
none of them were there to show the volunteers any
support.
Yesterday we saw the UFU response. It was reported in
today’s Shepparton News that there were about
500 people at that rally. That rally was supported very
strongly by the Electrical Trades Union and the
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Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union and
of course Labor and Greens MPs.
When I was first a member of Parliament one Labor
MP told me that Labor will never commission a review
or a report unless it knows the result first. That seems to
be exactly what has happened with the report of the
Fair Work Commission. How comfortable must this
Labor government have been when this dispute went
before the Fair Work Commission, where we have a
Fair Work commissioner in Julius Roe, who was
appointed by the former Gillard federal government. He
is a man with strong union credentials. He is a
self-proclaimed anarchist and Marxist and a
well-known Labor mate. He is hardly an independent
umpire, and his finding in favour of the union was
hardly surprising. It is appalling that the CFA was only
given — —
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, Deputy
President, I wish to bring to your attention that the
member is seeking to reflect on a member of the Fair
Work Commission. I refer to rulings in this house that
relate to reflections on members of the judiciary. I
realise that the Fair Work Commission is actually not a
court as such, but on a similar basis I would bring this
matter to your attention in that the member is seeking to
impugn the reputation of a member of the Fair Work
Commission and seeking to imply through her
comments that the individual involved was less than
impartial in his recommendations.
Mr Davis — On the point of order, Deputy
President, I am not sure the member was seeking to
impugn the member of Fair Work. I think what she was
placing on record are historical facts — matters of
public record. In my view she was unfair by not
pointing out that he had renounced anarchism, but the
views that he has held over the years are a matter of
public record and she is entitled to make those points.
Mrs Peulich — On the point of order, Deputy
President, to rule in favour of this point of order would
be certainly a very significant mark away from past
practice. Ms Mikakos has admitted in taking the point
of order that indeed it is not consistent with the standing
orders — that is, a Fair Work commissioner is not a
member of the judiciary. Secondly, there is a right of
reply for any citizen who feels thus aggrieved to
actually apply and use that right of reply in this
chamber. As Mr David Davis said, what Ms Lovell was
reiterating is what is on the public record. I do not
believe it is a reflection, nor is it a reflection on the
judiciary as captured in the standing orders.
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Technically it is not a point of order; however, I am
concerned that there is criticism and indeed implied
criticism in terms of the commissioner of Fair Work. I
just do not believe that that is particularly helpful, and I
would ask members to curtail that line of argument.
Ms LOVELL — During the hearings at the
commission the CFA was given only a brief
opportunity to put forward its case. The volunteers were
not even — —
Mr Leane — On a point of order, Deputy President,
Ms Lovell is misleading the house. The CFA had
40 sessions with the Fair Work commissioner, and it
was supported by taxpayer-paid partners of a legal
company.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! That is not
a point of order.
Ms LOVELL — The volunteers were not even
given an opportunity to put forward their point of view
at all at the hearing, but the UFU had extensive
opportunities, and I believe that representatives of the
Premier supported the UFU at the commission. This
hearing was a stitch-up from the start, and Daniel
Andrews thought he would get it all his own way — a
Fair Work finding that endorsed his need to pay back
the UFU for the role it played in assisting Labor during
the state election.
Mr Leane — On a point of order, Deputy President,
the member just made an accusation against a member
of the other place, being the Premier. Members can
only make an accusation against a member of the other
place through a substantive motion, so she will have to
withdraw that particular statement.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! We simply
did not hear it. There were other conversations taking
place and advice being sought at the time.
Ms LOVELL — Thank you, Deputy President. The
union tactics during this campaign have been appalling.
We had heard early on and during the campaign that the
UFU was using the pager system inappropriately and
sending out messages via the pager system claiming to
be from the chief fire officer when they were not. Only
this morning this practice commenced again, and I
received an email today from a concerned volunteer,
who said:
This morning, the UFU used the CFA’s paging network and
the CFA chief officer’s name to reassure volunteers that the
EBA will not impact their or their communities’ safety and
directing them to the ‘Protect the Protectors’ Facebook page
and open letter —
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that is, the union’s Facebook page and open letter. The
CFA management is now investigating the UFU’s
inappropriate use of the pager system and of the deputy
chief fire officer’s name. The deputy chief officer has
responded to this, and he will make sure that the UFU
is held to account for its inappropriate use of the pager
system.
I do have concerns, like those Dr Carling-Jenkins just
outlined, about the clauses that are discriminatory
towards women, carers and the disabled. Labor claims
to be the champion of these groups of people, but Labor
is prepared to agree to a union deal that will be
discriminatory towards women, carers and the disabled
in this state. That is absolutely disgraceful.
Daniel Andrews is driving a wedge between our career
firefighters and our volunteers. We need a cohesive
firefighting service in this state. In country Victoria we
have to have a cohesive firefighting service. There is a
need for both career firefighters and for volunteers.
Without volunteers this state cannot afford to have an
effective firefighting service throughout country
Victoria. In urban areas and in many of our regional
cities there is a need for integrated stations, like the one
we have in Shepparton, where career firefighters work
side by side with volunteers every day of the year.
This dispute is driving a wedge between the career
firefighters and the volunteers. This is a disgraceful act
by this Premier. He needs to listen to his minister, who
has stood up to him and told him that this is just not on.
He needs to listen to his minister; he needs to listen to
the 60 000 volunteers in the CFA; he needs to listen to
Lucinda Nolan, the CEO of the CFA; he needs to listen
to the board of the CFA; and he needs to listen to
opposition members, who have consulted with all these
people and who know the effect of this deal if Daniel
Andrews pushes it through.
I would just like to finish by saying that we in the
Liberal Party value all firefighters. We value volunteer
firefighters and we value career firefighters.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms LOVELL — It is obvious from Mr Leane’s
behaviour during this debate that he only values the
union. He has continually interjected throughout my
contribution.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Through
the Chair. Can Mr Leane and Ms Crozier please desist
from interjecting.
Ms LOVELL — Mr Leane’s consistent
interjections have made it rather difficult for me to
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make my contribution this afternoon, because he has
been continually prattling on while I was speaking. As I
said, I would like to finish my contribution by saying
how much we in the Liberal Party do value all
firefighters in Victoria, whether they be volunteer
firefighters or career firefighters. We want to see a
cohesive CFA going forward, with career firefighters
and volunteers working side by side and where
everyone is valued for their contribution.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — It gives me
pleasure today to rise and speak in support of the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) volunteers. My earliest
memory of volunteer firefighters goes back to about
1980 — a little bit too long ago — when we lived on a
farm. One day I came home from school in the middle
of summer and my dad was not there. For the next two
days I had no idea where he was. He came back and he
smelt of smoke. He had been in the Royston state
forest, as I think it was back then, fighting fires — with
all of about 10 minutes training. Fortunately things
have got a lot better since then. There is training and
there are trucks and all sorts of things, but it is not a
new function and it is certainly a function we need. It is
a free function, notwithstanding the fact that you have
got to buy them equipment, and all these volunteer
firefighters do it on, obviously, a volunteer basis, at no
cost to the state.
As part of what I do in this job, I get around of course
and I meet various people. I have also gone to a lot of
CFA stations and met a lot of very, very passionate and
dedicated people. All they want to do is protect their
community. Along with the State Emergency Service
(SES), they form the backbone of a lot of the rural
emergency response. The type of people you tend to
meet are the givers, not the takers, of a community. Not
only do they give their time, but sometimes they risk
their lives and sometimes they give their lives. I
remember clearly the tragedy in Linton, where there
were multiple fatalities. These are the sorts of people
who went out and did it again and again. The volunteers
are the people we should be thinking of here. It is more
about what they give or provide and what we do for
them.
That brings me to an individual I met just before I got
elected, someone who is a shooter, like me — a
gentleman by the name of Paul Bannan. He is a CFA
volunteer. As I have come to know him more and more
over the course of my little journey through Parliament,
I have started to get a very good idea about what makes
these people tick. As I said before, it is about giving. It
is not about wages. It is not about enterprise bargaining
agreements (EBAs). It is not about anything except that
when the siren goes they will get to the station and they
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will go and fight a fire or, in the case of the SES, they
will go and cut people out of cars or whatever it might
be. These are the people we should be thinking of —
and the people they are supporting, who are our
communities.
On rural areas, I cannot speak to the veracity of what is
in or not in the EBA. I cannot say whether people will
have a volunteer crew standing there, waiting for a paid
firefighter to turn up, because I do not know. But
whoever gets there first should be able to fight the fire.
That is what it is about. Seconds count — not hours, not
minutes, not unions, not anything else. It is about
safety.
I am going to keep my contribution short, as usual. The
organisation as a whole needs to focus on its primary
role of protecting life and property. This really is not
negotiable, and that is what we really need to be
focusing on. There are 60 000 people who need to be
acknowledged for their effort and what they do for this
community.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I rise to
support Mr O’Donohue’s motion, and in doing so I
want to endorse the contributions from those on the
opposition benches in relation to their very strong
parochial support of our Country Fire Authority (CFA)
volunteer base right across Victoria. I do concur with
Mr Leane — unfortunately I see he is not in the
chamber — that when we talk about firefighters we are
talking about all firefighters, career and volunteer, in
the support and respect that we show every one of
them. The motion that Mr O’Donohue has brought
forward to this house does relate to specifically CFA
volunteers, because they are the ones who will be most
impacted upon by the proposed enterprise bargaining
agreement (EBA) clauses that have been supported and
recommended by Fair Work commissioner Julius Roe.
I would just like to put some things in perspective. I
will try and be short so others can make a contribution
before this is adjourned. Ms Hartland raised issues
about presumptive legislation. I have been a CFA
volunteer with the Birregurra fire brigade for many,
many years. I was very active on Ash Wednesday as a
volunteer, supporting the communities of Deans Marsh
and Lorne, that were under threat. The initial Ash
Wednesday fire started at a timber mill at Deans Marsh.
I provided my own fire unit and went up into the Otway
ranges to support houses that were under threat. I have
been involved in most significant fires in western
Victoria since that time, so I have had a lot of
experience in working closely with not only CFA
volunteers but career staff as well, not only those
supported by the United Firefighters Union (UFU) but
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also firefighters in the lands and parks department, or
the Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning (DELWP) as we know it now, who were
particularly effective last December in supporting the
Wye River and Separation Creek communities, where
that fire was raging on Crown land. I thank the DELWP
firefighters for their part in saving those communities,
as I do the CFA volunteers under the brigade captain at
Wye River, Roy Moriarty.
In relation to Ms Hartland’s issue on presumptive
legislation, can I say that the coalition was supportive
of presumptive legislation for all firefighters. However,
the bill that she introduced in the upper house had, as
we know, a financial consideration and was seen as a
Treasury bill that was required to be debated in the
lower house. Unfortunately, if she can remember, the
recommendation was that the bill be put to the
Assembly for consideration and debate instead of
coming through the upper house.
Ms Hartland interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — I also remind her that during the
course of the coalition government’s reign we actually
commissioned a report by Monash University to look at
the science and research in relation to the impacts of
presumptive legislation and the relationship between
the identified cancers in that legislation.
Ms Hartland interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — It was actually on 5 November,
Ms Hartland, even before that report was made public,
that the Premier at the time, Denis Napthine, supported
presumptive legislation for firefighters.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! There is
way too much noise in the chamber. Can we have a
little bit more silence in the chamber, please?
Mr RAMSAY — I do dispute Ms Hartland’s
position of saying that we were not supporting the
legislation. We had a press release dated 5 November
that clearly stated that given the work that been done by
Monash University there were scientific reasons to
support presumptive legislation with some changes in
the modelling.
In relation to the CFA budget, which Mr Leane made
much of in his contribution, can I say that the coalition
put more money into the CFA budget every year during
its four-year government than Labor ever did. There
was significant additional funding applied during the
outcome of the Black Saturday Victorian bushfires
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royal commission when there was a requirement to
meet the recommendations of that inquiry, and there
was supplementary funding provided in the 2011–12
budget, which was a one-off funding increase. Certainly
in 2012–13 there was $416 million, in 2013–14 there
was $446 million and in 2014–15 there was
$457 million. There was an ongoing increase in each of
those years to the budget, which substantiates what we
have been saying in relation to the ongoing
commitment and increases in funding to the CFA under
the coalition.
It makes a mockery of what Peter Marshall was saying
and the Andrews government’s claim that CFA funding
was cut under the coalition. It was not cut; it actually
increased every year during the coalition
government — more than at any time under a previous
Labor government.
Can I quickly just say there are a number of issues here
that I do want to highlight. In relation to the clauses that
deal with the power of veto, we have seen that work in
the Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB). What is causing
considerable concern obviously with Volunteer Fire
Brigade Victoria (VFBV) is that the clauses that are
now being proposed will have a similar effect on the
CFA volunteer fire brigade base to what it has had on
the MFB, where in fact the UFU has total control of
who will man the fire trucks, how they will be placed
and directed and the chain of command. That is not
something the CFA volunteers want overshadowing
their ability to respond to fires.
It was only last Monday night that I visited the Lara fire
brigade with the shadow Minister for Emergency
Services, Brad Battin, and the member for South
Barwon, Andrew Katos, from the Legislative
Assembly. I use Lara as an example of a brigade that
under the current proposed EBA negotiations will
become an integrated fire brigade.
Mr Davis — What has the member for Lara been
doing?
Mr RAMSAY — We have heard nothing from the
member for Lara. In fact the member for Lara has never
visited, as I understand, the Lara fire station. In fact he
probably does not know where it is.
In relation to the Lara brigade, as I understand it, under
the proposed EBA it will become an integrated fire
station. It will be no. 35 in Victoria. We already have in
my region Ocean Grove, Belmont, Corio and Geelong
City fire stations. If Lara becomes an integrated model,
the volunteers are worried that it will lead not to
integration but to segregation, because I am told that
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under the model proposed for the Lara volunteer
firefighters they will be banned from going through
certain doors or gaining access to certain rooms within
the confines of the station — this is the station they
built through sausage sizzles and chook raffles!
Page 388 of the EBA outlines which doors and what
parts of the fire station volunteers will not be allowed to
enter. This will mean more segregation than integration,
which is not in keeping with the UFU mantra that
volunteers will continue to do what they do now. That
is not the case in an integrated fire station, where there
are purpose-built separate rooms for career firefighters
and for volunteers. I saw an example of this when Brad
Battin and I visited the Ocean Grove integrated station.
There are different areas for volunteers and different
areas for career firefighters, and that is not integration.
That is segregation, and that is something that we must
avoid at all costs. That is one of the reasons why
certainly the Lara VFBV volunteer firefighters are
concerned about their station being integrated, like I am
sure many other stations.
It is true, as I understand it, that under the EBA seven
career firefighters are required to be on the fireground
for fire response. If we use Lara as an example, under
the current EBA clauses four career firefighters will be
imposed on the Lara fire brigade whether they are
needed or not, so if there is a call-out and there are four
career firefighters and say three volunteers, that call-out
truck will have to wait until there are another three
career firefighters in another truck before it can actually
respond to a fire. This is causing a lot of concern with
integrated fire stations right across Victoria and those
volunteer fire stations that may well become integrated
over time. No doubt that is what Peter Marshall is
hoping will happen — that volunteer fire stations will
be slowly swallowed up into the integrated model,
volunteers will be pushed out and there will be
unionised career firefighters manning these stations and
having total control over the fire response.
There are two other main issues, and one is the role of
the chief fire officer. The CFA volunteer chief fire
officer will not under this current EBA, as I understand,
be able to give direction to career firefighting staff,
which just makes a mockery of his control on the
fireground and his responsibility for those firefighters.
So if a CFA chief officer asks a career firefighter to do
a certain task, under this EBA the career firefighter can
refuse.
The other issue is the power of veto, and Mr Leane will
say, ‘Well, every EBA has a consultative committee’,
but the fact is there is a hidden power of veto within the
consultative committee that will give basically UFU
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control over fire responses. There are a whole range of
other matters, but time does not allow me to go through
those. I would say there is strong support for this EBA
negotiation to be concluded. Peter Marshall said he did
not want his career firefighters being embroiled in a
political game; perhaps he should have thought about
that when he actually encouraged his members to be
involved in the state election campaign in 2014,
because at the polling booths I manned, both in Ballarat
and Geelong, there were any number of people dressed
up as firefighters.
They were not game to use their official uniforms, but
they told me they were paid UFU career firefighters
clearly telling people how to vote at those polling
booths. Peter Marshall used his union members to
become embroiled in a political campaign, but now he
is crying foul and saying that he does not want his
members embroiled in a political campaign. Well, Peter
Marshall started it, and sadly enough he has been
caught up again in a negotiation that has become
political, and it is all his own doing. Of course we are
now seeing it played out in the cabinet.
I want to conclude my contribution so other members
can quickly make their contributions, but I certainly
support the spirit of this motion. I hope common sense
will prevail, that all firefighters will get a fair and
equitable deal and arrangement out of the EBA and that
the CFA can continue to do what it always has done
over generations — that is, have the autonomous
responsibility of protecting our regional communities
and our regional towns.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms PULFORD
(Western Victoria).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

E-PETITIONS
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I move:
That this house —
(1) notes that the Victorian Parliament has failed to keep up
to speed with technology and electronic petitions
(e-petitions), which are common throughout Australia
and in everyday use in the Queensland, ACT and federal
parliaments, and should be an accepted practice in
Victoria;
(2) notes that in 2009 the Legislative Assembly Standing
Orders Committee recommended that the Assembly
adopt such a practice, but as yet neither house of
Parliament has done so;
(3) notes that provision for e-petitions would allow more
Victorians to have their say in the democratic process of
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the Victorian Parliament and will, therefore, improve the
community’s political engagement;

(4) requires e-petitions to be permitted in the Legislative
Council in addition to paper petitions;
(5) introduces the necessary sessional orders and/or standing
orders to provide for e-petitions, including appropriate
procedures;
(6) refers the required amendments to standing orders to the
Procedure Committee to report to the house by
25 October 2016; and
(7) implements e-petitions in the Legislative Council no
later than 31 January 2017.

I have put this motion because sometime last year I
realised we did not have e-petitions. I looked into the
issue, and honestly I was quite taken aback that
Victoria, one of the progressive states of Australia, did
not have e-petitions. Little old Queensland has
e-petitions, the ACT has e-petitions, Tasmania has
e-petitions and even the commonwealth — the federal
Parliament — has e-petitions, but not Victoria. I was
somewhat surprised.
In fact I was speaking to a young constituent yesterday,
and they asked, ‘What are you doing in Parliament this
week?’. I said that I am putting up a motion on
e-petitions. He looked at me really blankly, as if to say,
‘What’s an e-petition?’. I said that it is a petition that
you can do online. He said, ‘What other petitions are
there?’. I said that if you want to petition the Victorian
Parliament, you have to write it by hand on a piece of
paper. He still looked at me blankly, going, ‘What?’,
almost like, ‘What is paper?’. This is the state we are in.
We are representing constituents who are born with the
internet. For them the whole notion of life without the
internet is completely alien, so the notion that
something as simple as petitioning the Parliament could
not be done online and must be done through a
parchment-and-pen process is really anathema to many
of the constituents we represent.
We want our constituents to communicate with this
house. We want to get their feedback, we want to hear
about what is important in the community and we want
to make that process as easy as possible. Implementing
an e-petition process would engage and enable more
people to get involved with Parliament. I do not think
anyone should be under any illusion about what the
population thinks of us in here and how disaffected and
disengaged they have become from the political
process. I think that introducing something as simple as
e-petitions can further engage our constituents,
particularly our younger constituents.
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I have also spoken to the crossbenchers about this
motion specifically. In remote and regional areas
gathering signatures for a paper petition is not an easy
process. For example, getting out to the far-flung
districts of Mr Purcell’s region with a paper-and-pen
petition is not easy, which means that a lot of people
miss out on sharing their thoughts and getting involved
in petitioning this Parliament. E-petitions will certainly
make that considerably easier.
When I was preparing this motion I started to look at
where we had gone with petitions. I found that we have
not gone very far. I did not read the Magna Carta;
however, I did read a document that made note that
petitions were expressly noted in the Magna Carta, and
then petitions got their own act in 1406 — this was in
England — and not much has changed. In 1842 the
House of Commons in the UK introduced a whole
bunch of standing orders around petitions. Can I tell
you that not much has changed between the 1842
House of Commons standing orders on petitions and
the Legislative Council of Victoria’s standing orders on
petitions. The one thing that is different is that the
House of Commons gets a hell of a lot more petitions
than we do. They were averaging 10 000 petitions for
every session of Parliament, whereas I think to date in
this 58th Parliament we have received just 122, so I do
not think we are going to meet anywhere near that
10 000 mark.
I note that in 2009 the Legislative Assembly asked the
Standing Orders Committee to look specifically at
introducing e-petitions for the Legislative Assembly.
The committee strongly recommended that e-petitions
be permitted. They were not looking at changing things
enormously. We are not looking at citizen-initiated
referendums or that kind of thing. We are looking at an
e-petition that largely mirrors what we do with paper
petitions, but just enables us to do it online. As I say,
Queensland has done this and has had remarkable
success with it. Queensland conducted a trial in 2003
and then reviewed the issue. They spoke to the
community, and the community had engaged with it. A
lot more people were enacting petitions, and a hell of a
lot more people were signing petitions and becoming
involved in that process. I think that is a very good
thing.
It is not going to be difficult. In 2005, 11 years ago, a
recommendation was made to this Parliament by the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee (SARC)
in its report on Victorian electronic democracy. In its
report SARC recommended that this Parliament adopt
e-petitions. SARC also recommended some really
radical stuff: that parliamentarians should be allowed to
use their electorate budget to build a website for their
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office; that we might not only put up documents in PDF
but actually use Word documents as well; and that we
might even look at webcasting both chambers of
Parliament. Almost all of the recommendations from
the SARC report of 2005 were enacted, except, oddly
enough, e-petitions.
As I mentioned, the 2009 committee members made
some very simple recommendations and outlined how
they thought the system would work. I do not think we
need to reinvent anything here. They really did outline
it very well. As we know, technology has changed
enormously since 2009, so the types of cloud platforms
are far simpler. When we look at the plethora of
petition websites that all of our constituents use these
days, we can see that we will not need to reinvent the
wheel. We will be able to set checks and balances on
these websites fairly simply through a login registration
process, as they use in Queensland and as they use in
Scotland. We will be doing a verification process, like
we do with paper submissions — we check to see if
those people are actual people. We occasionally do
some random checks on them, and we can do the same
with an e-petition. In fact it is probably going to be a lot
easier to verify the names of people on an e-petition
than it currently is on a paper petition.
The way it was recommended in 2009 — and I think
this is a good recommendation, and it is the one area
where we probably move away from a paper
petition — is that the person wanting to put up the
petition notifies a member of Parliament about putting
up a petition. In effect they will get a sponsor at the
beginning of the petition rather than just at the end. This
is a very simple thing. It enables us to know that that
person is an actual person and to facilitate them getting
online to use the e-petition platform. This is the system
that, as I said, has been used in Scotland and in
Queensland.
We enable people to register to vote — and I know that
with the coming federal election we have all been
aware of people registering to vote — and they can do
that online. The notion that you could sign a petition for
Parliament online I do not think is a terribly dangerous
or risky step for this Parliament. There are many checks
and balances that could easily be put in place. We will
see the benefits of it, particularly as I mentioned, in
remote and regional areas. It also enables some of those
smaller organisations or disability organisations or
aged-care organisations that may not have the mobility
to hang out on train stations or down at shopping
centres over the weekend to collect signatures. This will
enable them to use electronic means to get their
message out and engage with their communities in a
much better way.
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I note that in 2005, when it was first recommended by
SARC in its report on electronic democracy, that there
was some resistance in Victoria to this. The author of
the report, Karen Ellingford, stated — politely, I
thought — that, as she put it, there may have been some
‘generational resistance’ among MPs to this
newfangled internet thing. MPs were also expressing
concerns that this would make it ‘too easy’ to petition
the Parliament. I think we should make it as simple and
open as possible for members of the public to petition
us on issues that they think are important to them.
I do hope that we can agree today that we will have
e-petitions and that then the Procedure Committee can
spend a short period of time enacting the e-petition
procedure. I do not expect it to be terribly difficult. It
did not look terribly difficult in 2009, and I think in
2016 we have had some huge changes to technology.
Going back to my young constituent who thought it
was all terribly hilarious that there was no such thing as
e-petitions, I must say that I have noticed, I am sure like
other members, that my handwriting is getting worse
and worse, so before it becomes completely illegible —
and that would make the written petition fairly
useless — I think it is time for us to move to e-petitions.
I hope members will support the motion. It is a motion
that has been brought on with the support of the
crossbench in this instance. It is a simple motion that
we agree to e-petitions and then we allow the Procedure
Committee to get on with developing the infrastructure
for it.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — It is a pleasure
to follow Ms Patten in relation to her motion today, also
noting that it is a collaborative effort by the crossbench.
I thank all those involved.
I have not had a lot of time to go over the history of
petitions, but I thank Ms Patten for enlightening us on
some of their origins. I do have a little bit to add with
some of the history that I found. Just to start with, even
checking Wikipedia on petitions — and I think this is
pretty much commonly accepted — a petition expresses
a point of view usually on a matter of public policy and
contains a request for action or in some cases a request
not to take action. It has been a longstanding right of
the public to petition Parliament, and in fact here in
Australia it has been a right of the people of Australia
since federation.
While this right is a centuries-old parliamentary
tradition stemming from the Westminster system from
which this Parliament originates, modern technology
now provides an opportunity to engage more citizens in
the political process. Allowing Victorians to sign

2781

official petitions online would supplement the existing
system in place for paper-based petitions. Indeed it is
difficult to believe that in the digital age we continue to
use the same processes of hundreds of years ago.
My first response to this motion, however, was that I
was interested in understanding the impact on staff,
namely the table office, and my inquiries have led me
to the understanding that such changes would likely be
very welcomed by the staff. Notwithstanding the initial
set-up and IT systems, the efficiencies gained would
extend to matters such as more easily counting the
signatories and identifying duplications or anomalies.
Ultimately as the system progresses it would become a
much more efficient use of staff time.
The motion aims to modernise and improve the
antiquated paper-based petitioning process by
establishing a system for e-petitions, which I think is
very important. I note that the motion does include the
retention of the existing paper petitions as an acceptable
model, and I would certainly support that. Empowering
Victorians to initiate and sign petitions online can
certainly be argued to have the potential to make our
democracy more accessible and more responsive, and it
will enable greater participation.
I understand the issue has been on the agenda of the
Victorian Parliament since 2005 when it started. I am
not sure if there are any of those parliamentarians
remaining — Don Nardella potentially. I understand
that several parliamentary committees have examined
the modernisation of paper petitions, so I really thank
Ms Patten for bringing the issue back before the house
in 2016.
I believe that signing an official petition electronically
would be a fairly straightforward and convenient way
for community members to publicly express their
support for a cause. It will reduce barriers to political
participation. Effectively it is part of the evolution of
making public institutions such as the Parliament more
accessible. We have already seen that here in the
Victorian Parliament we have embraced online
streaming of our proceedings, and the Parliament
website is a useful tool for the public to obtain
information on legislation, the work of committees and
recent events that may have occurred at Parliament. Of
course the internet for many people is their first point of
call for information, and increasingly for some it is
becoming their only source.
I am particularly attracted to the introduction of an
e-petition system to better engage with young people.
Indisputably the best way of connecting with people
under 30 is via online methods. Like Ms Patten in her
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engagement with her young elector, I cannot recall one
handwritten letter I have received from anyone in the
age group I have just referred to since being elected.
Youth organise their personal and professional lives
online. Many young people are very politically engaged
with issues, but some politicians fail to capture their
views and ideas purely because they fail to
communicate in the right way. E-petitions may enable
young people to participate in Victorian politics,
perhaps many of them for the first time, through their
medium of choice.
Of interest to me also — and it is a factor Ms Patten
identified — is enabling my country constituents to
have better access to the Parliament and removing
remoteness as a barrier. It is much easier to stop and
sign a petition at a busy Melbourne shopping centre or
train station; many country folk will not be walking by
such opportunities to engage with issues. Even
currently people online are limited to printing out,
signing, putting in an envelope, putting a stamp on and
posting their petition back to the person who is
collecting them, so it is not a particularly convenient
method for busy people in 2016.
The advantage of e-petitioning is also that it has the
potential to connect communities or individuals who
share common interests but who may be prevented by
geography from coming together to express their view
at the state level. I note that the motion refers the
required amendments to the standing orders to the
Procedure Committee, and I also welcome this
development, because I do not think it is necessarily a
simple process to implement. It seems apparent from
other jurisdictions that there are several matters that
need to be addressed to ensure the system does not in
fact have a negative impact on democratic engagement.
My limited research on this topic has found that
electronic petitions have been implemented in many
other states and countries, and there has been varying
success where that has been done. Sometimes the
subject matter of popular petitions has been trivial or a
matter over which a legislature might not have any
influence. I would not want to harp too much on this as
a barrier, because I think if you get the system right you
can avoid frivolous issues, but I did read about a
situation that the Obama administration has faced in
finding itself having to respond to more than
35 000 people as to why it is opposed to constructing
the death star.
Mrs Peulich — Sorry? What was that?
Ms SYMES — Thirty-five thousand people in the
US wanted the government to construct a death star.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Ms SYMES — A Star Wars plane. I do think that if
you get the implementation right you can avoid these
situations, but I do think it is something we need to be
alive to. There have also been concerns that e-petitions
raise expectations of actions from the Parliament which
can be often disappointed, leading to people feeling
disenfranchised in relation to the process. The
immediacy of social media campaigns and petitions can
have a powerful impact on policy debates, and I do
welcome that.
As I have said, I believe that there is merit in the
Procedure Committee giving close consideration to the
implementation ramifications as well as the required
standing orders — these may of course go hand in
hand, but for completeness I thought it prudent to point
it out.
As I said, I do understand that e-petitioning has been
implemented in numerous democracies and that the
systems and rules governing these mechanisms vary
considerably across jurisdictions. I think it would be
important to identify the ones that are working best in
jurisdictions like ours. Some of the issues we would
have to be looking at include exactly how the petition
would be submitted — whether it should be through
one portal, for example; the MP sponsorship
arrangements; rules to ensure online signatures are
verified as authentic and restricted to Victorian
residents; the safeguards and procedures in place to
prevent abuse and misuse; whether there would be a
minimum number of signatures; and how you would go
about interfacing the online petitions with paper-based
petitions. But of course I am not proposing that any of
these are massive hurdles; they are just considerations
that I think the Procedure Committee would be
adequately able to deal with.
Petitions, despite being nearly a 300-year-old practice,
remain today a means by which constituents can place
their concerns directly before Parliament. It is very
often that I stand up in this house saying we should
respect the traditions of the Parliament, but I think this
is a new world and it is time we used the tools at our
disposal to increase the ability for people to participate
in the political process, and we indeed have the
technology available to do that. Other states are doing
it; we do not need to reinvent the wheel. I am sure we
will be able to identify a pretty much off-the-shelf
method that will be available for the Procedure
Committee to examine and to get the structure right for
the processes of Victoria. We on this side would
welcome e-petitions next year.
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Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The opposition will support the motion. The prospect of
using electronic means of communication has always
been something that has exercised the minds of
members of the Liberal-Nationals coalition. In fact
back in 1992, when I was first elected to Parliament, I
found myself on a committee which no longer exists. It
was called the Library Committee. I used the vehicle of
the Library Committee, which sounds fairly benign, to
actually push through the initiative of getting the
Parliament online. That is one of the reasons why we
were connected electronically initially by Lotus Notes.
We have seen the better of that. The initiative of that
committee connected members of Parliament, brought
the library online and basically brought the Parliament
into the then 20th century, and of course that will
continue to evolve.
As has been mentioned — and I certainly agree with
much of what has been said by both Ms Symes and
Ms Patten — the right to petition has existed since the
late Middle Ages. We do have e-petitions, but we do
not necessarily have parliamentary e-petitions. That is
the difference. People collect petitions for all sorts of
reasons, which does cause me some angst. Often people
collect petitions with no intention whatsoever of tabling
them anywhere. I think that is actually a denial of the
purpose of petitions, which is to grant members of the
public who are interested in active participation in
democracy the right to have their voice tabled with that
of decision-makers. There is no higher forum than the
Parliament. In principle we certainly endorse that.
I appreciate Ms Patten’s call to keep it all simple. I do
believe that it is a lot more complex than its appeal,
which is probably the reason why it has not happened
for some time. There are a number of issues that do
need to be ironed out and worked upon, and that is
certainly work that needs to be done and needs to be
progressed.
Yes, there is a generational issue, and that is a very
important consideration in the workings of our
democracy. I agree with Ms Symes: I have not received
a conventional letter from a young person for a very
long period of time. But at the same time I am aware,
for example, that my mother, who is 83 and a very keen
voter and a very keen participant in our democracy, still
actually has to physically go into a bank to withdraw
money or deposit money because she is not even
confident about using an EFTPOS machine. If we are
truly a society that believes in equality of opportunity
despite all of the isms that unfortunately society does
contain, we have got to make sure that people who do
not have access to the internet, who do not have the
skills to be able to negotiate modern technology, are not
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disadvantaged — and they will not be, because there is
certainly a commitment to continuing with paper
petitions, which I think are very good. I think there is
the capacity for us to reach out further by using both in
a complementary fashion.
Given that we only found out about this motion
yesterday, I had a very quick read of some of the
literature around e-petitions, particularly in relation to
parliaments. There is a reasonable paper that has been
put together by the Hansard Society, which is based at
the House of Commons. Could I say that we do not
handle paper petitions very well. We table them, but
how many people actually find out about their outcome,
apart from perhaps the member of Parliament who
instigated a particular petition, who may take the time
and trouble to let petitioners know that it has been
tabled? I would just like to read from this paper put out
by the Hansard Society. It states:
The Hansard Society has long argued that petitions — both
paper and electronic — should be made a much more
significant feature of the work of Parliament in order to better
engage the public and be more responsive to matters of
topical public concern.

That goes a lot further than just tabling. It goes to the
heart of what ought to happen to those petitions. If
thousands of people see fit to sign a petition, then it
should really be worthy of some sort of debate in this
Parliament, no matter how brief it may be; some
consideration should be given to the substance of those
petitions.
As has been mentioned, the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee (SARC) looked at this. I was
on the Electoral Matters Committee, which looked at
the role of technology in the democratic process,
including voting. Let me say, as a regular participant in
scrutineering, I look forward to the day when we can
actually vote electronically. Obviously that would be a
lot more complex in Australia, where we have a
preferential system of voting, as opposed to America,
where usually they vote for an A option or a B option
and a computer does a quick readout. The Electoral
Matters Committee went to have a look at some
overseas systems to see whether they could be
transposed to Victoria. Those we met with were aghast
that we still manually count votes.
I am sure that the integration of technology in the way
we do business will continue, and it should. However,
we do need protection from the manipulation that
exists, even with paper petitions. Quite often people
sign in other people’s names. People send emails with
fake names. They send letters. There are a number of
members of Parliament who have received letters from
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different people who are all registered at the same
address in Springvale. I ask members not to answer that
letter; talk to me first. People use all sorts of ways and
means of trying to influence the process. Of course we
all know that the risks in that are heightened
electronically, so any system must factor that in.

Parliament to the brief debate of petitions that have
been tabled, based on the number of petitioners. For
example, I understand that in the UK if you collect over
100 000 signatures on a petition, that entitles you to a
parliamentary debate — for someone to actually debate
the issue that you have raised.

The SARC report spoke about the need to consider the
outcomes of the petitions, as I have mentioned. It spoke
about not diminishing the views and the right of
participation of those who do not have access to the
internet, whether due to age or geography — age in
particular — and culture as well. There are those who
struggle with literacy and numeracy skills. At the time,
the committee found that only 60 per cent of the
population was accessing technologies. I would
imagine that despite the levelling out of the adoption
rate, that would be continuing to rise. However,
significant segments of the community are still fairly
substantially unrepresented online.

We certainly support this motion in principle. It will
inevitably happen. However, I do think that the motives
for collecting petitions are often not about influencing
the political process in an open and transparent way.
People resort to all sorts of means and methods of
collecting data to be able to profile people and to be
able to use their data for all sorts of other reasons. The
more open and transparent we can make this, the more
effective it will be. But it will be costly. There are
issues that need to be considered, and we must also not
forget that there are people who will never be able to
use online petitions as an expression of their democratic
views. We govern for everyone, and that includes those
who perhaps are not online. With those few words, I
say that we support the motion.

I do have a broader concern, which is that more and
more as news is fragmented and sources of information
are fragmented, people lose their ability to critically
analyse sources of information. Some petitions can be
frivolous, and often petitions are mounted on fairly
flimsy arguments. I think there is an issue about how
we provide the necessary information for people to
engage. Members of Parliament can see through that. If
we see that petitions are skewed or that their collection
is under some doubt, then we know how to weight
them in our consideration of the issues that are brought
forward.

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
very pleased to speak on behalf of the Greens today in
support of the motion brought forward by Ms Patten
today with regard to initiating the use of e-petitions in
the Parliament and certainly in the Legislative Council.
Her motion refers to the Victorian government failing
to keep up to speed with technology, particularly with
e-petitions, which are common throughout Australia.
She mentions the — —
Mr Herbert interjected.

Just in closing can I say that access to technology is
important, but also that this will be costly. First of all it
will be costly in terms of setting up a system, but also in
terms of figuring out how we protect people’s personal
data — their privacy. What is there to prevent, say, in
this system that we establish someone being able to
extract data 20 years down the track? They could
extract details of all of the causes that Ms Pennicuik as
a citizen has supported. That information could be
widely distributed to other stakeholders. That would
give us a profile of her political interests and activities. I
think the systems and protections that we put in place
are critically important to the workings of democracy
and also to the privacy that individuals should be able
to enjoy.
I think the costs are substantially understated. There has
been an argument put forward that information should
be made available to local government. That is
something for contemplation, and as I said before, there
are questions around what we do with it. I would
certainly like to see a portion of time dedicated in

Ms PENNICUIK — Pardon?
Mr Herbert — You said it was a government
failure not to keep up to speed.
Ms PENNICUIK — Well, parliamentary failure.
Thank you, Mr Herbert. But any government could
have brought this forward — this government, the
previous government or the one before that — and I
will talk about that a little bit as we go through the
contribution that I have to make today.
Ms Patten’s motion notes the record of the Legislative
Assembly Standing Orders Committee in 2009
recommending that the Assembly adopt e-petitions,
which it has not done so far, refers the issue to the
Procedure Committee to report on by 25 October this
year and moves that the implementation of e-petitions
in the Council be done no later than 31 January 2017. I
think all of that is doable, and I particularly say that as a
member of the Procedure Committee.
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Before I go to some of the specific things about
e-petitions, I would just like to say generally that the
Greens have been great champions of modernising the
Legislative Council since we arrived here in late 2006
and 2007. If I recall correctly, at that time — and I am
sure Mrs Peulich will correct me if I am wrong — I do
not think there was even any audiostreaming of
Parliament at that stage. There may have been
audio — —
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you; it was taped. So
we came in and we went then to audiostreaming with a
picture of the Council up on the website. From there we
went to audiostreaming with a still picture of the
speaker, so if Mrs Peulich was speaking, there was her
parliamentary picture from the members guide on the
website while she spoke, and if someone else spoke,
then their picture came up. Now we actually have live
streaming, so in leaps and bounds we are heading into
the 21st century in 2016 in that regard. Certainly the
Greens would like to see us go a little bit further in that
regard with being able to broadcast Parliament after the
event.
So we have instituted a lot of those and other
modernisations. For example, I was amazed when I
came into Parliament to find out that adjournment
matters were raised in the adjournment debate, at some
stage the minister wrote back to the member and that
was it; the response did not appear in Hansard. It was
in fact an amendment I made to the standing orders, or
through the Standing Orders Committee, in not the last
session of Parliament but the one before it, because
answers to questions on notice appeared in Hansard, so
why did adjournment responses not appear? Now it is
just accepted that they appear in Hansard, but they did
not before, which I thought was not very democratic for
the community group or persons on whose behalf the
member was raising the issues with the minister. Most
adjournment issues, as members would know, really
concern local issues that are raised by members of the
community, so in fact you had to copy the letter, send it
to those groups or take it around for them to see it, but
now they can see it in Hansard.
The other issue that I would raise that the Greens
pushed very hard for was the establishment of the upper
house committee system that we now have operating in
the Legislative Council, and that was a motion that I
moved in the Council. Well, it is still a work in progress
with regard to our Legislative Council committees, but
you have to say that they have certainly undertaken
some very important inquiries even in the last
Parliament, but particularly in this Parliament. So the
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Greens are always looking to modernise the Legislative
Council and the Parliament of Victoria.
Ms Patten’s motion talks about the other parts of
Australia where e-petitions are used, and that includes
Queensland, the Australian Capital Territory, the
federal Senate and also in Tasmania in fact. That is
where they are used. Mrs Peulich and Ms Symes raised
some issues that need to be taken into consideration. I
think they all do need to be taken into consideration by
the Procedure Committee when it looks at all the issues
that were raised by both Ms Symes and Mrs Peulich,
and I am sure when the Procedure Committee looks at
it it will take note of all those issues that have been
raised.
But when you look at the standing orders for the ACT
Parliament, for example, they talk about the petition of
course being in the correct form and having to be
sponsored by a member, so in fact it is not the same as
with a paper petition, where a group of citizens may
take it upon themselves to have paper petitions, get
people to sign them in places and then find a sponsor.
This way with the e-petition a member sponsors it first.
Of course you have still got paper petitions going at the
same time.
The petition has a sort of time limit. It has to be up for
at least a week and for a maximum of six months under
the ACT standing orders. Once it is published it cannot
be altered. Once the petition’s time has lapsed at six
months, a paper copy is printed and is presented into
the ACT Assembly. So these are the sorts of practical
considerations of how they work that we would take
into account as well. The federal Senate operates in a
very similar way, and I presume that the ACT probably
followed the Senate practice in that regard. It does not
happen in the House of Representatives yet, so we
might be the same in terms of the Council leading the
Assembly. Other Westminster parliaments — the
United Kingdom, Scotland and Canada — also have
electronic petitions.
I was interested to look at the United States and
petitions to the White House. People are sponsored, and
they can sign onto the petitions. Some of the popular
petitions there at the moment are headed ‘Establish
justice and prevent a great catastrophe’ and ‘Help the
Vietnamese people to prevent environmental disaster in
Ha Tinh province, central Vietnam’ as well as one for
the recognition of sports as legitimate so certain players
can go to the US on visas. But the one I thought was
very interesting was put up on 15 May and has already
had 50 000 signatures against a goal of
100 000 signatures — and I am pretty sure the
100 000 goal is because if they get 100 000 signatures
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the White House has to respond to the issue. That is
something also to take into account. If you can get so
many signatures, then a response is needed and that
goes to the question that Mrs Peulich raised about who
knows what happens to petitions.
This petition is headed in part ‘Stop shielding Dow
Chemical from accountability for corporate crimes in
Bhopal, India’. As I said, it was created on 15 May and
has more than 54 000 signatures. It reads:
In 1984 a factory majority owned by Union Carbide …
leaked toxic gas in Bhopal, India, killing
8000-10 000 people … maiming 500 000 more. India
charged UCC with manslaughter, but UCC refused to show
for trial. Dow Chemical bought UCC in 2001 but has not
made UCC available to face charges. Under a mutual legal
assistance treaty, India sent four notices to the US
Department. of Justice to summon Dow to explain UCC’s
whereabouts. The DoJ has ignored or obstructed every notice.
The same DoJ made BP pay $4 billion in criminal fines and
penalties for Deepwater Horizon. 31 years of US protection
of UCC and Dow must end. We insist that the US
government meet its obligations under treaty and international
law by immediately serving notice upon Dow to attend court
in Bhopal on 13 July 2016.

It is an interesting petition. It has received
54 000 signatures in less than a month, so I assume it
will probably get its 100 000 signatures.
Having presented a number of petitions to the Council
in the time I have been here, for most of them,
particularly the ones that I have taken a great interest in,
I made a point of moving a take-note motion regarding
the petition. We see petitions tabled every day in here.
Basically they are tabled, listed on the blue paper and
then they are put into storage somewhere. So I think it
is a great idea to take note of petitions.
I want to refer to two instances where the issue of
needing online petitions has become very obvious. One
was in April 2010. I tabled a live music petition on
13 April, which was a Tuesday, and moved a take-note
motion on it during the general business day, 14 April.
The petition bears 8837 signatures and requests that:
… the Victorian government institute a proper investigation
into the causes of violence and drunkenness;
… until such investigation is undertaken and concluded, the
government remove all references to ‘live and amplified
music’ from the licence and amenity clause on liquor
licences;
… the government formulate a cultural policy that promotes
and maintains Melbourne as Australia’s capital for live music.

I had received the petitions physically on the steps of
state Parliament a week before I tabled them. When the
people who collected those petitions — the Save Live
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Australia’s Music group — at various venues around
Melbourne counted the signatures there were
21 826 signatures in the pile. Obviously it took the
papers office a week to go through them, because they
had to verify the signatures and verify that the people
were citizens of Victoria. As I said, the unofficial count
was 21 826 signatures. That included 11 124 online
signatures that had been printed out and
10 505 signatures on the hard copies signed by people
in venues. At the time the papers office advised me that
of the almost 22 000 signatures, approximately 12 000
were not counted as they were online petitions, and
approximately 1100 were not counted due to the fact
that they did not contain full details — people may not
have signed it or provided their full names or addresses
or, for example, they may not have been Victorian
addresses and were therefore ineligible.
Many that were not counted were not counted because,
according to standing orders, the details of a petition
have to be on every page that is presented and attached
pages of signatures cannot be counted. That was a
mistake that was made in the venues — not having the
wording of the petition at the top of each page. The
point is that only 8837 signatures were formally listed
when it was tabled in Parliament as the size of the
petition. But if all the signatures had been able to be
counted, including the 11 000-odd online petitions, it
would have been the second largest petition tabled in
that session of Parliament.
If you look at the petitions that we see every day, some
only have 20 signatures or a couple of hundred
signatures. That would have been a 22 000-signature
petition, but it is formally registered in Hansard as only
having 8837 signatures. Part of that is because half of
them were online petitions and could not be counted,
and I went to some length to point this out in my
contribution with regard to that issue. I said at the time
that 12 000 petitions could not be counted or accepted
because they were online and that we needed to catapult
ourselves into the 21st century and accept online
petitions. I said that the Standing Orders Committee of
the Legislative Assembly had almost 12 months before,
referring to the 2009 report, recommended that the
Assembly do it. I made the point that we have
out-of-date rules with regard to petitions.
Just a couple of months later, in July 2010, I moved a
motion in the Parliament to establish an independent
body to investigate police deaths in custody. I also
referred to a petition that had been drawn up by the
community legal sector. It wanted the petition to be
tabled in Parliament but as it was also an online petition
it could not be tabled. I made the point again that really
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it should have been able to make an online petition to
Parliament.
We have been calling for this for some time, and I point
out those two examples. I have made the point with
other petitions that I have taken note of in the
Parliament that many people miss out because their
petitions cannot be counted. Some of them cannot be
counted because people’s handwriting cannot be read
or the people cannot be verified. That would be
overcome with online petitions. It would probably be
easier to verify people online than in paper petitions.
But that is not to say that we should not still have paper
petitions if people want to have them at markets or
wherever they are running their petitions.
With those words, I indicate that we are very happy to
support the motion. I believe we should have it
operating by early next year, if possible.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — It gives me
pleasure to rise in support of this motion. Times clearly
change. It was not that long ago that not everyone had a
computer, and it was not that long ago that not
everybody was on the internet, but these days most
people are. There are even ways that governments are
making sure that more and more people get online for
various reasons, so it stands to reason that at some point
in time we need to start looking at the way we do
things. We do run video cameras in the chambers. We
do have audio, obviously, which they would not have
had 100 years ago. One wonders why we still have to
put pen to paper and have people walk around and
collect signatures, and then have someone go and check
all those signatures and names and addresses and verify
them.
Changing to an e-petition system is obviously going to
need some sorts of safeguards to make sure the
petitions do not have names of made-up people or
people from overseas. It stands to reason that we should
at least be investigating this with the view of
implementing e-petitions.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Order! It is quite difficult to hear Mr Bourman’s
contribution. If members could keep their voices down
to a lower level, it would be much appreciated.
Mr BOURMAN — It is normally me that gets told
to be quiet, but anyway. It is a matter of resources for
us smaller parties and Independents, in that we just do
not have the sorts of resources to get people on the
ground to go around and speak to all the constituents
and get their views. Whatever you may think of the
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recent Infant Viability Bill 2015, the amount of
signatures on petitions was just humongous, and the
amount of effort that must have gone into that must be
commended. But why does someone have to go out
there and do that? Looking to the future, there are many
reasons not to do that — resources being the main one,
as e-petitions save paper. There is also software that can
check people’s addresses electronically, and a lot of
websites use it, so it is probably easier and faster for the
staff here to be able to do that.
Technology does change. Sometimes there is new
technology. Unlike recent events in my area of interest,
where 1887 technology is apparently new, it is time we
actually embraced e-petitions. This is one of various
things that are changing. I notice a lot of other
parliaments allow recording of video, so there are other
things we may want to consider. On that note, I will
wind it up here and just say that I commend this motion
to the house and I hope we get it through.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — The DLP supports any measure that
enhances the democratic process and responsible
government, and I believe that the motion before the
house this afternoon does just that. E-petitions have
become a standard means of petitioning for the general
population, and I believe that introducing them into
Parliament will strengthen the way that people can
participate in the democratic process. This is certainly
something that the crossbenchers discussed collectively
not long after we were elected, and I thank Ms Patten
for bringing the motion to the house.
This motion is a simple reference to the Procedure
Committee. I will flag that the reporting date of
25 October is difficult for a committee which meets
only intermittently, but this committee can extend that
reporting date after the fact. I also note in Mrs Peulich’s
contribution the cost factor, which will need to be
considered as part of this reference to the Procedure
Committee. It may well take a little bit more time to
investigate, but it would be worth doing so, and I
appreciate that idea. Of course I still support this
motion as I believe in the intent of it.
As Ms Symes noted in her contribution, e-petitions
would assist this Parliament to become democratic,
responsive — I was going to say responsible, but
making this Parliament responsible is a whole other
motion! — and accessible. As someone who has
worked extensively with people with disabilities, as has
Ms Symes, I could not agree more with the need to
make our Parliament accessible, and online petitions
are part of this.
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Paper petitions certainly do require a lot of effort, and I
thank Mr Bourman for making reference to the
petitions for the Infant Viability Bill 2015, where over
20 000 signatures were collected, and that did in fact
represent a huge amount of work — hours and hours of
work. Not that that was a wasted effort; that was a
really good exercise in democracy. I do believe that we
would have had a lot more signatures if we had had an
e-petition.
Introducing e-petitions into the house is not a new idea.
As other speakers have pointed out, after the Standing
Orders Committee was appointed in 2007, almost a
decade ago, the committee made it a priority to
investigate a suitable e-petitions model, looking at both
technological and procedural aspects. The Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee, as part of its report
on strengthening government and parliamentary
accountability in Victoria of 2008, also recommended
that e-petitions be considered. Even prior to this, in its
2005 report on Victorian electronic democracy, the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
recommended that:
The Parliament of Victoria should introduce an online
petitions facility on a trial basis, subject to ongoing evaluation
as to the benefits offered to Victorians. The Victorian online
petition system should include a moderated discussion
facility, similar to that provided by the Scottish Parliament.

Electronic petitions, as others have covered in their
contributions, have been implemented successfully in
the Queensland Parliament and in the Australian federal
Parliament. This motion will include e-petitions as just
another method for the community to petition the
house; it is not a method of replacing our existing
petition process. It will offer petitioners an alternative
method of presenting their views to the house, an
alternative which is common within our community,
especially with our younger generation.
I will show my age here. My son, who is in uni now,
does everything online — absolutely everything, not
just social media. His assignments are online, he can
watch his lectures online if he does not feel like getting
out of his pyjamas and going to uni — not that he
would do that — and he does all the student surveys
and a lot of assessments online. This is something that
the younger generation are very au fait with. I, on the
other hand, did my first degree without a computer. I
had to look up everything in a library, which is a
foreign concept to a lot of people of my son’s
generation.
Most of us have signed e-petitions. There are some
common platforms for that. Change.org and CitizenGO,
for example, are two organisations which put out
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petitions on a regular basis. This is an opportunity to
engage with our constituents on a regular basis easily
and simply, and it will bring the Victorian Parliament
into the modern era, I do believe. I look forward to this
reference going to the committee that I am a part of,
and I commend this motion for the support of the
house.
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise today to make a short contribution
in support of my esteemed crossbench colleague
Ms Patten and her motion to introduce e-petitions to
this place.
The world is no longer dominated by pen and paper.
We all live in a world where that has changed over the
last few decades. We live in what many call a cloud —
sending and storing almost every aspect of our lives in
digital files in a virtual filing cabinet. The digital world
brings great benefits. For those with the internet,
information now is freely available. Every aspect of our
world can be done online — our banking, our
education, our news and our communications.
This is not solely for the young people of the world. I
heard Mrs Peulich say that many elderly people still
need to go to the bank and use other resources. I can tell
the house that my parents, who are well into their 80s,
are very au fait with the computer world. My mother
has been one of the greatest Facebook users since it was
devised. She does all her banking and all her other
communications on the internet.
So the world has changed. Here in Parliament we
communicate every day by email, bills and notices are
available electronically and we have much less need for
paper. In my office we use iPads and software to avoid
the need to print bills as much as possible. Within my
electorate, which covers many hundreds of kilometres,
my constituents make their submissions for support by
email, and this is how we often respond to them. I use
social media and email newsletters to keep them
updated about my activities on their behalf in
Parliament. We use online surveys to gather opinions
and ideas from communities far distant from where we
actually work. So it makes sense that this system of
petitioning government electronically be brought into
this digital world and we allow our constituents to have
their say in this way.
It is also worth noting at this stage that e-petitions are
not meant to replace the paper-based petitions; they will
complement them. It is true for small parties like ours,
Vote 1 Local Jobs, that an e-petition system will take
away the burden of administration involved with
collecting, compiling and delivering paper-based
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petitions. I simply do not have the resources within my
party to undertake regular surveys that would cover the
electorate of Western Victoria Region.
Will this mean that more petitions come before our
Parliament? I certainly hope so. For why are we here if
not to represent the needs and desires of our
communities? And what better way for them to show
widespread community support for change than to
deliver such a message in the form of a petition?
One of the problems we have had in the past has been
that the format of the petitions that come to
parliamentarians often are not in the format that is
acceptable to Parliament. I had one recently where there
were 1600 petition signers in support of jumps racing,
but it was not acceptable because when it came to me it
was not in the right format.
The work has already been done in regard to this. As
has been said earlier, the Standing Orders Committee
and the library began the process of defining, building
and testing an acceptable system for creating and
managing e-petitions back in 2007. It is frustrating that
it has taken nine years for this to come to fruition, and I
suggest that this could be the slow-moving wheels of
Parliament working well.
Having e-petitions will give particularly those who
represent areas that cover country Victoria the
opportunity to cover their electorates much better. It
will give us the opportunity to add to the system of
paper petitions, and it will also make sure that the
formats are correct. Finally, I congratulate Ms Patten on
taking the initiative to bring this motion before us and
urge members to support it to allow e-petitions to be
brought into use as soon as possible. I commend this
motion to the house.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I will just
quickly sum up. Firstly, I thank Mr Purcell because this
motion would not have come to the house today had it
not been for his generosity in giving up the time
allocated to him. I very much appreciate that.
Ms Symes was absolutely right, or she nearly got it
right — it is an ‘antiquated’ system. That is the word
she was seeking at the time.
There were issues raised by a number of speakers
around frivolous issues being put into petitions. The
interesting thing is that an electronic petition system
could actually alleviate that problem because the
petitions need to be sponsored by a member prior to
them going up, and there need to be some checks and
balances there. Also I think the misuse of petitions by
putting false names and false addresses can be far more
easily controlled in the online setting. As Mr Bourman
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mentioned, we have the software for name checking
and address checking at our fingertips these days. As
many mentioned, this is not getting rid of paper
petitions; this is just providing an alternative to paper
petitions for the many of us who either have illegible
handwriting or do most of our transactions and our
communications online. As Dr Carling-Jenkins and
Mr Purcell raised, this will help smaller organisations
and rural and regional organisations better
communicate with us.
I must say to Ms Pennicuik that I am interested in the
notion of a target on a petition and that a target would
bring you some form of reward — as in, we would
respond to your petition. I do not think we are quite
ready for this. But I do take Mrs Peulich’s point of:
what happens to petitions after we sign them? How do
we let the 20 000 people who signed the infant viability
petition know the outcome of that campaign? If we had
their details online, it would be all the more easy to
enable that. We would also be able to place the
information up online for them to easily check, at the
closing date, for any changes and to sign up for updates.
This will provide, I think, a much more transparent
system than we currently have. I am pleased that the
house is actually agreeing to do something; it is not
recommending that we have e-petitions, as numerous
committees have before. Today, in a lovely show of
solidarity around this room — which has been very rare
in these past few days, and certainly today — we all
seem to be on the same page in supporting greater
transparency here and putting e-petitions into this house
by January 2017. I commend the motion.
Motion agreed to.

COUNTRY FIRE AUTHORITY
ENTERPRISE BARGAINING AGREEMENT
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria):
That this house supports Country Fire Authority volunteers in
their call to keep the CFA’s operations under the full authority
of the CFA chief executive officer (CEO) and chief fire
officer (CFO), and notes —
(1) the support of 60 000 volunteers asking the Premier to
refuse to agree to the enterprise bargaining agreement
sought by the United Firefighters Union (UFU);
(2) the review by the Victorian Equal Opportunity and
Human Rights Commission finding the proposed EBA
discriminates against women and people with a
disability;
(3) the comments of the CFA board that the proposed EBA
would be unworkable and would remove authority from
the CEO and CFO; and
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(4) the comments of the Minister for Emergency Services
that clause 21 of the proposed EBA, giving veto powers
to the UFU, has been a disaster for the Metropolitan Fire
Brigade and expressing her concern over the proposal to
require a minimum of seven paid firefighters on a
fireground.

Only just recently, on 24 May, the Premier said about
equality:

Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
very pleased to be able to speak to Mr O’Donohue’s
motion this afternoon. I will not read through the
motion in its entirety, but it notes the issue that is
surrounding the 60 000 volunteers of the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) and the Andrews government’s stance
on this particular issue, and the motion highlights
various elements that have been discussed by other
colleagues. I want to go to paragraph (2) of the motion:

On 4 August 2015, in answer to a question on notice,
he said:

(2) the review by the Victorian Equal Opportunity and
Human Rights Commission finding the proposed EBA
discriminates against women and people with a
disability …

I note that the CFA board believes the enterprise
bargaining agreement (EBA) undermines volunteers
and the CFA culture and that it allows the United
Firefighters Union (UFU) operational and management
control of the CFA, as well as being discriminatory.
There have been a number of reports around this issue
in recent days that have highlighted this fact.
If you go back to the Victorian Equal Opportunity and
Human Rights Commission web page headed ‘Know
your rights’ and look at the Equal Opportunity Act
2010, there are a number of aspects of this particular
website I have found that discuss the Equal Opportunity
Act. It states:
The objectives of the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 are to:
encourage the identification and elimination of
discrimination, sexual harassment and victimisation
promote and facilitate the progressive realisation of
equality.
The Equal Opportunity Act 2010 applies to a broad range of
organisations. These can include:
state government departments and agencies
local government
private companies
not-for-profit organisations, whether or not they receive
state government funding or are incorporated
some sporting and social clubs.

It also can apply to individuals. We have heard a lot
about this from the Premier, who has talked about
equality on a number of occasions.

Here in Victoria, equality is not negotiable. Here you can be
different from everybody else but still be treated the same as
everybody else, because we believe in fairness.

We’re putting equality back on the agenda.
… we strive for equity, fairness and decency our community.

Again this year, as was quoted in the Age, the Premier
said ‘Equality is not negotiable in Victoria’. You can
hear the Premier say these words, but one does have to
question whether his sincerity is there in terms of what
we are dealing with because of these concerns that have
been highlighted, as I have mentioned, by the CFA
board and others. I know it has been reported widely in
the paper in various reports that have gone through this
issue and really looked at it in detail and spoken about
the 12 clauses of the union deal that would potentially
be discriminatory towards women, parents, carers and
people with disabilities. An article just recently in the
Age — I will just quote this, because it does go to this
very point — says:
It said there were eight instances where the agreement was
not compliant with Victoria’s Equal Opportunity Act. A
further five clauses were deemed to be potentially
non-compliant. Among other things, the report found:
A requirement that firefighters undertake full-time
training to progress in their careers was likely to result in
discrimination against pregnant women, parents, carers,
older people and people with disabilities.
A requirement that firefighters must work ‘on shift’ full
time for their entire career was likely to discriminate
against parents, carers and older people.
A requirement that to get part-time work an employee
must get UFU approval could discriminate against
non-union members.

These issues need to be highlighted. I was sitting in
question time earlier today when these very same
questions were asked to the Premier, and they were
brushed off by the Premier — very short, curt answers,
I might add — and then there was a whole lot about
what the government was doing on equality.
The interjections from government members talked
about how this was a report from five months ago. Why
on earth did they commission a report? Why on earth
did they get the Victorian Equal Opportunity and
Human Rights Commission to undertake this report? It
was commissioned last year and completed at the end
of last year, and of course it was held secret. That has
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been widely reported too. There were findings in it, and
clearly this is coming out, so for the government to say
that it is an old report of just five months is quite
extraordinary. Why on earth would it get it done? I do
not think that is a long period of time when we are
talking about these very important issues.
I do have concerns about what the Premier has said on a
number of occasions, as I have highlighted. I just want
to go back to this report that was conducted by the
human rights commission. On 16 December last year
an article in the Age said that a secret report found a
culture of bullying. It was being considered, as I said,
and then it was kept secret because of the summer fire
season. The article went on to say that the UFU was
‘accused of bullying emergency services minister Jane
Garrett, after members turned up at a photo shoot she
was having with a group of female recruits’. This is
from an article from the Age of around that time, and it
goes on to speak about other aspects of this report and
looks to the issue.
The then human rights commissioner, Ms Jenkins,
obviously was asked to conduct a comprehensive
review of workplace culture and diversity in the fire
services. That she did. Ms Garrett in the same article is
quoted as saying:
In 2015 it is just not acceptable that there are so few women
in our fire services.

She also said that the government had gone on to set up
a ministerial working group. So clearly there are issues.
But the point I want to make is about the hypocrisy of
the government in saying that this is an old report of
five months ago. There are issues. They are brushing
this aside and they are ignoring the concerns of the
CFA board, of the CEO of the CFA, Lucinda Nolan,
and of course of their very own Minister for Emergency
Services, Ms Garrett, with whom they are clearly at
loggerheads. We can see that there is complete division
amongst government members. They are in chaos.
They are trying to stall this issue probably until after the
election. It is an absolutely dreadful situation for the
CFA volunteers.
There is just one other point I would like to make
quickly. As I said, I was here during question time
earlier today when there were lots of interjections about
the coalition cutting funding to the CFA, which is
completely — —
Mr Finn — Nonsense.
Ms CROZIER — It is complete nonsense, Mr Finn.
Mr Peter Marshall has come out and claimed that the
coalition is playing politics with this. Well, heavens,
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that is the pot calling the kettle black in terms of this
issue, because it was the UFU and its members that
were politicising this in the lead-up to the 2014
election, as we know.
I am just going to read out what the CFA funding
actually was under the coalition government. It was
higher in each and every year than at any time under the
preceding Labor government. Let us not forget that the
Labor government had 11 years to address the
presumptive legislation and it also had a lot of time to
give significant funding.
CFA funding in Labor’s final budget in 2010–11 was
$399 million. When the coalition came to government
there was a $537 million commitment, but that included
a special one-off funding increase to fund the
implementation of recommendations of the 2009
Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission. That funding
reflected that implementation requirement. Then there
was not a cut; it went back to significant funding of
$416 million in 2012–13, $446 million in 2013–14 and
$457 million in 2014–15. So it is a complete furphy that
the union and the Labor government are putting out.
That is the explanation of that funding commitment to
the CFA.
I would again like to commend Mr O’Donohue’s
motion. It is extremely timely that it has been brought
to the house and it is extremely important. We must
support the CFA volunteers, the tens of thousands who
do an extraordinary job across the state 24 hours of
every single day. I call on the Premier and his
government to get behind the CFA and the tens of
thousands of volunteers.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — It does indeed
give me a great deal of pleasure to rise to speak to
support Mr O’Donohue’s motion. I commend him on
bringing this matter before the house today. I was just
thinking over the last few days how many times I have
heard in this house and the other place members rise
and speak using very extravagant language to praise the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) and to praise the
Country Fire Authority volunteers. Indeed I have to say
I have done it myself. What I have discovered over the
last week or two is that there have been some people
who when they used that sort of language actually
meant it and there have been some who did not. It
seems the Premier of this state is somebody who does
not mean it at all.
I cannot believe what is going on in Victoria at the
moment. Who would ever think we would see the
Premier of this state attack the Country Fire Authority?
Who would ever think we would see the Premier of
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Victoria attack volunteer firefighters? Who would ever
think that that would happen? But that is exactly what
has happened.
What Daniel Andrews is trying to push through at the
moment is nothing new. The United Firefighters Union
(UFU) has been trying to control the CFA volunteers
for a very long time. Volunteers are something that the
left — the Labor Party and the unions — have some
trouble grasping. The trouble is that you cannot
unionise volunteers; that is the problem. You cannot
unionise volunteers, so they immediately have a
problem. This has been going on, as I said, for a
number of years. In the Herald Sun yesterday a former
colleague of mine in the other place, André Haermeyer,
a former Minister for Police and Emergency Services in
the Bracks government, related the story of how he had
to offer his resignation to stop a similar situation
developing back in the year 2000. So this has been
going on for a fair while.
You have to wonder what Jane Garrett, the Minister for
Emergency Services, is going through at the moment.
Whilst I have some obviously significant political
differences with Minister Garrett, I have to say that my
opinion of her has been lifted significantly over recent
times. She is somebody who has shown a great deal of
guts, to put it quite bluntly, in standing up to a bully
Premier and members of a bully trade union movement
who are trying to shaft the CFA, so I commend
Minister Garrett.
Whilst Mr Leane was speaking before I was attempting
to get him to comment on why Ms Garrett was so very
much opposed to the agreement that he was telling us
was all fine and dandy, that the Premier tells us is all
fine and dandy and that the Deputy Premier tells us is
all fine and dandy. I wanted to find out from
Mr Leane — and if anybody wishes to enlighten us, I
would be very pleased if they would — as I would
really love to know why Ms Garrett has the sorts of
problems that she does with this agreement when
everybody else in the Labor Party seems, or most other
people in the Labor Party seem, to think it is all a
wonderful thing and certainly will do no harm to the
CFA or the volunteers at all. Ms Garrett is somebody
who many in the Labor Party have now turned their
backs on. She is somebody who is referred to as ‘She
who must not be mentioned’. She is somebody who is
on the outer limits. It is disappointing, I have to say, to
see members of the sisterhood in the Labor Party turn
their backs on Minister Garrett in this way. They say
one thing when they want to and they do exactly the
opposite when it is convenient for them — and they
certainly are doing that on this occasion.
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Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr FINN — I am a feminist, absolutely; no
question about that. I have three daughters. I tell my
daughters there is nothing they cannot do.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr FINN — They can speak for another 15 minutes
if they want to; that is what I say to them. I just say in
conclusion in supporting this motion that the CFA
volunteers have my respect and they have my
admiration. I salute them and the work that they do —
not just, as I said in the Parliament yesterday, during the
bushfire season but right throughout the course of the
year. I live around the corner from a CFA station, and
quite frequently I hear the siren go off and the truck
hitting the road shortly thereafter. They are a
magnificent group of people who make a magnificent
and huge contribution to our society. They should be
respected, and the Premier of this state should stop his
war on the CFA.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
also wish to make a brief contribution on the motion
that Mr O’Donohue has brought forward calling on this
house to support the Country Fire Authority (CFA)
volunteers in their call to keep the CFA’s operations
under the full authority of the CFA chief executive
officer and the chief fire officer. Indeed as a bit of
background I have been reading through the act, and
quite clearly the position of the CFA board is within the
bounds of the legislation, so if the government actually
has a contrary view to the CFA’s, it needs to make a
legislative change. I have also taken the opportunity of
reading through the enterprise bargaining agreement
(EBA), and despite all of the denials from those who
have refuted the commentary on the EBA, it is crystal
clear that indeed this is a power grab — and it is a very
clever power grab.
Dr Carling-Jenkins referred to the CFA as a service and
as a community. I would go one step further and say it
is actually an institution. The reason why is that the
history of Australia has been forged by famine, fire and
flood, and the importance of volunteers has been
critical to the shaping of this country’s national
character. Therefore there is no more iconic
representation of volunteerism than the CFA. That is
why it enjoys such enormous support not only amongst
its 60 000 members but also amongst members of the
community, many of whom have benefited in times of
crisis such as Black Saturday. Indeed CFA volunteers
are from those communities and have a vested interest
in serving and representing their community.

COUNTRY FIRE AUTHORITY ENTERPRISE BARGAINING AGREEMENT
Wednesday, 8 June 2016

COUNCIL

We know that the union has been struggling for power
to increase its dominance over its parliamentary party,
to increase its muscle and clout, and much of this
political campaigning has been orchestrated by one
Luke Halikari out of Trades Hall. He played an
important part during the last state election — and he
admitted this to me — in commissioning the uniforms
which were worn at polling booths as a way of arousing
public sympathy for firefighters. It is interesting that
this dispute has now lasted over 1160 days. Part of the
reason for that is that it is a grab for power, and part of
that is because of the enormous support that the CFA
has in the community.
Basically there are some organisations for which a
merger will never work because of different cultures,
and we have to respect their different cultural
compositions, and this is one such example. We could
never as a state afford to pay all of those volunteers
who provide such vital services to us in times of crisis.
However, I must question the independence of the
umpire, the Fair Work Australia commissioner, Julius
Roe, and I would like to quote from his opening speech
to the Australian Manufacturing Workers Union’s
national conference in Sydney in 2004. He said:
You will hear reports at this conference of the great successes
achieved by our union. The good wage increases, the
improved conditions, the protection of workers in difficult
conditions, the strengthening of pattern bargaining and our
campaigning for jobs and for fair trade.
You will also hear talk of how the proportion of workers in
trade unions in this country and the proportion of workers in
our own union has halved in the last 15 years. Since the last
conference the rate of decline in our membership has slowed.
Our last conference definitely moved us in the right direction.
Your efforts are definitely paying off. But working people in
this country cannot afford for us to simply slow the rate of
decline. We must have a strategy for growth.

This is the trade union movement’s strategy for growth,
and specifically that of the United Firefighters Union
(UFU). What they want is the Premier to pay back a
union mate affiliated with the Socialist Left, which is
the power base of the Leader of the Government in this
house, who has now been suspended and who wields an
exceptional amount of power in this government, and
of the Premier, because that indeed is who delivered
government, combined with the action of Trades Hall.
Trades Hall, mind you, received a $10 million grant to
upgrade its facilities at Trades Hall so that more of its
money can be used in political campaigns against other
political parties such as the coalition.
Quite simply if we have a look at it, the media has got it
right and the public has got it right. The Fair Work
Commissioner’s recommendations — one can see
where he is coming from — include backing the UFU’s
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bids for, one, paid firefighters not to fight blazes until
there are seven professional firefighters on the scene,
which is totally unworkable; two, banning paid
firefighters from taking orders from volunteers except
during major bushfires; and three, handing the union an
effective veto power over CFA management decisions
with the creation of a dispute resolution officer.
The obligations of the CFA board and the chief
executive officer are outlined in the act, and they are
observing the act as they are required to do. The EBA
contains exactly those clauses which are the offending
clauses. This is clearly a political strategy adopted by
the union to grow its numbers so that the Premier can
grow his power base in the Socialist Left and strengthen
his power.
I would like to commend those who have taken a stance
against the demolition of the CFA, including André
Haermeyer, a former emergency services minister and a
member of the Labor right, and the current Minister for
Emergency Services, Jane Garrett, a member of the
Socialist Left. Clearly common sense is not reserved for
any particular party or faction, and I call on the Premier
to indeed demonstrate some common sense, exercise
some leadership and stop this assault of the CFA
volunteers in what would be an absolutely despicable
and disgraceful grab for power by the UFU.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) — I
am very pleased to be able to support Mr O’Donohue’s
motion, which in turn is in support of the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) in its call to keep the CFA’s
operations under the full authority of the CFA chief
executive officer and chief fire officer.
I represent a metropolitan Melbourne seat, but I grew
up, as many of you would know, in Geelong, where the
CFA is vital to local safety. Some of my most vivid
memories as a school kid are of Ash Wednesday. I
remember Ash Wednesday very, very clearly, like
many people here. For those of us in Geelong it was a
very close and vivid threat. The school that I went to,
with the member for South Barwon in the Legislative
Assembly in the same year — something we have
talked about here before — was the nearest state
secondary school for many families who lived on the
peninsula near our home, and kids from places like
Anglesea used to be bussed in every day to go to our
school. So when I talk about CFA members, I am
talking about the people who set out from my
community to protect it.
I am talking about parents from the school community
that I was part of. When I think of Ash Wednesday, I
think of kids who I studied with who did not come to
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school in their school uniforms because their clothes
had been burnt, along with their families’ homes,
during Ash Wednesday. Unfortunately the father of one
of our schoolmates in our year who was a CFA
volunteer was killed in those fires on Ash Wednesday.
It is these sorts of events that give individuals the most
profound respect for what the CFA does for us at all
times of the day and night. No matter the weather, no
matter the heat, no matter the risk or the danger, they go
out and put their own personal safety at risk for the
benefit of others and for the benefit of their community.
I view any attempt to undermine the good work that
they do very seriously, and that is precisely what the
circumstances we are debating today are aimed at
doing.
What it comes down to is direction and control of the
CFA. What I have not heard made clear at all in the
debate that we have been having — perhaps in a very
turbulent way over the last few days — is any argument
that the current system is not working. No evidence has
been offered that I have seen that says that CFA
volunteers and professional firefighters working side by
side is not working or that safety is diminished and
there are problems and delays because we do not have
changes to these work practices. If that argument were
being made, of course I would be inclined to listen to it
and assess it, but it is simply not part of the debate.
What we are hearing at the moment is effectively a
stand-off. It is the CFA pointing to a series of clauses
over which it has serious concerns and explaining why
it has concerns. It is also the United Firefighters Union
(UFU) saying, ‘No. Don’t worry, it’s fine. It’s not what
they’re saying at all. Everybody else is mistaken. The
minister, Jane Garrett, is mistaken. The concerns put
forward by the Minister for Women, Fiona
Richardson — she is mistaken. The 60 000 CFA
volunteers — they are mistaken. The thousands of
volunteers who were present in the Treasury Gardens
on the weekend and then massed on the steps of
Parliament House — they’re mistaken as well. They’re
all wrong’. If there is a debate that the current system is
not working, then let us have it and show the evidence
and let us have a discussion of that.
It would appear to me that the current system is
working. One reason why it is working well and why
CFA members need to maintain their degree of
autonomy is that they are seeking to protect
communities that they know intimately. We do know
that CFA volunteers often go to places that are far
distant from their home bases, and it is extremely
generous of them to do so, but most often they work on
terrain that they know very well. They have grown up
in it, and in many instances they work within it. They
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know it literally like the backs of their hands, and that is
part of the value — part of the value, and only part —
that they bring as volunteers to fighting what are often
horrendous fires on our behalf.
Ms Crozier spoke earlier about the focus on full-time
employment in the preferred conditions that the UFU is
supporting. What this does represent is a lack of
opportunity for people who are not looking for full-time
employment. As has been pointed out by the human
rights commission, that means we are going to see
diminished opportunities for people such as women,
people who are returning from maternity leave and
possibly people with a disability who are looking for a
career in firefighting but are not going to be able to
work within a full-time constraint, so they will simply
elect not to.
This is a loss in terms of people power, but it is also a
loss in terms of culture, because one thing we have seen
very clearly demonstrated, and in particular through the
appalling behaviour that has been dished out to the
Minister for Emergency Services, Jane Garrett, is
evidence of bullying and unreasonable behaviour
within the firefighting troops. This is something that
has been formally recorded. It has been acknowledged
as something that needs to be worked on. I think the
most vivid example of that we have seen is the video
that looked like it was made on someone’s phone of
Jane Garrett and the CEO of the CFA being surrounded
by a group of firefighters. We saw them followed down
a hallway and verballed.
Mr Finn — They were bullied.
Ms FITZHERBERT — We saw the minister
standing there, withstanding this bullying, as Mr Finn
says, and telling them to have a look at themselves
because their behaviour was appalling. I for one am
glad that someone captured this, because I think the
best thing to do is to shine a light on bullying when it
happens. I think that the firefighters lost a huge amount
of respect when they behaved in such a fashion to
someone who did not deserve that sort of treatment and
when they were caught in the act.
I will go back to what I was saying earlier on this,
which is that the focus on full-time employment in the
CFA is a very bad thing in terms of the diminished
opportunities for people who are not looking for
full-time work, which in particular is very often
women, but also a bad thing in terms of trying to have a
workforce which is more diverse and more
representative of the community that it is protecting. I
would have thought that this is something that this
government, the members of which talk to us so often
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about the importance of equality, would be far more
interested in than it appears to be.
I also want to speak briefly on the issue of funding for
the CFA, because this has been raised a number of
times over the last few days. It was certainly yelled
across the chamber this morning in response to
comments being made by some of my colleagues.
There is a claim that CFA funding was cut under the
previous coalition government. In fact CFA funding
was higher in each year of the coalition government
than at any time under the preceding Labor
government.
CFA funding in Labor’s final budget compared with
the coalition’s four budgets was as follows: in 2010–11
it was $399 million, and in 2011–12 it went up. The
reason for that was a special one-off funding increase to
fund the implementation of recommendations from the
2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission, and it
was quite right that this was done. This was clearly
explained at the time that this was a one-off funding
allocation and what it was for.
The following year funding was still higher than it had
been in 2010–11, but it was less than the one-off
funding total that we saw in 2011–12. To depict that as
a cut is simply dishonest. It was clearly explained at the
time what it was about and why it was being done, and
it does not in any way represent a cut to have less than
that one-off figure plus the ongoing operational costs
that were also handed down. It is simply wrong to
depict that as a cut, and it is a red herring being thrown
out there when we are actually talking about working
conditions and not historic funding allocations, which
were higher every year over the coalition government
than they had been in the last year of the Labor
government in 2010–11.
I am not the only one who has strong concerns about
this enterprise bargaining agreement and about the
efforts of the CFA to maintain its independence in
operation. This is an issue which has literally split the
government, and rightly so. People would not be
putting their careers on the line if this did not matter so
much, and that is why I am so proud to support this
motion.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — There is an issue
with regard to this enterprise bargaining agreement
(EBA). I find it very interesting that those on the other
side of the chamber comment that opposition members
are creating a smear campaign around the EBA. I talked
to our shadow Minister for Emergency Services,
Mr Brad Battin, the member for Gembrook in the
Assembly, who said it would be great if he had that
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much power, but he knows that he does not. He is well
supported in the coalition for the work he is doing
within the Country Fire Authority (CFA) in relation to
this issue, but the issue is that we have a Premier sitting
in one corner who is totally against supporting the CFA
and an emergency services minister in the other corner
attempting to defend the CFA throughout these EBA
negotiations. This is not something that members of the
Liberal-National coalition have dreamt up; this is real,
and that is why we are here today.
There is no legislation around this — this is an
enterprise bargaining agreement — so I find it a little
bit galling to hear people say that opposition members
are hopping on a bandwagon. I would say that we are
listening to our communities in our electorates. Our
small country towns — in my case throughout
Gippsland and Eastern Victoria Region — are feeling
very concerned and frustrated that their volunteerism,
their way of operating and the way they choose to use
their time to support their communities is being
attacked at a very deep level.
In July The Nationals are going to celebrate 100 years
of the party’s political existence. That means 100 years
of supporting rural and regional people, and we are
very proud of that history and proud to be unashamedly
rural focused. When I speak, I speak because I have
been listening to country people talk. The CFA
members in my electorate say to me, and I concur with
them, that they are not interested in getting into a
political stoush about paid firefighters’ EBAs in terms
of their pay and working conditions. I have had people
say, ‘We have no qualms about that; that is not in our
interest area’. But when an EBA flows over into CFA
territory, into attacking or diminishing the quality of
service of the Country Fire Authority, that diminishes
the recognition of the respect for those people and the
respect for their expertise in that field, and then they get
their hackles up, and rightly so.
We know that the CFA is one of the largest volunteer
groups in the world. We know that there are over
1000 CFA stations, in 20 districts and 8 regions, and its
members consistently go above and beyond their call of
duty. One constituent wrote to me recently saying that
the local area was impacted by storms. He said that the
State Emergency Service (SES) was inundated with
calls so they covered the roof repairs and trees on
houses, and all the local brigades of the CFA banded
together with the SES to respond to trees over roads.
There were numerous CFA vehicles equipped with
chainsaws and chains from nine brigades that worked
for over 12 hours clearing the roads. All were
coordinated by volunteers who were working from the
local fire brigade communications room.
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This EBA does have some issues around it — and, no, I
have not seen it, so I am acting on hearsay from what I
have been informed of by CFA members and through
my reading. One issue which continually gets them in
the neck and which makes this EBA unworkable is the
proposal that a minimum of seven paid firefighters
must be deployed on a fireground before a CFA
member can take action. In effect this means that two
vehicles will have to be deployed from an integrated
station. That just will not work on peak demand days.
On hot summer days when there are multiple fires and
on high incident days, the CFA units will be able to get
there in some instances earlier than the paid firefighters.
You cannot expect grown men and women who are
highly trained to sit and watch a fire take hold, whether
it be someone’s house or property. You cannot expect
them to sit and do this. So if they were to break this
condition, what would be the ramifications? Or if they
do not break the condition and they sit and watch and
wait, who is going to be responsible if there is a loss, an
injury or, even worse, a loss of life, while they are
waiting for seven paid firefighters to arrive on the
scene? It is nonsensical and it just will not work in
certain situations.
A cynical person would begin to wonder whether there
is an ulterior motive embedded within this clause. It
could be used to expand the requirement for paid
firefighters. We have also heard today that there are
37 integrated stations across Victoria. My
understanding is that there are 34 and this only makes
up 3 per cent of the number of stations. My comment
around that statistic is: what sort of percentage of land
does this cover? What sort of percentage of our state —
of people and homes and lives — does this cover,
particularly if those integrated stations are in our large
centres and in our growth corridors?
The proposal that all paid firefighters would only report
to operational employees or would have to consult with
the district commanding officer or the commanding
officer is untenable. In that case a person with 30 years
experience would have to report to someone with six
months experience. It is ridiculous. Also, one other
point I would like to raise, which has been raised briefly
before, is that the CFA board asked to consult with the
Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights
Commission, which ruled that in many cases there
would be infringement on the rights of the CFA,
particularly on the rights of women, children and the
disabled.
My comment, in concluding my short contribution, is
that we need to value our CFA members. Their voice is
loud and clear that this EBA should not go ahead as it
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stands. I commend Mr O’Donohue’s motion to the
house.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Who would have thought that in 2016 we would need
to move a motion in this house that says this house
should support volunteers? I live in an area that abuts
the area affected by the Black Saturday bushfires. As
this house has heard before, we lost friends, my
children lost friends. Try explaining to your kids after
the Black Saturday bushfires that their friends are no
longer around. My kids’ school was one of the schools
most affected in terms of student loss, and who worked
hard for those communities? Who gave their time, their
efforts and their energies and sacrificed their own
businesses? Our Country Fire Authority (CFA)
volunteers. The work that they did around the Black
Saturday bushfires and continue to do in Victoria
should mean we should never have to have this in this
house. We should never need to have a motion that
encourages the government to support volunteers, but
we have had to do it for one simple reason, and one
simple reason only — the Payback Premier needs to
pay back his union mates for what happened at election
time.
How dare he choose the union movement over our
60 000 volunteers? This Premier does not get it. This
government does not get it. They are the salt of the
earth. They are the true gold of Victoria’s outer
metropolitan and country regions — our CFA
volunteers. They came here on the weekend to tell
every Victorian that they care. And we care for them. It
is almost damning that in 2016 we have to move a
motion in this house that says we should support our
volunteers. This government should be truly ashamed
of itself, and the payback Premier should apologise to
those volunteers.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am
pleased to sum up. I will not take long, but I would like
to thank all colleagues in the house who have
contributed to this debate. This indeed has been a
lengthy debate today, and so it should be because this is
an extremely serious issue. The way these enterprise
bargaining agreement negotiations have played out in
recent weeks and months and the potential impact they
have on the control of the Country Fire Authority
(CFA) are matters of very serious public importance.
As Mr Finn identified in his contribution and as I said
in my substantive contribution, the government has
been warned not just by us but by the former Labor
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, André
Haermeyer. He made a very strong case for retaining
the independence of the CFA and for treating CFA
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members with respect, and he cast a very serious
warning that there could be many more serious fire
events without adequate resources or volunteer support
if indeed the union gets control and CFA members
resign.
We are extremely lucky in Victoria to have so many
wonderful volunteers who do so much for our
community in keeping us safe, in protecting us from
fire and in putting their lives at risk for the benefit of
the community. The least we can do is repay that with
some respect by honouring and acknowledging their
operational independence.
Separately, the impact on the government is corrosive.
There are divisions in the cabinet and divisions in the
government. These are very serious issues that go to the
dysfunction of the Andrews government, a government
at war with itself. I am pleased to have been able to
move this motion today. I welcome the support of the
crossbench members for this motion, and I look
forward to the house’s support of this important motion
about the role and functions of our wonderful CFA in
Victoria.
Motion agreed to.
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Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I move:
That the Council take note of the answers of the Minister for
Families and Children to a question without notice and a
supplementary question asked on 5 May 2016 in relation to a
proposed early learning facility in Ballarat.

It is with great joy that I rise to make a contribution
with regard to the minister’s answers from 5 May with
regard to the — and the notice paper says ‘proposed’ —
early learning facility in Ballarat. It should read ‘cut’
early learning facility in Ballarat — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr MORRIS — Ditched, indeed.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr MORRIS — Diced, because that is what we
have seen happen here. What we have seen happen is
that a commitment that was made by the former
government has been cut by this Labor government.
I note that today the ministers opposite have had one
job to do. I can just imagine the rev-up that the
ministers were given by Gavin Jennings prior to
coming into question time today. It would have been,
‘Okay, go in there and don’t answer any questions’.
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And I can imagine what would have happened when
Ms Mikakos left question time today. There would
have been a slap across the wrist from Gavin Jennings.
He would have said, ‘I gave you one job, and that was
to not answer any questions today — and you couldn’t
even do that! You couldn’t even not answer a
question!’. It was quite remarkable. One job — do not
answer any questions — and Ms Mikakos could not
even do that.
Ms Mikakos has abandoned centuries of Westminster
tradition and decided not to answer any questions. I find
it quite amazing that we are expected as a Parliament to
place our faith in this minister, someone who is
supposed to be looking after the education of our young
people. I can tell members that I think some young
people would do a better job than this minister. I think
my four-year-old daughter could not answer a question
if she was directed to do so. I think she could do a
better job than this incompetent minister.
During that answer Ms Mikakos also made reference to
my résumé, saying that maybe I was trying to pad my
résumé out. I feel obliged to let Ms Mikakos know that
there is a role on my résumé of which I am most
proud — that is, being the mayor of the City of
Ballarat. When I was the mayor of the City of Ballarat
we had a competent government. I think I lost count of
the number of kindergartens that Ms Lovell, as the
minister, upgraded and opened in Ballarat. It was a
great honour and a joy to join Ms Lovell and other
ministers of that competent government, along with
Mr Ramsay, in Ballarat to open facilities rather than cut
facilities.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr MORRIS — We did not get to Dyers, but I
should take them.
Rather than a government cutting kindergartens, what
we had was a minister who actually invested in
kindergartens. Where were those kindergartens? Well,
they were in Cardigan Village, they were in Lucas, they
were in Miners Rest, they were Buninyong, they were
in Wendouree, they were in the Phoenix college in
Sebastopol and they would have been at the Canadian
Lead Primary School as well — —
Ms Lovell interjected.
Mr MORRIS — I thank Ms Lovell for pointing that
out — that Ms Mikakos was indeed opening some of
those kindergartens that Ms Lovell quite ably funded.
There was a media release that the minister released on
17 May headed ‘Building better kinders in Ballarat’. I
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took to social media and edited the minister’s media
release so that rather than saying, ‘Building better
kinders in Ballarat’, it said, ‘Building fewer kinders in
Ballarat’, because that is what this government is doing;
it is cutting kinders. Rather than being the Minister for
Families and Children, Ms Mikakos is now the Minister
for Families, Children and Cutting Kinders.
Mr Finn — She is the kinder cutter.
Mr MORRIS — She is the kinder cutter. What we
found was that this minister, along with the local
member for Buninyong in the Legislative Assembly,
Mr Geoff Howard — —
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MORRIS — He is. He is only half there. He
went along to Phoenix P–12 Community College and
also to Cardigan Village Community Centre to open the
developments there. These were ably committed to and
funded by Ms Lovell when she was a minister. I think
Ms Mikakos really should be thanking Ms Lovell for
all her great work, because Ms Mikakos now reaps the
rewards of Ms Lovell’s great work. It is quite
phenomenal what has been done there.
Not only was there the opening of kindergartens that
were funded by Ms Lovell, and I am assuming
Ms Mikakos will thank Ms Lovell later, but we have
also seen an exchange of letters to the editor. I think a
humble backbencher thinks they have done a good job
when a minister feels the need to write a letter to the
editor to defend what they have been doing. Not only
did the minister write a letter to the editor, but we also
had the local member, Geoff Howard, write a
letter — —
Mr Finn — Who?
Mr MORRIS — Yes, who? That is right. Mr Geoff
Howard also wrote a letter to the editor.
Mr Finn — No, somebody would have written it for
him.
Mr MORRIS — Indeed, it probably would have
been written by someone else. Normally I have found
that local members try to advocate for investment in
their electorates. I have not been here long, but that is
what my view has been. But in this letter to the editor
we saw Mr Howard actively advocating for the cutting
of funding to a kindergarten in his own electorate.
Mr Finn — You don’t see a lot of that.
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Mr MORRIS — You do not a see a lot of local
members advocating for the cutting of funding to their
own electorate.
As a father of four children, I understand how difficult
it can be to get your children into a kindergarten. I have
been through the process of waiting for that letter to
come through to find out whether or not my child is
going to get into a kindergarten or not. I have been on
the receiving end of that. As a resident of Ballarat East,
I understand that Ballarat East is growing — it is
growing quite significantly. To cut a kindergarten from
a suburb like Ballarat East is utterly reprehensible. I am
quite astounded.
Ms Mikakos will try to say that the council is in favour
of this. As I have said, I have been on council. I know a
couple of people in there, and I have had a few
conversations with people. I can tell Ms Mikakos that a
few people involved in the council were astounded —
absolutely astounded — when this revelation was
made, as was the Canadian Lead community. I am not
sure if Ms Mikakos has spoken to anybody at Canadian
Lead Primary School. I have. I picked up the phone and
made a call. I have been there many a time. I wonder if
Ms Mikakos has been to Canadian Lead Primary
School to find out what its view is on the cutting of its
kindergarten.
Ms Lovell — They were delighted when they got
the money.
Mr MORRIS — They were absolutely enthralled
when they got the money, when they realised that their
community was being invested in by a government that
cared about them. Unfortunately what we have seen is
that this government and this minister, who has not
even spoken to the community at Canadian Lead
Primary School — —
Ms Mikakos — I have a letter from the CEO of the
council.
Mr MORRIS — Which CEO was that?
I was referring earlier to those letters to the editor. It is
quite astounding when you see that a minister has seen
fit to write a letter to an excellent newspaper, that being
the Miner newspaper. Alan Marini and Debbie do a
great job in informing the local community about what
is going on. Unfortunately this letter to the editor may
have misled the community just slightly. I quote from
the minister’s letter to the editor; she said:
We are honouring the funding committed to the Ballarat
community.
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They are cutting a kinder, but they are honouring the
funding to the community. It is quite astounding that
we can have a minister who will sit here and try to
defend this.
Sometimes the most important thing to do is own up
when you have made a mistake. Say, ‘Look, I’ve
stuffed up. I’m sorry, and we’re going to go back and
we’re going to build the kindergarten for the kids who
need it’.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr MORRIS — Yes. Won’t someone please think
of the kids? Ms Mikakos at this stage is certainly not
thinking about the kids. I did note that Mr Howard did
write that letter to the editor with regard — —
Mr Finn — Not John Howard?
Mr MORRIS — No, he was the good Howard.
Geoff Howard did write a letter to the editor dated
6 June. It was published in the Courier, which is a good
publication. The Miner is also a great publication. As I
stated earlier, to have a local member advocating for the
cutting of funding to his own electorate is quite
astounding.
There has been some broad acknowledgement that
$2 million might be spent somewhere in Ballarat, but of
course Ballarat is quite a large city. Over
100 000 people live in Ballarat nowadays. What we
have found is that only a part of Mr Howard’s
electorate actually includes the city of Ballarat, so it is
quite feasible that this funding might go to Wendouree.
It actually might go to an electorate that has a member
who cares about its constituents. It might go to Ripon,
where Ms Staley, the member for that electorate in the
Legislative Assembly, is doing a phenomenal job of
representing her constituents. For Mr Howard to write a
letter to the editor to say that his community should
have $2 million of funding ripped out of it and
reallocated to another electorate is actually quite
astounding.
I must say, though, that I would love to have been a fly
on the wall after question time today, when Gavin
Jennings said, ‘You have one job — don’t answer any
questions’. Then when our learned President said, ‘No
need for a written response because you’ve answered
the question’, Ms Mikakos almost interjected to try to
say, ‘No, no. I didn’t answer the question. Please allow
me to write a written response. Please allow me to
provide a written response, because my boss gave me
one job and I couldn’t even do that’. It is a challenge, I
understand, being a minister over there, particularly
without your fearless leader.
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Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — That is a
hard act to follow. I am pleased to again be able to
speak to the report Inquiry into the conduct of the 2014
Victorian state election, which was conducted by the
Electoral Matters Committee. The report of the inquiry
was tabled in May of this year. I spoke in the last sitting
week about certain aspects that were highlighted in the
report, and I suppose as we are only a couple of weeks
away from the federal election, and pre-poll voting
starts on Monday, this is all very relevant.
This report highlights the impact of early voting on
Victorian elections, and the report makes some really
interesting points. Specifically it states that 26 per cent
of Victorian electors voted in person before the election
date. As someone standing on the pre-poll, I saw the
people who came through. The report highlights that
people are able to vote early, but I would have to say
that I am not completely sure that the Victorian
community is adhering to the regulations, if you like,
about who can vote early.
This report indicates that 912 000 Victorians voted in
person before election day, representing a 67 per cent
increase on early voting in person compared to the 2010
Victorian state election. In just four years there was that
67 per cent increase, which amounted to 1.2 million
Victorians voting before election day. I think this has
got some significant impacts. But again, I am not sure
that those 1.2 million perhaps had a legitimate reason as
outlined in the legislation as to how people are able to
vote early. So I just think that is a really interesting
point to make in relation to what is happening, how our
voting intentions are perhaps changing and how people
are wanting to cast their vote at an earlier point.
I will go back to another area of concern that was also
raised, and I raised it in my previous contribution,
which was around — —
Ms Lovell interjected.
Ms CROZIER — Yes, I am. I am talking about the
importance of elections and about how many people
voted early in the 2014 state election and, as we are
coming into a federal election, how that will impact the
federal election. I have no doubt it will.
One of the areas I spoke of last time was the activity on
the pre-polls of the union members, particularly those
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members of the United Firefighters Union, the
paramedics, Trades Hall — —

Ms CROZIER — Ms Mikakos, I have a brother
who is a 45-year member — —

Ms Mikakos — Yes, the paramedics would want
you. They had a lot to say about you.

Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, Acting
President, I am having trouble hearing Ms Crozier
because of the constant interjections by Ms Mikakos,
and I was just seeking to know if Mr Jennings has
actually given Ms Mikakos permission to speak.

Ms CROZIER — Really? Why don’t you say it in
the house, Ms Mikakos?
Ms Mikakos — They had a lot to say about you.
Ms CROZIER — Well, why don’t you say it right
here and now?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
Through the Chair!
Ms CROZIER — Ms Mikakos is making some
ridiculous allegations. The paramedics, the firefighters
union, the Trades Hall workers on the Bentleigh
pre-poll — —
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Ms CROZIER — Well, say it!
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
Through the Chair!
Ms CROZIER — Through the Chair, I am just
trying to get Ms Mikakos to put on the record what the
paramedics said about me on the pre-poll. I have got
plenty to say about them, let me tell you. I have got
plenty to say about those militant union members,
whether they were paramedics, teachers, nurses or
firefighters on the Bentleigh pre-poll — plenty to say
about them. Their behaviour was disgraceful, and it is
covered by this report. There were people in this
inquiry who gave evidence that highlighted and backed
up exactly the experience that happened in Bentleigh. It
was a disgrace.
I bet half of those firefighters were out on the steps
yesterday. Where was Frank? Where was Jacob?
Where was Dave? All those firefighters I knew so well
because I spent so much jolly time with them — they
would have been out there yesterday voting for your
government to disband our Country Fire Authority
(CFA) volunteers. Ms Mikakos, you are a member of
this government that is a disgrace in selling out our
CFA volunteers — you and your support of your union
mates. These people got you into government. Those
firefighters, all those trade union officials, Trades
Hall — it was all there in the pre-poll. It was all there.
Ms Mikakos interjected.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
I cannot possibly imagine what the answer to that might
be. But I see that Ms Crozier has 2 seconds left. This
will have to be good.
Ms CROZIER — It is. I know plenty about the
CFA because I have got family members who have
spent a lot more time in it than Ms Mikakos will ever
know.

Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee: Country Fire
Authority Fiskville training college
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I wish
to talk today about the Environment, Natural Resources
and Regional Development Committee’s report on the
inquiry into the Country Fire Authority (CFA) Fiskville
training college. The work done by the parliamentary
committee into what happened at Fiskville was
groundbreaking, and I thank the government for
bringing this reference forward. I am concerned that
since the release of the report the CFA, Volunteer Fire
Brigades Victoria and the Metropolitan Fire Brigade
have not made any statements on how they would deal
with and assist career and volunteer firefighters who
trained, worked or lived at Fiskville.
I remember the first time I met Brian Potter along with
his wife, Diane, and their family, and I was
overwhelmed by the warmth and trust that the Potters
greeted me with. I also remember the press conferences
and the public meetings where Brian was so weak that
other firefighters literally had to hold him up. No matter
how unwell Brian was he always had a smile and words
of encouragement.
I feel very privileged today that Diane Potter has asked
me to read a statement on behalf of the family in regard
to the report. It says:
In September 2011, when all of this began, we could never
have imagined the fight that was in front of us. Brian, being
such a private person, was very conflicted with going public
on this issue. His driving force was his concern for all
firefighters (and their families), past, present and future. Brian
spent the last two years of his life continuing this fight while
he battled an assortment of horrific terminal illnesses.
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While he was perhaps supposed to be ticking off a bucket list
of holidays, family times and special wishes, he was instead
putting all of his efforts into media events, writing documents
and interviews to help bring light to those others who had
traumatic historical issues.
Once Brian lost his fight in 2014, Diane (supported by her
family) made the heartfelt decision to continue his fight. The
results of the parliamentary inquiry have now given the
family something that we have been waiting for and hoping
for since this all began. Brian’s concerns have been confirmed
and resolved. We are very satisfied that the parliamentary
inquiry delved in to exposed the truth after all this time. It is
pleasing for the family, and we feel relief that justice will now
be done for all of those affected.
Our main concern now is that Diane’s compensation claims
be respectfully dealt with. After being declined three times
(because of not enough information), closure has been very
difficult. Diane needs to be able to move forward and grieve
for her husband in a personal manner.
We also hope that the compensation for all those involved in
Fiskville (especially children who lived there or attended the
school on site) can be quickly decided and resolved.
Everybody needs a sense of closure after this horrific fight.
After nearly five years of fighting this cause, we are all
exhausted and need to get back to living a quiet, happy life.

Ombudsman: public transport fare evasion
enforcement
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the recently tabled Victorian Ombudsman’s
report entitled Investigation into public transport fare
evasion enforcement. I thank all those who participated
in this important investigation. The investigation sought
to assess whether public transport fare enforcement was
fair and equitable. The investigation found that the
system is disproportionate and poorly targeted. It found
that the current approach has not got the balance right
between financial imperative and fairness. It has hit the
vulnerable and innocently ignorant and failed to focus
on recidivist fare evaders.
Fare evaders costs our state tens of millions of dollars.
The vast majority of public transport users who buy
tickets do not want to subsidise the travel of those who
do not, which is fair enough. Public transport users who
do buy tickets would much prefer to see a system that
effectively deters offenders, in particular recidivist fare
evaders.
The maximum amount of revenue lost per offence
within the metropolitan domain is $7.80, the total price
of an adult ticket. However, it costs a vast multiple of
this figure for the department to pursue offenders
through the current labyrinthine system, which
ultimately leads to court, with only a 20 per cent chance
of financial return at the end of the long and drawn-out
process. This is as a result of the current penalty fares
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system. Currently fare enforcement is a two-tiered
system. Passengers who are not carrying a valid ticket
or proof of concession on public transport and who are
found by an authorised officer have two options. The
first is to pay an on-the-spot penalty fare of $75 through
a debit card or a credit card. The second is to decline to
pay, and an authorised officer will complete a report of
non-compliance. This report is provided to the
department, which can then issue an infringement
notice for $223.
This is problematic for a number of reasons. The
change in fare enforcement was to deter people from
fare evading, in particular frequent recidivists, as they
are the vast majority. A loss of up to $42 million, or
68 per cent of total lost revenue, comes from recidivist
fare evaders who deliberately and frequently evade
paying fares. They are high-frequency public transport
users and represent 67 200 people, with an average
revenue loss per person of $623 per year. However,
one-off evaders who accidentally evade and are
unlikely to reoffend represent an annual revenue loss of
$3 million per year. This is estimated to involve
597 000 people. Why is this significant to note? It is
because under the current model fare evaders have the
option of paying the on-the-spot fine and not having
their details recorded. So how is the system meant to
monitor recidivists?
Another fundamental problem with this approach is the
requirement for passengers to have to make the
decision to pay the up-front penalty of $75 or pay $223
later. Should the passenger take option one, they are
required to pay immediately by EFTPOS or credit card.
Cash is not accepted. Otherwise option two sees a rise
in cost of $148. There is no review for the penalty fare,
and although you can complain to Public Transport
Victoria or the public transport ombudsman, you are
very unlikely to be told this. The lack of real review is
unfair. Any system that imposes financial penalty and
can end in court must offer a credible appeals process.
In addition to this, there are continuing issues with
authorised officers targeting groups of people and
questioning schoolchildren in uniforms for not having
their student cards on them to offer proof of their
concession status. Many complaints have been received
from passengers with particular needs or characteristics
that may reduce their capacity to make an informed
choice, particularly under time pressure, including
limited skills in English, disability or illness,
homelessness or unfamiliarity with the system.
Complaints have been received of fines of $223 being
chased from homeless people.
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Overall, three overarching issues came to the
Ombudsman’s attention as a result of this investigation.
First, the present dual arrangement of penalty fares and
an infringement process is not integrated; second, the
way penalty fares are enforced focuses on financial
return at the expense of fairness and equity; and third,
the court process for infringements is complex — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
Mr Eideh’s time has expired.

Auditor-General: Technical and Further
Education Institutes — 2015 Audit Snapshot
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — This evening I am
going to speak on the Victorian Auditor-General’s
Office (VAGO) report, Technical and Further
Education Institutes — 2015 Audit Snapshot. One of
the key findings of the report that stands out quite
markedly is that Federation Training is not included in
the financial report for 2015 and it was not able to
produce a report for its 2014 audit. At present this
training institution is up to its 49th draft. The
Auditor-General’s comment is that this is
unprecedented.
The two institutions, Advance TAFE and GippsTAFE,
have amalgamated and, as such, their financial
departments have merged. The Auditor-General tells us
that apparently Federation Training has been unable to
substantiate the validity of its debtors to date. The
report recommends that the TAFE’s governing board
and management implement appropriate governance
and monitoring mechanisms to ensure that all audit
findings are addressed in a timely manner.
As mentioned earlier, having 49 drafts of financial
statements reveals that there have been serious
complications. My question is: what has the Andrews
Labor government done to support Federation Training
to streamline this process? Very little, it appears is my
answer. The merger was about creating long-term
opportunities for Gippsland students to train in their
local community. Country students already face many
barriers when it comes to taking up further education.
The government needs to support regional students
being able to study in regional areas.
The report also indicates that overall capital investment
by TAFEs is going backwards at an alarming rate. In
the future there will be a substantial infrastructure
situation where TAFE buildings will be driven into a
not-fit-for-purpose physical state. Although the report
indicates that the TAFE sector had a net surplus in
2015, the figures are skewed as a result of state
government grants to the value of $159.3 million.
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Government-subsidised enrolments have declined and
student numbers are down; however, the government
has taken funding that should have gone into growing
student enrolments and it has pumped up TAFEs
through grants. This artificially inflates the surplus
within the TAFE sector. The VAGO report identifies
that the sector has long-term financial sustainability
issues that need to be addressed.
As a former business owner I understand that throwing
capital at a business does not improve its overall
viability or sustainability, it simply makes the bottom
line look good for a short time. Similarly, the tertiary
education sector should be outcome driven. Are we
seeing more students coming out of the TAFE sector
with qualifications that will return for them meaningful
employment in industry growth areas? The answer, I
fear, is no. In the budget we saw the Premier,
Mr Andrews, pledge to grow enrolments in TAFEs and
vocational education and training. I believe this was a
furphy. Fewer students are now enrolled in training
than when the Liberal-Nationals coalition left office.
In 2015 Labor trained 65 000 fewer students, subsidised
800 000 fewer enrolments and reduced
government-subsidised training by 27 million hours.
Places for young people also declined, with a 4.8 per
cent drop in the participation rate of 15 to 24-year-olds
in the training system.
The state government money listed in this report, which
was handed out as general grants to bolster TAFEs,
really goes against ensuring the long-term viability of
these institutions. The training system should not just
be about shovelling bucketloads of cash to providers so
they can get rich; it should be measured on the
outcomes it provides for students, industry, jobs,
productivity and economic growth.
The report shows that four TAFEs’ employment costs
of staff outweigh training revenue, meaning more
money was going on wages than was coming in from
student enrolments. This will have, and has had, grave
consequences for the long-term viability of these
institutions.
The last part of the report looks at fraud risks and
controls. We see in the Victorian Auditor-General’s
report that TAFEs’ fraud control frameworks are based
on too narrow a definition of fraud. TAFEs are focusing
on the misappropriation of assets and cash. The report
recommends that TAFEs also need to consider fraud
beyond theft and be aware of deliberate falsification
and the improper use of information. We need good
outcomes for our students and we need TAFEs to be
running at their maximum capacity.
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Auditor-General: Technical and Further
Education Institutes — 2015 Audit Snapshot
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak to the Victorian Auditor-General’s report tabled
in May 2016 entitled Technical and Further Education
Institutes — 2015 Audit Snapshot. At the outset let me
say that it is pleasing to read a report that has a positive
message from the Victorian Auditor-General’s Office
(VAGO). I know it is not the Auditor-General’s brief to
sugar-coat audits, but when I read that the TAFE
system has tackled its financial responsibilities in a
productive and proactive way, we must give credit
where credit is due.
According to the report, due to the injection of
additional funding by the Andrews Labor government
this year an additional $159.3 million in state
government-funded programs has increased revenue for
the sector. This means an improved liquidity position as
at 31 December 2015, while at the same time the sector
achieved an overall reduction in expenditure. This is
good news for a sector that had been decimated by the
previous coalition government. Compared to previous
years the financial position of the technical and further
education sector has improved. In addition to
improvements in the TAFE sector’s financial situation,
it is noteworthy to add that enhanced reporting
mechanisms mean that it is on track to deliver quality,
accurate data by 2016.
Of course the report is not all roses; there are some
issues that need more focused attention. It would seem
that spending on assets is declining, which means that
over time non-renewed assets will depreciate to the
extent that they will need replacing rather than
updating. This is a penny-wise, pound-foolish method
of saving money, and TAFE institutes need to be
discouraged from utilising this foolish practice. In order
for the TAFE sector to meet the challenges facing it in
the foreseeable future, we will need to convert this
performance methodology into a longer term
financially sustainable business model.
However, on a positive note, while the previous two
VAGO reports showed a decline in financial
sustainability, this report shows an encouraging trend of
improvements in financial sustainability, and the
establishment of mandatory performance indicators
coupled with a practical framework will minimise
current risks on the horizon. The report also
acknowledges that the Department of Education and
Training, together with TAFEs, also introduced a new
performance reporting framework during 2015. I
congratulate the department and TAFEs for this
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unusually positive report from VAGO, and I support
the recommendations contained in the report.

Electoral Matters Committee: conduct of 2014
Victorian state election
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I rise to make a
contribution with regard to the inquiry into the conduct
of the 2014 state election, and I note that Ms Crozier
made some very, very valid points earlier in her
contribution. I think it is important to note some of the
behaviours that were exhibited at the 2014 election,
particularly at early voting centres or pre-poll centres,
where I know I and many of my colleagues attended for
a period of weeks and were joined by unionists. Was it
two or three weeks?
Mr Davis interjected.
Mr MORRIS — It was only two weeks. We were
joined by unionists of many different colours, who
attempted to intimidate candidates and indeed threaten
them in many cases as well. I note that many of them
were United Firefighters Union (UFU) members.
Mr Dalidakis — That is not true. I was at a pre-poll,
and that is nonsense.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
Mr Dalidakis, please control yourself for the benefit of
the house.
Mr Dalidakis — I’d watch your behaviour as well.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
I am sorry?
Mr Dalidakis — You heard me. That is disgraceful!
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
Mr Dalidakis is reflecting on the Chair. I ask him to
withdraw.
Mr Dalidakis — For the Chair?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Yes.
Mr Dalidakis — Fine — withdrawn. That is a
disgraceful allegation and slur to make.
Mr MORRIS — There was.
Mr Dalidakis — There was not.
Mr MORRIS — It is a statement of fact. There was
thuggish and threatening behaviour by unionists at early
voting centres.
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Mr Dalidakis — There was not.
Mr MORRIS — Mr Dalidakis can ask anybody on
this side of the house, and we will tell him what
happened there. I was present at the Bellarine pre-poll
centre, where there were literally dozens — dozens! —
of unionists who were threatening and intimidating
candidates and voters. Indeed in Geelong we had a
fabulous candidate in Paula Contell, a woman who was
treated exceptionally poorly by the unionists that were
there.
Mr Dalidakis — And you witnessed this, did you?
Mr MORRIS — Mr Dalidakis, I was there on many
occasions, as was Mr Ramsay, and we witnessed this
behaviour that was exemplified by many members of
the UFU.
Mr Dalidakis — Say it outside the chamber.
Gutless wonder.
Mr MORRIS — This really does bring into
question what is happening this week. What was the
deal that was done with Peter Marshall and — —
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr Ramsay — On a point of order, Acting
President, I am becoming more and more disappointed
with Mr Dalidakis and his behaviour in this chamber.
Certainly he reflected on me yesterday and he did
withdraw. But calling Mr Morris a ‘gutless wonder’
after all that the President has said to Mr Dalidakis over
the last few hours and after you yourself, Acting
President, indicated that you would not allow his
behaviour to continue in this chamber, causes me to ask
Mr Dalidakis to withdraw those remarks to Mr Morris.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
I have to agree with Mr Ramsay that Mr Dalidakis’s
behaviour over the last little while has been less than
something that would do him or the house credit. If
Mr Morris has been offended or has taken offence at
something that Mr Dalidakis has said, he is well within
his rights to ask for a withdrawal, but Mr Ramsay
should know that that is really up to Mr Morris to do
that, so there is no point of order.
Mr MORRIS — Thank you, Acting President, and
thank you, Mr Ramsay, for raising that point of order. I
was making my contribution, and therefore I was
ignoring Mr Dalidakis, so I did not hear what he said,
and so I cannot ask him to withdraw something that he
said. But it is terribly disappointing if he did make that
comment.
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I find it remarkable that Mr Dalidakis is oblivious to the
fact that there were unionists at polling booths day after
day who were intimidating candidates and voters as
they were coming through. It is a statement on public
record that this happened. Everybody knows that this
happened. What we also know is that it was organised
by Peter Marshall. There is a secret agreement
somewhere between Peter Marshall and Daniel
Andrews, and that is what we are seeing now. We are
seeing payback. We are seeing payback to Peter
Marshall. Why else would Daniel Andrews be almost
destroying his own premiership? I know Mr Dalidakis
will not be voting for Mr Andrews in the spill motion.
What we are seeing is the payback to the UFU and
Peter Marshall for what happened at the 2014 election.
I note there was a recommendation made by Mr Simon
Frost, the state director of the Liberal Party of Victoria.
He recommended that campaign workers be authorised
by political parties or candidates in the same way as
scrutiny is authorised by the Victorian Electoral
Commission. I note that this was not supported as a
recommendation in this particular report, but I think
that would be an exceptional idea, because it would
stop the thuggish behaviour of those present at booths
who are there just to support a particular political
agenda, are not declaring their true colours and are
misleading voters on many, many occasions.
If these particular people are supporting a candidate,
they should have the wherewithal to be able to say,
‘Yes, I’m supporting the Liberal candidate’ or ‘I’m
supporting the Labor candidate’, and be prepared to
have their identity registered so that if this disgraceful
behaviour that we saw occur with the 2014 election
happens again, at least the police would be able to take
the appropriate action.

Department of Treasury and Finance: budget
papers 2016–17
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased today to speak to the state budget 2016–17 and
in particular those sections that relate to local
government. I am also pleased this week to have seen
the tabling of the second report of the Standing
Committee on the Environment and Planning into the
rate capping policy. I note that today too we have seen
the Victorian government response to the Legislative
Council environment and planning committee’s first
report. I want to make some comments about these in
the context of where local government is and the
support for local government.
The first thing I would say is that the government’s rate
capping policy has failed. It has not implemented the
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policy to the extent of capping rates at the CPI, which
was its election promise. The first year it let councils
run free, with rate rises of some 6 and 7 per cent; this
year it has capped rates, it says, at 2.5 per cent, although
there are a number of variations on that. I make it clear
that 2.5 per cent is not the CPI. The CPI is a historical
figure, and the CPI now is much lower than 2 per cent.
Indeed what is clear is that the government chose the
figure — a forward-looking figure — that was
estimated by the Victorian Treasury, and I for one have
little faith in the Victorian Treasury’s estimates of
inflation figures going forward. They are repeatedly
wrong, and that in any event was not the government’s
policy before the election, which was to cap rates at the
CPI, which is necessarily a historical figure.
I make the point that the government has rebuffed the
committee in terms of its recommendation to
re-establish the country roads and bridges program,
which under the previous government provided
$1 million a year to all country councils — $40 million
a year. That is money that has been ripped out of local
government and has not been replaced by this
government. It is a huge hit on small and vulnerable
country councils and their communities. Indeed the
aggregate funding to local councils by the state
government has fallen under this government and is
still not yet set to exceed the funding by the previous
Liberal-Nationals government.
What I also say is that recommendations 2 and 3 are
recommendations that the government will accept, as is
recommendation 4, from the previous report. Indeed I
should say that the committee has made further
recommendations in its new report tabled this week.
The new report makes findings and recommendations.
There does need to be greater transparency in the
process of setting the rate cap in future years. The
committee was in the position where it was able to
gently cajole the minister into releasing her decisions
and the Essential Services Commission’s
recommendations. She needs to go a step further and
release a statement that explains why she has chosen
certain figures, particularly when they are at variance
with the government’s policy of capping rates at the
CPI.
I also make the point that the committee’s other
recommendations are important as well. We think the
rate cap should be announced earlier, and I think
councils will agree. There is clear evidence that came to
the committee about problems with the variation
process — the complexity of the process, the
cumbersome nature of the process and the fact that
councils are well advanced in their budgetary cycle
before a variation application can be submitted and then
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dealt with and then pushed forward. It is also clear that
the Essential Services Commission is pushing far
beyond its purview. It is seeking to engage with
councils on a micro level rather than adjudicating in a
clean, clear way, and I think that there are problems
with that approach. It is also true to say that the
Essential Services Commission will need to smooth its
process and clarify its advice to council on debt and
other matters.
But what is clear is that local government’s importance
to the state continues. There is a genuine risk that the
fact that the state government has cut funding to
councils and will cap rates in the way that it seeks to do
will force many councils into making some very
difficult decisions. I agree with controlling the costs
that families face, but I also think the state government
has to lead by example. What we see in this budget are
massive increases in taxes, with the state government
increasing land tax by 28 per cent in the forthcoming
year and state tax by 20.7 per cent and yet capping
councils. It is time the hypocrisy from this government
was stopped.

Electoral Matters Committee: conduct of 2014
Victorian state election
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I wish to
make a statement on the inquiry into the conduct of the
2014 Victorian state election. Firstly, I congratulate
you, Acting President Finn, as the previous chair of the
Electoral Matters Committee. You unfortunately failed
somewhat in your duties to create a Senate of Victoria
and Senators, which was part of your recommendations
in a previous report. Unfortunately the government has
yet to respond to that recommendation in full.
Nevertheless, I want to make some comments about
this particular report.
In relation to the pre-poll, we have three weeks of
pre-poll in this federal election, which is going to tie up
an enormous amount of staff and volunteer time. I see
that the recommendation here is for two weeks, and that
seems to be more than adequate for a pre-poll period.
With the recommendations out of this report you must
ask about the value of having people staking out a
pre-polling centre and giving how-to-vote cards and not
being able to use new technology. That would provide
voters with choices in relation to who they vote for,
without having six or seven people lining up and
putting forward how-to-vote cards, indicating how
people should vote.
Over 4 million Australians are expected to vote in this
federal election pre-poll. I also question the validity and
credibility of those who are actually voting early, based
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on the Victorian Electoral Commission requirement
that they have to have an appropriate excuse to vote
early. Now it seems more for convenience than
anything else that people vote early. I am not making an
assumption about that, but there are rules in relation to
those who vote early in the pre-poll, and now it seems
to be a free-for-all. Maybe we need a review of how
voting early or the pre-poll is done and on what basis,
because now we are finding the whole campaign being
moved back into the pre-poll period.
I do want to take umbrage at what was said by
Ms Mikakos, who actually challenged the credibility of
Ms Crozier in talking about Country Fire Authority
(CFA) matters. I put to Ms Mikakos that the Crozier
family has had a long association with the CFA, with
their property in Coleraine and Ms Crozier’s father,
Digby, being a vital member of the local brigade. I
pinned a 45-year service medal, a life service medal,
onto the chest of John Crozier, her brother, at Teesdale
last year. So to suggest that the Crozier family have not
had a connection, or a long connection, with the CFA is
an absolute disgrace, and I hope Ms Mikakos sees fit to
apologise to Georgie Crozier after the statements on
reports.
The particular matter I want to raise out of this report is
in relation to the activities of the union, as Mr Morris
said, on polling day.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — Mr Dalidakis seems to be
somewhat in denial. I was at three different polling
centres. There were paramedics and United Firefighters
Union (UFU) members all pushing how-to-vote cards
into the hands of particular voters. There were
encouraging them to vote Liberal last. They were lined
up, intimidating people as they tried to gain access to
the polling booths. They were actually obstructing
people from getting into the polling booths.
There are plenty of examples in this report of people
being intimidated by the activities of the UFU, the
paramedics, the nurses and everyone else who was
lining up to try to influence the vote of those people
trying to access the polling booths on the day. I can use
examples from the report here:
UFU members campaigned in Monbulk district during the
early voting period while dressed in ‘look-alike’ firefighter
clothing;
UFU members campaigned in Ferntree Gully district during
the early voting period in ‘look-alike’ firefighter clothing …
On election day, UFU members campaigned at Kallista
Primary School in ‘look-alike’ firefighter clothing …
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On election day, UFU members campaigned in Monbulk …
On election day, UFU members campaigned in Upper
Ferntree Gully …
On election day, UFU members campaigned at Olinda
Primary School …

The report also notes:
… the CFA volunteer discussed his experiences at Frankston
train station …

I could go on and on. The fact is that members of the
UFU and other unions were at polling centres trying to
intimidate voters in relation to the way they would vote,
obstructing access and making many people quite
frightened when they were going to vote. I certainly
hope that the government responds to the
recommendations in this report to correct what is now
becoming the norm for the militant unions in
obstructing voters being able to vote with a free hand.

Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission: Operation Ord
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to continue my remarks that I started last week on
the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission report entitled Operation Ord — An
investigation into the conduct of officers of the
Department of Education and Training, in connection
with the use of ‘banker schools’ and related activities. I
say as a former schoolteacher in the public school
system that I was appalled by some of the practices and
certainly commend the IBAC investigation that
unearthed the level of corruption, which I think is a
shock and a disappointment to all of us.
I also note the broader recommendations that the
government is considering, including
recommendation 6 on page 109, which outlines that the
Secretary of the Department of Premier and Cabinet
needs to provide to IBAC by 30 December 2016 a
report on the implementation of the Victorian
Secretaries Board (VSB) corruption prevention and
integrity action plan. This report will be published on
IBAC’s website. It will look at how practices across the
whole of the government system need to change. There
are protocols that need to be in place and policies that
need to be there to prevent corruption and to be able to
identify it, which will certainly change the culture that
has led to it.
Further down on that page, the report says:
IBAC is aware that, as a consequence of Operation
Dunham —
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which is an operation that has been established to
investigate any corruption associated with the
ultranet —
the VSB has committed to further action to prevent corruption
across the Victorian public service, with a focus on:
supporting ethical leadership;
overseeing a review of policies and procedures relevant
to managing conflicts of interest, the public sector code
of conduct, and gift, benefits and hospitality.

I certainly think that it needs to go further. On page 15,
looking at the summary of investigations and outcomes,
recommendation 4 states that the department needs to
take appropriate steps to exclude people and entities
whose behaviour has been found to be improper or
corrupt from obtaining work with the department,
including schools, in future. I believe that this is a
practice that needs to be adopted across the board —
that anyone, any organisation or any entity that has
been found to be acting improperly or corruptly should
be excluded from the opportunity of tendering for
government contracts. That is simple. In particular, any
steps that need to be put in place across the board for
the disciplining or dismissal of employees found to
have engaged in serious misconduct or corruption are
obviously critical as well.
The issue that comes to my mind is the conduct of the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union
(CFMEU). There are certain identities in the CFMEU
who have a long list of convictions against them, which
certainly places them in this category. In my view, we
need to look at adopting a whole-of-government policy
that any person or any entity that is found to have been
acting corruptly or inappropriately should be excluded
from the opportunity of benefiting from the public
purse, because certainly the public cannot be confident
that the practice is not going to continue and that the
taxpayer is not going to be the loser as a result.
I call on the Premier in particular, as well as the Special
Minister of State, when he returns to his duties, to
ensure that as part of the VSB’s considerations this
matter be placed as a high priority to make sure that
public resources are actually applied to public benefit
and indeed that that does not mean benefiting corruptly
as a result of certain practices that these organisations
have been associated with. I think the CFMEU is a
prime example of the type of organisation that should
be excluded from government contracts across the
board without any qualification or exception.
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TRANSPORT (COMPLIANCE AND
MISCELLANEOUS) AMENDMENT
(PUBLIC SAFETY) BILL 2016
Statement of compatibility
For Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture),
Mr Dalidakis tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter), I make this statement
of compatibility with respect to the Transport (Compliance
and Miscellaneous) Amendment (Public Safety) Bill 2016.
In my opinion, the Transport (Compliance and
Miscellaneous) Amendment (Public Safety) Bill 2016 (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 the bill
The bill repeals section 159 of the Transport (Compliance and
Miscellaneous) Act 1983 (the act). Section 159 is a reverse
onus provision, providing that in any prosecution against an
owner or driver of a commercial passenger vehicle, if the
prosecution proves that passengers were carried in such a
vehicle for reward, the burden shifts to the accused to prove
that the passengers were not carried for reward at ‘separate
and distinct fares’. However, the carrying of passengers for
reward at ‘separate and distinct fares’ is no longer an element
of any offence under the act. This has been so since 1941,
when amendments were made to the former Transport
Regulation Act 1933.
Section 159 therefore has no current application; its continued
presence in the act has been a matter of drafting oversight. As
such, it is now being repealed on the basis that it is redundant.
Human rights issues
In my opinion, the bill does not raise any human rights issues.
I therefore consider the bill to be compatible with the charter.
Jaala Pulford, MP
Minister for Agriculture

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade).
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

ADJOURNMENT
2808

COUNCIL

Incorporated speech as follows:
On 18 May 2016 the County Court made a judgement that
was portrayed in the media as a decision that legalised the
operation of ridesharing services in Victoria. The advice the
government has received is that the implications are far more
significant. It undermines the enforcement of requirements
imposed on commercial passenger vehicle owners and drivers
in the interests of public safety.
The most serious implication is that where drivers are an
obvious threat to passenger safety, for example, when an
individual has a history of sexual assaults, the Taxi Services
Commission will not be able to prevent them from driving a
commercial passenger vehicle.
Part VI of the Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act
1983 defines a commercial passenger vehicle as being any
motor vehicle which is used, or intended to be used, for
carrying passengers for hire and reward. Under the Transport
(Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act, all commercial
passenger vehicles are required to be licensed and all drivers
are required to be accredited.
In the case brought before the County Court His Honour
Judge Chettle was satisfied beyond reasonable doubt that the
passengers were carried for hire or reward. However, Judge
Chettle accepted a submission put on behalf of the appellant
that section 159 of the Transport (Compliance and
Miscellaneous) Act 1983 provides a defence to the appellant
to both charges and, accordingly, set aside the orders of the
Magistrates Court and substituted a finding that the charges
be dismissed.
The judgement is that it is a defence to any offence involving
the carriage of multiple passengers to prove that a vehicle was
not being used as a commercial passenger vehicle because
passengers were not charged separate and distinct fares.
Commercial passenger vehicles such as taxis and hire cars do
not charge separate and distinct fares to each passenger so the
effect of the decision, in construing section 159 as providing a
defence, is significant and leads to perverse outcomes.
The bill provides for the repeal of section 159 of the
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983 in order
to preserve the integrity and validity of the regulation of
commercial passenger vehicles in the interests of public
safety.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern
Victoria) on motion of Mr Ramsay.
Debate adjourned until next day.

ADJOURNMENT
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I move:
That the house do now adjourn.
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Regional Network Development Plan
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport, and it is regarding the lack of benefit from
the Regional Network Development Plan for
Shepparton line passengers and the confusion
surrounding what is actually included in the plan for
Shepparton. My request of the minister is that she
clarify when the fifth service will commence on the
Shepparton line and that she outline the time line and
funding details of the future works listed, including
extra passing loops; track, train stabling and signalling
upgrades; and an investigation into VLocity trains.
Like many residents along the Shepparton rail line, I
was expecting to see great plans for the Shepparton area
in the Regional Network Development Plan when it
was released last week. After all, the member for
Shepparton in the Legislative Assembly told us all it
was our turn and the minister told us that the Regional
Network Development Plan would set out priorities for
regional public transport services, infrastructure and
investment over the next 20 to 30 years. Unfortunately,
like many residents along the Shepparton line, I was
extremely disappointed to see that the plan, which was
supposed to be released prior to the May state budget,
is, to quote one email I received, ‘just thin, full of spin
and — like a V/Line train — late’.
Once again the Andrews Labor government has
prioritised Ballarat, Geelong, Bendigo, Seymour and
Traralgon and has ignored the Shepparton community.
This is despite public transport being an issue of
ongoing concern to the Shepparton district and the
Shepparton Regional Network Development Plan
consultation forum being the best attended in the state.
The minister proclaims that the Regional Network
Development Plan is the product of one of the most
extensive public consultation programs ever carried out
in regional Victoria and reflects the passengers who use
our system every day. It certainly does not reflect the
passengers of the Shepparton line, who continue to
express the need for significant investment in our public
transport services.
The government says its regional transport strategy
aims to deliver commuter-style transport services to
Geelong, Ballarat, Bendigo, Seymour and Traralgon,
but not for Shepparton. These cities will be getting
trains at least every 20 minutes during peak times and
every 40 minutes in off-peak times, but the minister’s
press release lists only one extra service per weekday
for Shepparton. Confusingly her release says there will
be five services five days a week in the outer regional
lines, including Shepparton, but the future directions for
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the Hume region on page 47 of the plan fail to mention
a fifth service for Shepparton. The people of
Shepparton would like to know when the fifth weekday
return rail service will begin.
The short-term initiatives outlined in the plan — the
additional Seymour to Shepparton daily service
extension, which brings our services to four return
Monday to Friday, the Shepparton station
improvements and extra bus stop shelters in
Shepparton — are all just reannouncements from the
state budget, and the only two long-term projects
mentioned are vague on details. The investigation into
the rollout of VLocity trains on the Shepparton line
does not even promise that there will actually be a
rollout — just that it will be considered — and the
promise of extra passing loops and track, train stabling
and signalling upgrades on the line are without start or
end dates and funding details. A letter in the
Shepparton News this morning from Nick Roberts, one
of our local environmental people slams the plan.

Glenaladale mineral sands mine
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter today is for the Minister for
Agriculture. Recently I was invited out to Glenaladale
by some concerned residents regarding a proposed
sands mine in the area. Touring the area with the
residents illustrated their concerns, not just in an
abstract manner but with real concerns regarding
mining rights, possible repercussions of the mining
activity, environmental concerns and also the effects on
food production, given its proximity to Lindenow.
There are many farms in the immediate vicinity,
ranging from beef and dairy cattle to the growing of
produce. These form part of a very productive part of a
very productive region, and the importance of
maintaining the environment for this primary
production must be the first priority of the government.
I call on the minister to initiate contact with the
concerned residents and to make sure that their
concerns are heard and investigated and that the area
and its primary production are not irreparably damaged
should the proposed mine proceed.

Northeast Health Wangaratta
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Health, Jill
Hennessy, and relates to funding for Northeast Health
Wangaratta. This year’s budget provides $200 million
for a new Regional Health Infrastructure Fund. The
fund is the largest of its kind in Victorian history and
will provide much-needed upgrades for rural and
regional hospitals to ensure that Victorians, regardless
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of where they live, can have access to quality health
care when they need it. This dedicated new fund to
rebuild rural and regional hospitals will ensure families
in regional Victoria have access to the quality health
care that they deserve. The former coalition
government gutted our hospitals, ripping $1 billion
from our health system and underinvesting in building
projects. The Regional Health Infrastructure Fund will
help turn this around by rebuilding our hospitals. It will
mean rural and regional health services can treat more
patients more quickly, and our hardworking doctors and
nurses will have the modem and safe working
environments that they deserve.
Last week I visited Wangaratta with the federal Labor
candidate, Eric Kerr. Many locals are still reeling from
the revelations on Paul Murray Live, where it was
claimed that $10 million of funding that was going to
be made to the Wangaratta hospital after the 2013
federal election was actually withdrawn because the
people voted for an Independent member of Parliament
in that seat. I am very disappointed for the people of
Wangaratta and all of the smaller communities that rely
on that service, including Yarrawonga, Cobram,
Benalla, Mansfield et cetera. I am also angry for the
hardworking staff at Northeast Health Wangaratta, as
they are truly committed to delivering the best care and
service for their patients, and I had the pleasure of
witnessing this firsthand last week when I met with
CEO Marg Bennett and her team. The positive vibe at
the hospital is undeniable. They are a tight-knit team,
and they are doing the very, very best they can within
the tight financial constraints they are under, but they
are also struggling to do the best for their patients in the
ageing buildings and imperfect layout of their facility.
They have a staged master plan ready to go, and it is a
real shame that if not for the unmet promise of
$10 million from the federal government, we might
actually be up to stage 2 now.
I have committed to the hospital to support their
funding application under the Regional Health
Infrastructure Fund, and the action I seek from the
minister is that she ask her department to provide
assistance during the application stage and in turn view
this application favourably so that this most deserving
hospital and community can get on with their
long-awaited upgrade so the hospital can be more
efficient, expand its capacity and increase comfort for
patients and staff.

Assistance dogs
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing. I rise to speak about an issue

ADJOURNMENT
2810

COUNCIL

that has failed to be addressed not only by the Victorian
government but by the federal government as well. The
issue is that people with assistance dogs are not
provided with the same rights as people with guide
dogs. Assistance dogs provide a range of services to
people with a disability. They can provide assistance
with retrieving items for those who have mobility
impairments, and for those with autism they can
provide anxiety relief. These services are as essential to
these people as guide dogs are to people who are vision
or hearing impaired. Yet these dogs are not properly
recognised under Victorian legislation. They are not
exempt from the Domestic Animals Act 1994, as guide
dogs are. This means they are subject to council
registration fees.
Federal and state laws provide protection from
discrimination for people using assistance animals.
However, the protection is patchy. In addition, there are
no legal frameworks for regulating the quality of
assistance animals working in Victoria. In 2009 the
Victorian Law Reform Commission recommended a
reform to establish a simple regulatory scheme for the
training, registration and identification of assistance
animals. That was six years ago. Victoria could create a
Victorian scheme, as recommended by the Victorian
Law Reform Commission, or it could at least advocate
nationally via the Council of Australian Governments
(COAG) for reform. As far as I can tell it is doing
neither. In this day and age, this lax approach is totally
unacceptable. A proper training and registration scheme
would not only address this discrimination within the
system, it would ensure quality control for assistance
animals and better ensure the safety and wellbeing of
the community.
The action I am seeking from the minister is that he
work to create a proper training, registration and
identification scheme for assistance dogs in Victoria,
act as a role model for this scheme to be rolled out to all
states via COAG and amend the Domestic Animals Act
1994 to include assistance dogs in the exemption.

Poowong Consolidated School
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My adjournment
matter is for Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
Recently I met with Poowong Consolidated School
principal Cate McKenzie and a number of frustrated
Poowong residents, including Irene Adams from the
Poowong Community Consultative Committee.
The issue of child safety at the Poowong Consolidated
School has been an ongoing concern for many years.
The school has been on its current site at Gardner Lane
for over 50 years. Topographically the school sits on a
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rise, with the road falling away to the south towards the
town and to the north towards the abattoir, GBP
Australia, only 1 kilometre away. GBP employs
roughly 150 people and processes between 350 to
400 animals per day. Peak delivery time is between
2.30 p.m. and 3.30 p.m. each weekday. Multiple large
transports use this road as the only access into and out
of the plant. They pass directly beside the school.
Trucks frequently travel up the hill at speeds faster than
40 kilometres, as I witnessed on the day of my visit.
Cate McKenzie informs me that the school population
of 140 students is predicted to increase to 180 to 200
within the next five years, as Poowong sits near the
edge of the Baw Baw Shire — a shire of rapid
population growth. Concerned citizens have signed
petitions with over 400 signatures calling for the
installation of flashing 40-kilometre-per-hour
indicators.
The action I seek from the minister on behalf of the
Poowong residents is that he fund the installation of
speed signs on both sides of the roads to be activated to
display a 40-kilometre-per-hour speed limit at the
appropriate times. I note from the correspondence on
23 July 2015 to my colleague in the Legislative
Assembly Mr Danny O’Brien that the minister
indicated that electronic signs have been implemented
at over 450 schools across Victoria. In this letter he
stated that these signs have been implemented at
locations that are assessed as having the greatest risk,
regardless of whether they are on arterial or local roads.
My argument here is that whilst this is not a
high-volume road in terms of a through highway, it is
consistently used by heavy vehicles at times of student
movement.
Two electronic speed signs sit unused outside a closed
primary school in Athlone, only a few kilometres away.
Surely these could be made fit for purpose, adapted and
moved. The Poowong community has a strong social
conscience and a history of fundraising for their
community; however, they feel the cost of appropriate
road signage to ensure the safety of their students
should not be left to them but should be borne by the
government and VicRoads. Again the action I seek is
that the minister facilitate the installation of these
flashing speed signs for the children’s safety.

Child protection
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Families and Children and Minister for Youth Affairs,
Ms Mikakos. As the minister is aware, there has been a
surge in the growth of child protection notifications
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across the state, with the Auditor-General highlighting
that the number of children in out-of-home care has
grown by 60 per cent over the past decade.
Last year the government announced an ambitious
reform project to shape the long-term future of support
service systems for vulnerable children and families,
and the government has been working closely with the
community services sector to deliver the Roadmap for
Reform, which is evidence based and driven by expert
advice. We have also seen two budgets from this
government that have invested in child protection and
family services, including early intervention services,
more child protection workers and improving the
out-of-home care system. There are a number of
initiatives that were included in the most recent budget,
such as child protection enhancements, including
one-year funding for the ongoing operation of the child
protection specialist intervention unit; funding to meet
the urgent demand in integrated family services, as
recommended by the Royal Commission into Family
Violence; specialist family violence and sexual assault
counselling for children; and renewal or replacement of
residential care properties. The list goes on.
What I am seeking is an opportunity for the leaders of
organisations that deliver youth-centred and
family-focused services in the south-west of Victoria —
who do an excellent job in what is a very difficult and
complex area — to be afforded the opportunity to sit
down with the minister to discuss the situations that
their organisations are facing and the measures they are
undertaking to implement the broad programs that have
been introduced by this government in the recent
budget as well as in the preceding budget. The action I
seek is that the minister visit the south-west in the
coming weeks to meet with the community sector
leaders who deliver a range of integrated child and
youth-centred and family-focused services in the
south-west of Victoria.

Organ harvesting
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — My adjournment matter tonight is
addressed to the Minister for Health and concerns the
issue of organ harvesting. I call on the minister to
launch an investigation into the incidence of Victorians
participating in activities related to illegal organ
harvesting and, in particular, as purchasers of these
organs while overseas.
While Victorians may have transplants overseas, they
then rely on our health care system to support them on
their return. We do have Victorian legislation — I
acknowledge that — in the Human Tissue Act 1982
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which prohibits the unauthorised buying of tissue, but
this law does not apply to offences committed
internationally. It is extremely concerning that this law
could be circumvented by people going overseas for a
transplant. While there is anecdotal evidence of this
happening, a more systematic approach to data
collection in this area is required to find out the extent
of this issue, and that is what I am asking the minister
for.
My concern is the unethical sourcing of organs,
especially from China. David Matas and David
Kilgour, both of whom have won an International
Society for Human Rights award and were nominees
for the 2010 Nobel Peace Prize for their work on organ
harvesting, have confirmed that China is harvesting
over 10 000 human organs every year, predominantly
from political prisoners, many of whom are guilty of
nothing more than being members of the peaceful
Falun Gong community.
A number of constituents in my area practise Falun
Gong, and they have made representations to me on
behalf of their international counterparts. For those who
do not know, Falun Gong is a spiritual practice rooted
in ancient Chinese culture. They are a very peaceful
group of people with central tenets of truthfulness,
compassion and tolerance. Falun Gong is freely
practised in over 80 countries of the world. There is a
large group of Falun Gong practitioners in the
Wyndham area, but in China practitioners are heavily
persecuted.
As far back as 1999 the Communist Party of China
launched a campaign to eradicate the Falun Gong
through extensive propaganda, massive imprisonment,
torture and organ harvesting — atrocities which
reportedly continue to this day. We understand that
many organs are transplanted into patients from
Western countries, such as Australia, as part of a
growing transplant industry which brings billions of
dollars to the Chinese economy.
I hope that the minister heeds my call for an
investigation into this matter with sincere interest and,
if Victorians are known to be participating in these
activities, that appropriate policy measures will be
implemented.

VicRoads relocation
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — The
adjournment matter I wish to raise this evening is for
the attention of the Minister for Roads and Road Safety,
Mr Donnellan. Recently I came into possession of a
document entitled Victorian Labor’s Plan for Jobs and
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Growth — November 2012 — Victorian Labor
Opposition. I noted that page 63 of this document refers
to a case study under the heading ‘Relocations
Strengthen Regional Centres’. It states:
The former Victorian Labor government aggressively
supported the relocation of major Victorian government
agencies to regional locations, underpinning investment in
critical hubs. In 2001, the Bracks government announced its
decision to relocate a substantial portion of the State Revenue
Office’s functions to Ballarat. This was followed in 2002 with
the announcement of the shift to Bendigo of the Rural
Finance Corporation and, in 2005, the announcement that the
Transport Accident Commission would relocate to Geelong,
creating hundreds of local jobs and injecting millions of
dollars into the surrounding economy. These successful
relocations were built on in 2010 when Premier John Brumby
announced that State Trustees would open a new Bendigo
regional office with 100 jobs and a new 50-person VicRoads
call centre in Ballarat. These, and other initiatives, created
over 1200 new government jobs in regional Victoria.

It is incredibly important that jobs do come to regional
Victoria. I was pleased that the 50-person VicRoads
call centre in Ballarat was mentioned in this particular
case study, the then Labor opposition’s position for jobs
and growth in Victoria.
It is with this that I come to the action that I seek from
the minister — that is, that he fulfil the commitment
made by the coalition government to relocate the
VicRoads headquarters from Kew to Ballarat, bringing
600 jobs and $60 million of annual economic activity to
the great city of Ballarat.

Greening the Pipeline project
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — The
matter I wish to raise is for the attention of the Minister
for Water in the other place, the Honourable Lisa
Neville. The local community in the western suburbs is
very excited about the Greening the Pipeline project
that is commencing with support from Melbourne
Water and VicRoads.
I note that the project aims to convert part of the
heritage-listed main outfall sewer pipeline into
parkland. The vision is to create a vibrant space that
will connect communities and provide a unique space
to meet, play and relax. Community engagement in the
initial pilot 100-metre parkland in Williams Landing is
very exciting, and it will be important to make sure that
there is a wide level of community engagement and
support for this project.
The action I seek is that the minister ensure that the
following organisations be invited to participate in the
project: BayWest BUG, Werribee Historical Society,
LeadWest, Friends of Skeleton Creek and Altona Bay
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Wetlands, Truganina Landcare Group, Westbourne
Grammar School, Al-Taqwa College, Truganina South
Primary School, Truganina Hornets Soccer Club,
Werribee Environmental Community Park,
NatureWest, Williams Landing Estate Residents
Association, Truganina Community Group Inc. and
Truganina Residents Association. I hope the minister
will extend an invitation for these organisations to
participate in the next step of the project.

Parkville College
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Families and
Children, Minister Mikakos. On 31 May I visited the
Melbourne Youth Justice Centre in Parkville, and I was
very lucky to be shown around by the director of secure
services, Ian Lanyon, and to meet his incredible staff.
Yet again I was at a corrections facility being so
impressed and moved by the compassion, care and
dedication of the staff.
What was particularly inspiring was to see a fully
functioning school, Parkville College, operating within
the corrections centre. I went into one of the classes, a
science class for the boys. They were doing what they
called the ‘Scorpion Project’. They were costing how
much it would cost to have scorpions in their
classroom, how they would care for them, how they
would feed them and what it would take to look after
these insects. They had been successfully looking after
some stick insects, and they were moving up to
scorpions. I was very taken by this but was a tad
disappointed when I heard that that probably was not
going to happen and that having scorpions in a
correctional facility may not be a great idea.
But this facility also had retired greyhounds and
customs dogs and was moving to have some animals at
the school’s regional facility. We all know the research
around therapy animals and the benefits of caring for
animals — it teaches empathy, maturity and
responsibility. It was really lovely seeing this at a
corrections facility. That almost seemed quite cute, but
the reality is that most of the kids there do not know
what care is. They have not been cared for, they have
no-one who cares for them and they have no role
models. They have no idea what it means to be loved
and cared for.
Ian Lanyon mentioned that, as a police officer, he had
seen the grandparents and the parents of these children
through the system, so he was seeing a third generation,
and they were parents themselves — they had children.
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The action I am seeking is to break this cycle by having
young parents attend childcare facilities with
professional carers to provide guidance and education. I
would like the minister to consider implementing a
program where these parents can attend a childcare
program with their children to learn parenting skills and
break this vicious cycle.
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we going to use to remove level crossings? Well, we
are actually going to tell you, and then we are going to
come along and see how you feel. The consultation was
in fact a sham. It was an absolute shambles and a
travesty, and what I would say is that the Premier needs
to go back and review the activities of the LXRA
against the very worthy principles that have been put
out by the Auditor-General.

Level Crossing Removal Authority
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My matter
tonight is for the attention of the Premier. It concerns a
document from the Auditor-General’s office, Public
Participation in Government Decision-making —
Better practice guide. I must say it is a very impressive
guide to good public participation in government
decision-making.
However, the particular project I wish to draw the
Premier’s attention to is the project conducted by the
Level Crossing Removal Authority (LXRA), the sky
rail project. I have been working my way carefully
through the Auditor-General’s better practice guide and
looking at the achievements — or the
non-achievements — of the LXRA with respect to the
sky rail project.
I draw the Premier’s attention particularly to page 5,
which deals with transparency, consultation and public
participation principles in figure 4. It deals with public
sector values: integrity, impartiality, accountability,
respect and human rights. The public participation
principles in broad are responsiveness, transparency
and integrity, openness, accountability, inclusiveness
and awareness. There are such points as:
Providing appropriate time and resources to ensure that those
affected can participate in a meaningful way.

I must say, I give the LXRA a fail on its approach — a
straight fail — and I think this document should stand
as a useful guide, but on all counts it appears to me to
have failed, and I ask the Premier to review it against
the guidelines put out by the Auditor-General.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Who did the
Auditor-General report to with that report?
Mr DAVIS — The Premier, is my understanding. I
am happy to be corrected on that, but my understanding
is that he reports to the Premier.
The PRESIDENT — He reports to the Parliament,
actually.
Mr DAVIS — That is right, but the departmental
resources — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is just that I am
concerned that we mentioned last night about directing
these matters to the right minister, and the Premier is
not responsible for the level crossing authority, so the
question is whether or not the report that you have
referred to is relevant in respect of the Premier’s
responsibilities.
Mr DAVIS — President, the Premier might also
wish to review the minister’s own behaviour against
these same principles.

There are points on:
Embedding in all decision-making processes an openness to
appropriately understanding and incorporating the views of
those affected by decisions and providing access to all
relevant information about the decision in a manner that
participants can understand, so that their contributions may be
fully informed.

There are many of these points here, such as ’making
decisions and providing advice on merit and without
bias, caprice, favouritism or self-interest’ and ‘acting
fairly by objectively considering all relevant facts’. On
all of these the LXRA has failed.
And let us not make the mistake of forgetting that the
sky rail project was announced by the government on
6 February and its consultation proceeded largely after
it had made the announcement. So which method are

The PRESIDENT — Order! That is a very different
matter, and that is not what the adjournment item is
about. It is not really the right comment to make in this
forum at this time. If there are concerns about a
minister’s performance, then, as we have said before, it
needs to be a substantive motion. I will let it stand at the
moment.

Box Hill transport interchange
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Public Transport, Jacinta Allan. Previously in this
chamber I called on the minister to organise for me to
go out to the Box Hill interchange with a number of
people from her department to look at a number of
things. One of the issues that we did look at with the
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departmental people last week, when the minister
kindly arranged my requested visit, was the after-hours
access between the bus exchange and the train station.
The Public Transport Victoria (PTV) officials and I had
a good conversation. The officials flagged a few
suggestions that may improve this particular issue of
after-hours access between the two modes of transport.
The action I ask of the minister is for her to help
facilitate anything PTV comes up with as far as what
may be a remedy to the situation.

Former Lands Department chemical inquiry
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change, the Honourable Lily
D’Ambrosio, and it regards the government’s response
to an inquiry into chemical sprays used by the then
Lands Department workers in the Ballarat region
between 1965 and 1995. The inquiry found employees
used more than double today’s standard tolerable intake
of dangerous chemicals which could cause cancer. The
former Minister for Environment, Climate Change and
Water, Lisa Neville, made an election promise to
establish an independent inquiry, and it was a key
priority after she was elected. However, her response to
the findings of the inquiry was pretty lacklustre and has
even been described by the impacted workers as a bit of
a farce.
The Australian Workers Union is on the record asking
for a parliamentary inquiry similar to the recently
completed Fiskville investigation. To date, the
government’s response has included a telephone
consultation with an interstate doctor and health
screenings in Melbourne. However, spray hands told
the Ballarat Courier late last month that they had not
been individually contacted about the screenings. The
Courier even described its response as bewildered.
The screenings are meant to check for a history of
chloracne, soft tissue sarcoma and non-Hodgkin’s
lymphoma. All of these are very serious diseases linked
to toxic chemicals used by the spray hands, but
somehow these former workers were not treated to the
courtesy of direct contact about the screenings and had
to discover the government’s response through the
media. The government has also not stated how many
workers will be entitled to the health screenings. Given
the high dissatisfaction from those affected, the action I
seek from the current environment minister is to outline
what further response will be given to support these
former workers exposed to toxic chemicals during their
employment with the Lands Department.
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Western Metropolitan Region soccer
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Sport, the
Honourable John Eren. My electorate of Western
Metropolitan Region is one of the most multicultural
and diverse communities in Victoria, which is
something that we in my electorate are very proud of.
My electorate is also one of the most engaged when it
comes to the world game of football. People in Western
Metropolitan Region come from all parts of the globe
and have made significant contributions to the state
economically and socially. Melbourne’s west is also
home to many well-established and emerging football
clubs, including Melbourne Knights Football Club,
Sunshine George Cross Football Club, Heidelberg
United Football Club and Altona City Soccer Club
amongst others. Many families within my electorate
engage and support these clubs, which have teams from
under 6 right up to the seniors. It is also home to a
growing number of female footballers.
With the Andrews Labor government having supported
the double-header at Etihad Stadium with the Matildas
versus the New Zealand Football Ferns and the
Socceroos versus Greece, both of which were thrilling
games, can the minister inform the house of how this
major event has sought to engage the western region’s
multicultural community, including the Greek and New
Zealand community? Also, how do events such as the
double-header with the Socceroos versus Greece and
the Matildas versus New Zealand help to support and
create jobs in the visitor economy whilst encouraging
grassroots sport participation amongst local young boys
and girls in my western region?
Is it true that these positive outcomes are only possible
when a government has a Minister for Sport who shows
leadership, as opposed to an opposition that is
displaying contempt for our sports sector and which has
failed to appoint a shadow sports minister since the
resignation of Damian Drum? As the alternative
government for the sporting capital of the world, those
opposite do not even have a shadow sports minister.
The PRESIDENT — Order! That is a bit rich!

Sunbury police numbers
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — The house
may recall that in the last sitting week I raised a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Police. I raise this
matter for the Minister for Police as well. The matter I
raised in the last sitting week was to ask the minister to
facilitate the transfer of Diggers Rest into the Sunbury
police region.
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Mr Morris interjected.
Mr FINN — Indeed, Mr Morris, it does make sense.
But what I had not taken into account was something
that the police association brought to my attention very,
very quickly. Mr Iddles was on the front page — or it
might have been page 3 — of the local paper last week
to inform me that in fact that would be an outrageous
thing to do because already the police in Sunbury are
stretched beyond breaking point, as indeed are the
police in Melton. I know for a fact that the police in
Werribee have been stretched for a very, very long
time.
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reflected on the fact that there was not currently a
shadow sports spokesperson. In taking the point of
order — as I said, it is not really a point of order — I
note that that reflection was something that really just
adds to the difficult issues I think people are having,
one with another, at the moment. Clearly a member
resigned who had held that position. There was a
designated position within the opposition ranks. The
member resigned and has not yet been replaced. As I
understand, one of the other shadow ministers has taken
on responsibility on a temporary basis for that
position — —
Ms Wooldridge interjected.

This seems to me to be a pretty appalling situation,
particularly given that Sunbury is an area that is about
to experience a population explosion. There are a
number of developments that are about to go ahead, and
we are about to see, over the next few years, an
extraordinary growth in the population of Sunbury.
Obviously that growth will bring problems — perhaps
problems with the law. I am not suggesting that the
minister should interfere in operational matters of the
police — I would never suggest that for a moment —
but clearly we have a problem in the Sunbury area with
a lack of police. I certainly take on board the views of
the police association on that one.
So I ask the minister to provide for the chief
commissioner sufficient police numbers to protect the
Sunbury area and the people in it so that perhaps in
future we might be able to get to a situation where
Diggers Rest can come into the Sunbury region. In the
meantime we just need sufficient numbers to protect the
people of Sunbury and surrounds, and I ask the minister
to do that as a matter of urgency.
Ms Lovell — On a point of order, President — and I
seek your guidance on this — I was not in the chamber
but I was listening in my office, and I think Mr Eideh
raised a matter for the Minister for Sport suggesting that
the coalition does not have a shadow Minister for Sport.
I am not sure that that actually fits with the adjournment
guidelines — that would be within the jurisdiction of
the minister anyway — but the coalition certainly does
have a shadow Minister for Sport, and that is Peter
Walsh, who has taken on Damian Drum’s portfolios.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is not really a point
of order as such. However, in this week and particularly
today, when I think there is a little too much
testosterone being thrown around, it is a difficult day. I
think a lot of people need to take a pretty deep breath
tonight and back off. In respect of Mr Eideh’s
contribution, I perhaps inappropriately made a side
comment that I thought it was a bit rich that Mr Eideh

The PRESIDENT — Order! Is it a permanent
position?
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! All right, so there is a
shadow Minister for Sport, who I understand now is
Mr Walsh. Is that correct?
Mr Herbert — It wasn’t the action.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I know, but the point
of order has been raised. The comment was inaccurate,
and it was not really helpful to a more harmonious
relationship between members going forward for the
rest of this week, which I hope will prevail tomorrow.

Whittlesea Community Connections
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
the Prevention of Family Violence. It is in relation to
the Whittlesea Community Legal Service, a Whittlesea
Community Connections service, which I had the
pleasure of visiting with my colleague Mr Ondarchie
last week when I was out visiting parts of his electorate.
We met with a number of organisations and people who
are dealing with these matters, not only in my
responsibility area of early childhood education but also
in the very important area of family violence. We had a
very good meeting with the Whittlesea Community
Legal Service, which is doing a terrific job in relation to
the numbers of people, particularly women, it is seeing
come through its service each day. The staff cited
figures to us that in the most recent quarter, that being
from 1 January to 31 March this year, they have seen
128 new clients across all the services that they provide.
That equates to around two new reports coming
through their doors each day. With that, they are really
struggling to keep up with demand.
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There is greater awareness, of course, with the Royal
Commission into Family Violence. It has brought
greater awareness among many communities right
across Victoria, which is a very good thing, and we
have seen the reporting of incidents go up across the
state. I think it is incumbent on government to cater for
these demands. Whittlesea Community Legal Service
has in its family violence unit two part-time family
violence lawyers who have been funded out of the
Department of Justice and Regulation. The funding for
those two positions runs out at the end of this year. That
is a concern that the staff hope will be addressed when
that funding issue comes up. In the meantime they are
really seeking an immediate injection of funding to be
able to deal with this situation that they are seeing on a
daily basis — that is, two reports each day. Whittlesea
Community Legal Service is providing very good
services across a range of areas, particularly in the area
of family violence.
Whilst there are various reviews and committee
inquiries being undertaken to look at the
implementation of the recommendations of the royal
commission, the action I seek is that the minister look
at the needs of Whittlesea Community Connections and
provide urgent funding to assist with its demands in
relation to family violence reports — two a day.

Ambulance services
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Health in
the other place, and it concerns ambulance response
times. Recently the government released ambulance
response times for the first quarter of 2016, and this was
done largely without any fanfare. The figures show that
average response times during the first quarter of 2016
for code 1 emergencies are in many places worse than
they were for the same period in 2015. Code 1 is of
course the most urgent category for an ambulance
response, and it is used for seriously ill and injured
patients.
In the first quarter of 2016 only 12 of 79 local
government areas across Victoria achieved the
government’s benchmark of 85 per cent of all code 1
responses arriving within 15 minutes. Of those 12, 5
had longer average response times — that is, Banyule,
Darebin, Maribyrnong, Warrnambool and Yarra. Two
local government areas no longer reach the 85 per cent
benchmark when previously they did — that is, Greater
Dandenong and Maroondah.
In opposition the ALP told us that every second counts,
and it claimed there was a war on ambos because of a
long-running dispute over a new enterprise bargaining
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agreement (EBA) for ambulance employees. There is
no doubt that ALP members milked the ambulance
EBA dispute for all it was worth. This makes their
comments about the current dispute about the
firefighters all the more hypocritical. The day after the
election Premier Daniel Andrews told us that the war
on ambos was over. If there were any truth to this at all,
surely it would follow that we would be seeing
significant improvements in ambulance services right
across the state, but we simply are not. In fact in many
places ambulance response times are going backwards.
I am going to give some average figures now for code 1
response times in a variety of municipalities. In the City
of Maribyrnong average code 1 response times have
increased from 9 minutes and 58 seconds to 10 minutes
and 58 seconds, an increase of exactly 1 minute. In the
Shire of Corangamite, which covers Timboon,
Camperdown and Cobden, it has gone from 20 minutes
and 8 seconds to 21 minutes and 56 seconds, an
increase of nearly 2 minutes. In the Shire of
Gannawarra, which covers Quambatook, Cohuna and
Kerang, it has gone from 18 minutes and 7 seconds to
20 minutes and 39 seconds, an increase of more than
2 minutes. In Darebin it has gone from 10 minutes and
57 seconds to 11 minutes and 25 seconds. In Moonee
Valley it has gone from 11 minutes and 39 seconds to
12 minutes and 12 seconds. In Towong it has gone
from 25 minutes and 12 seconds to 26 minutes and
37 seconds. In Mildura the average code 1 response
time has increased year on year from 11 minutes and
14 seconds to 11 minutes and 37 seconds.
Daniel Andrews promised that he would improve
ambulance response times across Victoria, but in many
parts of Victoria, both city and country, they have
simply got worse. The reason why is that there never
was a war on ambos. There were issues with, in
particular, population growth, very remote locations
and people calling ambulances when they did not need
them. The action I seek is for the minister to commit to
developing a plan for improving ambulance
performance, having regard to population growth rather
than confected claims of a war on ambos.

Local government reform
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The adjournment matter I wish to raise is for the
attention of the Minister for Local Government. I refer
to the review of the Local Government Act 1989,
which is currently underway and will not be completed
for some time, as well as recent changes — which I
supported, may I add — that allow for a councillor to
be suspended where there is a proven case of a breach
of conduct, rather than dismissing a whole council. This
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has generated a number of calls to me from councillors
who may perhaps be seen by some council staff as
being a bit difficult because they may be persistent,
they may be dogged or they may be asking too many
difficult questions or upsetting the existence of local
government staff.
It brings to my mind the joke that schools would be
great if there were no students or that hospitals would
be great if there were no patients. Unfortunately I think
that a common view amongst some council officers
may be that local government would be great without
councillors. There may be some others who share that
view. I actually think that good councillors are worth
their weight in gold, and we want to see more good
councillors and fewer bad ones elected to local
government.
Currently the Local Government Act has many
provisions that relate to the conduct of councillors.
There have been onerous codes of conduct that have
been developed for councillors. However, there are
limited provisions that apply to council staff. There is a
provision in relation to having to declare a conflict of
interest, and there is a requirement under section 95AA
that a chief executive officer develop a code of conduct
for council staff and indeed that staff have access to the
code, but the act does not actually require that the code
be made available to councillors as well. Indeed there is
insufficient detail across the sector that governs the way
that council staff conduct themselves, and of course
given the growth in the sector they are growing in
number, so urgent work needs to be done.
I would like to recommend the matters that Mr David
Davis raised earlier in his reference to a better practice
guide, and in particular the public sector values focus,
and that this be given consideration in relation to the
further work that needs to be done in developing more
comprehensive codes of conduct that apply to staff in
the local government sector. This is long overdue,
especially in the context that an individual councillor
could be suspended as a result of council staff perhaps
working together to make that possible. I call on the
minister to incorporate that in the review of the Local
Government Act.

Responses
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — In regard to the following matters, I will refer
them on to the relevant ministers.
Ms Lovell had a matter for the Minister for Public
Transport regarding train services to Shepparton.
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Mr Bourman had a matter for the Minister for
Agriculture with regard to listening to the concerns of
local residents in Glenaladale.
Ms Symes had an issue for the Minister for Health
regarding funding assistance with an application for
funding for Northeast Health Wangaratta.
Ms Hartland had an issue for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing in relation to introducing a
training scheme for assistance dogs.
Ms Bath had an issue for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety regarding Poowong Consolidated School
speed sign funding.
Ms Tierney had a matter for the Minister for Families
and Children and Minister for Youth Affairs regarding
south-west youth, delivering services and a meeting
with the minister to talk about their experiences in that
delivery.
Dr Carling-Jenkins had a matter for the Minister for
Health, seeking an investigation into organ harvesting.
Mr Morris had an issue for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety regarding fulfilling coalition policy with
regard to VicRoads. That will be an interesting
response.
Mr Melhem had a matter for the Minister for Water
regarding meeting with a range of stakeholders about
the Greening the Pipeline project.
Ms Patten had a matter for the Minister for Families
and Children, seeking the provision of guidance and
education for parents of troubled children to break the
cycle.
Mr Davis had an issue for the Premier, seeking a review
of the Level Crossing Removal Authority.
Mr Leane had an issue for the Minister for Public
Transport regarding the Box Hill interchange inspection
and visit.
Mr Ramsay had an issue for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change, seeking further
response on actions for workers who were involved in
the 1965 to 1995 chemical spraying report.
Mr Eideh had a matter for the Minister for Sport,
seeking information about how major world-class
soccer events in Victoria support clubs and people in
the west.
Mr Finn had an issue for the Minister for Police,
following some publicity about his earlier call for
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Diggers Rest police to go into Sunbury, calling for
more police resources for the Sunbury area through the
police commissioner.
Ms Crozier had an issue for the Minister for the
Prevention of Family Violence, seeking greater
resources to meet the needs of Whittlesea Community
Connections.
Ms Fitzherbert had an issue for the Minister for Health,
seeking the development of a plan for code 1
ambulance response times for her area’s population
growth.
Mrs Peulich had an issue for the Minister for Local
Government, seeking a more comprehensive code of
conduct for council staff.
I shall refer all those matters to the relevant ministers.
I have a written response to an adjournment debate
matter raised by Mr Davis on 9 February 2016.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 6.39 p.m.
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Thursday, 9 June 2016
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.35 a.m. and read the prayer.
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matters that Mr Morris was prosecuting. To some
extent I can accept that, having read Hansard. But the
escalation of it, given some of the undercurrents of
yesterday’s proceedings, were such that it was pretty
tawdry. I do not want to see it happen again.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
PETITIONS
Member conduct
Following petitions presented to house:
The PRESIDENT — Order! Members, it is
sometimes my practice to review some matters in
Hansard when I am here early enough in the morning
to consider the previous day’s proceedings. I must
indicate that I came across in yesterday’s Hansard a
rather troubling interchange just before the
adjournment. It involved Mr Dalidakis, a speech of
Mr Morris and an Acting President in the chair, who
was Mr Finn.
I am certainly hoping that we have put yesterday behind
us. There were a couple of things that happened
yesterday which were most regrettable. Certainly the
interchange occurred at that hour of the day after a long
and testing day — a day, I think, when people were
perhaps frustrated and maybe angry — but the
interchange that occurred was simply, again, not
appropriate.
It is a little difficult from my reading of Hansard to be
100 per cent sure whether some remarks attributed in
Hansard to Mr Dalidakis were actually directed at the
Chair and were a reflection on the Chair or whether
they were made towards Mr Morris, who was speaking
at the time. A bald reading of Hansard would suggest
that there was a reflection on the Chair, and indeed the
Acting President did seek a withdrawal and did seek to
establish that the Chair ought not be brought into any
disrepute or be disrespected in remarks by a member of
Parliament.
Clearly that is a very serious issue. Be certain that I will
protect each of my acting chairs, as will the Deputy
President, and I hasten to add I have not spoken to her
about this. But it is inappropriate to reflect on the Chair,
which we all know, and there should be no point in the
proceedings where there can be any misunderstanding
as to whether a member is reflecting on the Chair or is
in fact directing their remarks to someone else in the
house.
Again, it is an interjections problem. I reiterate that
interjections are actually unparliamentary. They should
not happen. By convention, we allow them. We allow
them in particular where they are apposite to a debate,
and Mr Dalidakis might well suggest that the remarks
he was making were, in that context, about the debate

Elevated rail proposal
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
We, the undersigned citizens of Victoria, call on the
Legislative Council of Victoria to note:
the Victorian government has announced plans to
construct concrete pylon sky rails on long sections of the
Dandenong–Pakenham lines as a cheaper alternative to
traditional methods of delivering its level crossing
removal election commitments;
that affected local communities were not properly
consulted in the development of these plans, with reports
that those residents most affected by the imposition of
sky rail were purposefully excluded from what limited
consultation actually occurred; and
that affected residents are completely opposed to the
construction of sky rails along the
Dandenong–Pakenham lines, with their inherent greatly
increased visual impact and noise pollution and greatly
reduced residential amenity and privacy.
We therefore demand the Andrews Labor government
abandon its cheap and nasty sky rail plans and instead
proceed with a rail-under-road solution to level crossing
removals as has been so successfully implemented at Burke
Road, Glen Iris.

By Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan)
(207 signatures).
Laid on table.

North Road, Ormond, level crossing
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
We the undersigned citizens of Victoria, call on the Andrews
government to adequately compensate for losses experienced
by small businesses due to changes to the schedule of planned
works for the removal of the level crossing at North Road,
Ormond, without proper consultation of those affected.

By Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan)
(85 signatures).
Laid on table.
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STANDING COMMITTEE ON LEGAL AND
SOCIAL ISSUES
End-of-life choices
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) presented
report, including appendices, extracts from
proceedings and minority reports, together with
summary booklet and transcripts of evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be published.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Standing orders
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — By leave,
I move:
That standing order 5.03 be suspended to the extent necessary
so as to allow the Council to take note of the report:
(a) the mover of the motion to speak for 10 minutes;
(b) other members of the legal and social issues committee
to speak for 5 minutes each; and
(c) other members to speak for 2 minutes each.

Motion agreed to.

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

I want to start by thanking my colleagues on the
committee for the way we have worked to respond to
this most difficult topic and challenging terms of
reference: the deputy chair, Ms Springle;
Ms Fitzherbert; Mr Melhem; Mr Mulino; Ms Patten;
Mrs Peulich; and Ms Symes. I also wish to
acknowledge the amazing team who worked so hard to
help make this report happen. I would particularly like
to pay tribute to Lilian Topic, the secretary of the legal
and social issues committee, for her dedication and
leadership. I would also like to thank the secretariat:
Joel Hallinan, Matt Newington, Caitlin Grover, Esma
Poskovic and the rest of the staff in the committees
office.
This inquiry, together with the ports inquiry, highlights
the under-resourcing of the Council committees,
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something which the government must address if this
chamber is to discharge its responsibility as a house of
review.
I would like to thank all those who made a submission
to the committee and from whom we received
evidence. The committee conducted hearings in
Melbourne, Mornington, Traralgon, Geelong,
Warrnambool, Shepparton and Bendigo. We were
fortunate to benefit from the knowledge of a range of
eminent experts in end-of-life care. We were deeply
moved by people such as Suzanne Jensen, Ron Henney
and Lachlan Smith, who, despite suffering serious
illness, had the courage to come before the committee
to tell their personal stories.
The issues canvassed in this report are contentious and
confronting. In addition to analysing all the submissions
and oral evidence, I also sought feedback on the issue
of assisted dying from Liberal Party members in my
electorate. The feedback was overwhelmingly a request
for change. More broadly, this issue has been raised
with me consistently during the course of the inquiry,
and again the overwhelming feedback has been to
allow choice to reduce suffering.
With medical advances of recent decades, we have lost
an understanding of what death entails. To past
generations death was familiar. Now it is often out of
sight and shrouded in mystery. We are living longer,
and we have an expectation, sometimes falsely, that
appropriate medical intervention can cure virtually all
serious conditions.
For many of us death now is rarely seen, is little
understood and, rather than occurring in the family
home as once was the norm, is removed to a hospital,
nursing home or other medical facility. Although most
Victorians express a wish to die at home, only 14 per
cent do. When death is confronted, it is often too late to
enable the patient’s end-of-life choices to be clearly
communicated and implemented. This needs to change.
Communication is a two-way street, and it is clear that
as medicine has become more specialised, often with
no single practitioner having responsibility for overall
patient care, difficult discussions about a person’s likely
trajectory towards death may be avoided. This also
needs to be addressed. The sooner conversations take
place, the better.
The committee was fortunate to meet with the
remarkable end-of-life team at the Austin Hospital who
have pioneered the Respecting Patient Choices
program, which is all designed to enable a patient’s
choices to be met. A person’s wishes must also carry
legal weight. That is why the Andrews Labor
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government must deliver on its election promise to
make advance care plans legally binding for future, and
not just current, medical conditions. The medical
substitute decision-making framework should be
centralised and streamlined. An advance care plan
should also record the person’s values to inform the
nature and extent of treatment when the person is no
longer competent. To increase the use of advance care
plans, certain conversation trigger points should be
nominated, such as entry to a residential care home, as
part of over-75 health assessments or when it is clear to
the medical professional that an individual is likely to
die within 12 months.
Palliative care has improved enormously in the last
20 years. In the vast majority of cases, but not all, pain
and suffering can be treated to the satisfaction of the
patient. However, while palliative care has improved,
its provision can be inconsistent, particularly in rural
and regional areas. The ageing of the population will
only increase the pressure for additional services.
Further resourcing will be necessary into the future.
I want to take this opportunity to acknowledge the
amazing carers and community palliative care
volunteers providing love, respite and understanding.
We met with volunteer groups from across Victoria,
including Geelong, Colac, Warrnambool, Portland,
Hamilton, Shepparton and Gippsland. We are lucky to
have them all, and we owe them a vote of thanks for
their care and compassion.
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of its use is unknown and no guidelines exist to regulate
it. This should change to provide direction for doctors
and to improve patient care.
Victorian laws regarding providing assistance to die are
inconsistent and need to change. On one hand, doctors,
on a patient’s request, can withdraw life-sustaining
treatment, with death the certain outcome, while they
can also deliver lethal doses of morphine and other
drugs, as long as the intent is to relieve pain. On the
other hand, a loving husband who assists his frail,
suffering wife who is near death to die could be guilty
of murder, while a person near death suffering pain that
cannot be controlled cannot receive help to end their
own suffering. Currently the legal system in Victoria
manages its way around these inconsistencies by
avoiding prosecutions and applying lenient penalties.
However, operating in the shadows of the law risks
undermining the law itself, and the status quo does not
serve Victoria well.
With a lack of end-of-life choices, many older members
of the community are taking their own lives, often in
horrific, lonely and tragic circumstances. While some
argue that the needs of such people can be addressed
with appropriate palliative care and mental health
services, the coroner said:
People who have invariably lived a long, loving life
surrounded by family die in circumstances of fear and
isolation.

And that:
On the downside the inquiry also uncovered the
ridiculous Yes Minister situation where 24 desperately
needed new palliative care beds at Barwon Health,
completed a year ago, sat empty until this week due to a
lack of funding from the state government. Making
matters worse, this ward will now be available for a
range of patients, reducing access for often vulnerable
palliative care patients across the region. It is an
absolute disgrace. I acknowledge the work of my
colleague Ms Fitzherbert in holding the government to
account on this issue.
Nurses, doctors and other health practitioners told us of
the legal uncertainties they face when providing
adequate pain relief to their dying patients. It is
important they have clear legal protection to enable
them to provide the care that patients need. That is why
we should legislate to clarify the doctrine of double
effect to improve certainty for health practitioners.
Continuous palliative sedation, where a patient is
sedated and put into an unconscious state, is widely
accepted as an appropriate way to relieve suffering for
someone at the end of life. However, unlike some
jurisdictions, its use is not centrally recorded, the extent

The only assistance that could be offered is to meet their
wishes, not to prolong their life.

The coroner told the committee that, according to the
Coroners Court’s analysis between 2009 and 2013,
240 Victorians who were experiencing irreversible
physical deterioration caused by disease and injury
committed suicide, with poisoning, hanging and the use
of a firearm the most common methods.
Victoria Police Acting Commander Rod Wilson told
the committee:
… talking about the cohort that was at the irreversible stage,
where there is no real chance of recovery … the desperation
that is coming through from the family members is that there
is no … alternative … and they are frustrated that the
deceased … has had to end their life in such a way.

Finally, Dr Julia Anaf summarised this issue in her
submission when she said:
Pre-emptive suicide, often by horrendous means, and
so-called ‘mercy killings’ are both tragic consequences of the
legal status quo, and are an indictment of a civilised society.
Until the law is changed there is a terrible legacy, both for the
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patient and their loved ones who face a complicated grief
process.

We need better palliative care and better mental health
services, but we also need greater choice. This is not an
either/or question.
As the shortcomings of the current system became
apparent, the committee was also concerned about the
risk posed by change, both to individuals and through
the impact on institutions over time. We were warned
against change on the basis of what purportedly has
occurred in jurisdictions that have legalised assisted
dying. To test these claims five members of the
committee travelled to the Netherlands, Switzerland,
Canada and the US state of Oregon between late March
and early April this year. We met with academics,
regulators, healthcare professionals, supporters and
opponents of the different legalised assisted dying
frameworks.
While these jurisdictions differ significantly, they all
have robust regulatory frameworks that focus on
transparency, patient-centred care and choice. We
found no evidence of institutional corrosion, and the
regulatory framework has been consistent and
unchanged in Oregon, the Netherlands and Switzerland
for many years. Given the conflicting evidence
regarding practices and occurrences in these
jurisdictions, the trip was extremely important —
indeed central — to developing an understanding of the
facts about how these systems work and to dispelling
the myths and hearsay about how they operate.
The committee therefore recommends that Victoria
adopt an assisted dying framework which adopts the
best elements of these jurisdictions and moulds them to
the Victorian context. The proposed model contains
several significant checks and balances that seek to
protect individuals from exploitation while facilitating
choice in certain limited circumstances.
The committee recommends that assisted dying be
permitted where an individual is facing a certain and
painful death. The person must be a competent adult of
sound mind; be at the end of life, with only weeks or
months to live; be suffering from a serious and
incurable medical condition which is causing enduring
and unbearable suffering; and be assessed by two
doctors independent of each other, after receiving three
separate requests, one of which must be in writing; and
the request, which must come from the patient, must
also be enduring. If decision-making capacity is in
question, the person must be referred to a psychiatrist
for assessment, and no-one can access assisted dying as
a result of mental illness only. In all but exceptional
circumstances the patient will be required to take the
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prescribed drug themselves, providing an additional
protection against coercion.
The committee anticipates that while, as in other
jurisdictions, a comparatively small number of
Victorians will die using the assisted dying
framework — they are approximately 0.4 per cent of all
deaths in Oregon and Switzerland — many others will
take comfort from the framework’s existence, knowing
that other options exist. This is contentious, and that is
why there should be no legal, moral or ethical
compulsion on any individual or institution to
participate in any part of this process, including through
referral. These proposed laws should form part of a
much broader agenda that gives greater prominence to
end-of-life care so that our health system has a
patient-centred approach, with choice for those who
need it and comfort for all.
Let me conclude with one final quote from a
submission:
When an individual, their family, their close friends, their
medical teams and even legal representatives all agree that
they are at the end of their life and facing a certain and painful
death, who has the right to deny them the choice of how and
when they will pass?

I commend the report to the house.
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) — It
is with great and genuine pride that I rise today to speak
on the final report of the inquiry into end-of-life
choices. I would have to say that in my short time as a
member of Parliament this has been one of the most
important pieces of work I have contributed to.
Mr O’Donohue has outlined the substantive issues
within the report. I would like to speak a little more
about some of the people who made this inquiry happen
and those whose contributions were pivotal in getting
us to where we are today. Firstly, I want to offer my
profound thanks to the committee secretary, Lilian
Topic, and the entire secretariat team, without whom
this inquiry would simply not have been possible. The
tireless rigour and thoughtful analysis offered over the
course of this inquiry has left me extremely grateful to
have such a committed, intelligent group of people
working on this issue. I salute each and every one of
them, and I hope that they feel the same sense of pride
that I do in this piece of work.
Ultimately this inquiry would not have been possible
without buy-in from each and every individual and
organisation that offered their insights into the realities
of what is happening in communities all over Victoria. I
refer to the many stakeholders that made submissions
and/or gave testimony at the public hearings we held
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around Victoria; the experts and legislators overseas
who gave of their time; all who told us of their
challenges and successes; those who gave us statistics
and factual evidence; the personal and professional
stories that we heard; and the ideological, ethical and
philosophical discourse both for and against legislative
change. By opening a window into their world, they
allowed the committee the opportunity for far more
meaningful engagement with this issue. Frankly, had
that not happened, I do believe the committee would
have run the risk of reaching the wrong conclusion. So I
thank them. I want them to know that they have made a
real contribution to important social policy reform in
this state.
My views on the substance of this issue will come as no
surprise to members. The implementation of a
framework for assisted dying has been something the
Greens have advocated for for close to 20 years, right
back to when Bob Brown was but a single Greens
representative in the federal Senate. Through my own
experience of caring for more than one dying family
member, I have long recognised the need for greater
autonomy over one’s mortality. The sense of
powerlessness that many people feel at a time of
immense pain and suffering seems unconscionable in
an age in which we pride ourselves on our
sophistication and civility.
While my position has not been swayed, what this
process has clarified in my mind is how a framework is
possible in a practical sense; how something so
complex and potentially problematic can be devised in
a way that is fair, workable and evidence based; and
how it is possible to have a robust system that offers
relief for suffering but has built-in protections for
society’s most vulnerable. It works. We have seen it
work firsthand in other jurisdictions. We have seen how
in actual fact having a legal framework for assisted
dying has improved other areas of care; how having a
legal option to end suffering for people who have
exhausted all other measures has soothed anxiety and
despair; and how those people often do not take up the
option.
It is true that the recommendations of this report will
not satisfy everyone. There are people who will fall
outside the recommended framework and will feel
excluded. Conversely, those who do not support the
recommendations may feel equally disgruntled.
However, what is clear is that the current system poses
far more risk to both doctors and patients than anything
proposed in this report. It is time for change. I
commend the report to the house.
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Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — I must say that
5 minutes does not give one time to express everything
one wants to in relation to this topic. I hope that my
brief contribution does not in any way diminish the
work of the amazing staff who contributed to this
report. I concur wholeheartedly with the admiration
expressed by both Mr O’Donohue and Ms Springle in
this regard.
The enormous response to both the committee’s public
hearings and the call for written submissions has shown
that now more than ever Victorians are ready to have
these difficult conversations. Further, the debate spread
well beyond that of the Parliament. Many discussions
were brought to public attention, we have heard story
after story of tragedy and seen proof that our current
system is flawed, and a very loud call for change has
filtered into our media platforms. There are many
voices cutting through, perhaps none more so than of
those who have shared personal stories or who have
had family members who are determined that others do
not have the same bad experiences their loved ones had
at the end of their lives. Many of these people shared
their insights with the committee, and we are incredibly
grateful for that.
The combination has generated a swell of attention on
these matters, and I believe this has paved the way for a
more open discussion on end-of-life matters. That in
itself is a legacy the committee can be proud of. In
addition, if accepted and enacted, many of our
recommendations go to this very point and identify
opportunities for increased dialogue and trigger points
in health care for these conversations.
I must say that it has been particularly enjoyable to
work in a spirit of non-partisanship. It is pleasing that
most of the report’s 49 recommendations have received
majority support from the eight members of the
committee. The committee, as we have heard, has also
recommended that the Victorian government should, in
certain limited circumstances, legalise assisted dying, as
outlined by the chair. We know that the majority of
Australians support some form of assisted dying. The
latest research indicates it is around 80 per cent. This of
course means that there is 20 per cent for whom a
change in this direction is not supported. The
committee’s report in this regard is a true reflection by
politicians of the public who elected us here. Two
members do not support recommendations contained in
chapter 8, which set out a framework for legalising
assisted dying, whereas the majority — six members —
do.
I am appreciative of the debates and the respect for
varying views that we have upheld, and I truly think
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that this has meant that the report is more considered
and robust as a result. What the report does is take
public support for change to the next level. Not only
does it propose that we should change the laws and
practices but it provides a road map to government on
how to do this. I acknowledge that some of the
recommendations are very controversial. However, the
evidence is overwhelming that in Victoria the current
system and medical options are not adequate to deal
with the pain and suffering that some people experience
at the end of life. The model we propose gets the
balance right. It is necessarily restrictive and contains
safeguards to ensure no abuse. As Ms Springle has
outlined, not everyone will be happy with this. Not
everyone who wants to access assisted dying will be
able to obtain access, and others will think that there
should be no access at all.
It was a really big call for me to leave my young family
for 13 days to travel overseas, but I came to the
conclusion that my views on this topic would be
weakened without speaking to others, experiencing
firsthand the existing systems and learning about how
they had evolved. Not only did we learn how these
systems operate, but it was a fascinating exercise in
myth-busting, and I can certainly confirm there are no
death squads travelling around in vans providing
euthanasia on demand in the Netherlands, for example.
What we did learn is that models in other countries are
very restricted, limited to exceptional circumstances
and heavily scrutinised and that it is accepted by the
public, the medical profession and all the politicians
that their systems are working.
A number of arguments have been raised concerning
the potential abuses and the repercussions of an
openness to medically assisted dying. It is often cited
that countries where these laws exist cannot avoid a
slippery slope and safeguards of the system have been
eroded, causing people beyond the initial scope of the
framework to die. Opponents argue the slippery slope is
unavoidable. These fears, while I accept they are
legitimately held, have proven to be no more than that.
They cannot be substantiated as real consequences
based on what we found in the European, Canadian and
North American jurisdictions, where a form of
euthanasia is practised. Critically we spoke to
opponents of assisted dying in these countries, and
abuse of the vulnerable does not factor as a reason for
their opposition.
The other argument that was put before the committee a
number of times is that palliative care and withdrawal
of treatment is an adequate response to pain and
suffering. Unfortunately palliative care is not foolproof.
The view that palliative care can cure all pain at the end
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of life is not held by those who specialise in palliative
care. Dr Geoff Wall, who worked for over 30 years in
intensive care, general practice and emergency
medicine, noted:
I don’t use the word ‘tortured’ lightly but I believe it is an
accurate description of the dying process in some situations.
Examples I have witnessed include: irremediable pain when
cancer fractures multiple bones, progressive paralysis of
motor neurone disease causing slow suffocation, immobility
and incontinence from cancer eroding the spinal cord and just
the overwhelming existential suffering and exhaustion of
many end-stage diseases.

The experience from other jurisdictions is that
legalisation of assisted dying has actually boosted the
development of palliative care and it has become more
accessible to more patients. I have the utmost
admiration for our palliative care health professionals.
Their work is undeniably remarkable, and they are able
to help the majority of people in life-limiting
conditions. That is why there is a heavy emphasis in our
report on increasing support and increased access to
palliative care and expanding in-home palliative care,
but I am convinced that we need an addition to
palliative care for some cases.
This is not an either/or proposition. It is the
committee’s firm recommendation that assisted dying
laws should form part of a much broader reform that
gives greater prominence to end-of-life care. The
change is needed to offer people a better death,
including those whose last weeks may be made better
just knowing that there is an option available should
their suffering become unbearable. The approach we
are recommending also removes legal uncertainties that
create difficult situations for the sick, their families and
medical practitioners. We can and we should do better,
and I hope that this report is the first step in achieving
this.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — This
report is the culmination of hundreds of conversations
and over 1000 submissions, and I am very honoured to
have been part of this inquiry. I can honestly say it has
been one of the best experiences of my working life. I
would like to thank my fellow committee members and
of course Lilian Topic and her team. I am sure that at
the beginning of this none of us would have thought we
would agree on so much.
Life and death are not opposites; birth and death are.
Life is that ever-present force that goes on regardless of
birth and death, but talking about death is hard for
many people. Planning for the end of life is not
something that comes easily, even for doctors.
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Talking about end-of-life options is difficult. As one
doctor told us, it is sometimes easier to continue
treating someone than to have a conversation with
them. Our population is ageing, but over the past
50 years we have been separated from death even
though it is the one true absolute in all of our lives.
What struck me throughout this inquiry was that the
common thread in getting better outcomes in all
situations was having a conversation, whether this
meant having earlier access to palliative care, doctors
being able to better treat someone, knowing the values
and wishes of a patient and their family or just knowing
when they could say goodbye.
We need to educate about palliative care. Australia is a
leader in this relatively new field of medicine but there
are ways we can improve it, and the first
30 recommendations in the report provide practical
measures to do this. These recommendations were
developed after speaking to the passionate volunteers,
nurses, doctors and community and professional
organisations from all over Victoria and internationally.
Again the core message is about talking, and for some
reason we find that difficult. While we might make our
wishes clear about what will happen to our worldly
goods when we die, we do not plan for ourselves. It is
very clear that we need to improve our approach to
advance care planning. The report makes a number of
recommendations on this and advocates using
technology to ensure that a person’s wishes are known
to their family, their doctors and their carers.
I give my heartfelt thanks to the people who contributed
to this report, many of whom are here today. Their
willingness to share their experiences publicly was
brave and generous. In particular I want to thank
someone who is not here, the late Peter Short, who
encouraged the initiation of this enquiry. This is a broad
report, but there is no doubt that the community’s
interest is in physician-assisted dying. The vast majority
of submissions raised this. So many of our witnesses
spoke about it. I remember a parent talking about the
death of their daughter who was moving into her adult
life with gusto and promise. The tragic end to her life
from brain cancer could have been so much better.
Coroners and police told us of the terrible lengths that
people with terminal illnesses have gone to to end their
lives, and sons and daughters spoke of the
unnecessarily painful deaths of their parents. As
legislators we must do something about this.
Visiting jurisdictions that have legalised assisted dying
enabled us to see firsthand the reality, the transparency,
the regulations and the compassion. The community is
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in agreement that the time has come for improved
investment in palliative care and clearer advance care
planning and, importantly, that we do the right and
compassionate thing and introduce proper legislation on
physician-assisted dying for those that are at the end of
their lives. As a community we want to prolong life, not
death. I commend this report.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — It
will be no surprise to people in this chamber that I am
one of the authors of a minority report that accompanies
the report that has been tabled by the committee. I
initially opposed the establishment of this inquiry on
the basis that Victorians have access to an outstanding
and well-respected program of palliative care, which is
available to terminally ill patients, and that the real
intent of the motion and the referral was to work
towards the establishment of a physician-assisted dying
regime, and indeed this is what the report has delivered.
I do make some very brief comments in relation to the
operations of this inquiry and comment that I feel that
the inquiry was loaded. That is certainly a reflection on
the well-organised campaign by those who advocate for
dying with dignity, which I believe is a misnomer.
I would, however, like to address the three key
arguments advanced by those who believe in
euthanasia, physician-assisted dying or dying with
dignity. They are basically based on three premises:
one, the general commitment to a principle of personal
autonomy and rights, and I will address that in a
moment; two, that no-one should have to die in pain;
and lastly, that a regime of physician-assisted dying can
have safeguards. I believe that none of those is the case.
First of all I will address the proposal for a
physician-assisted dying regime. Not only is a proposal
for a physician-assisted dying regime or a form of
euthanasia a slippery slope but people will die as a
result of accident, error or misdiagnosis. Recently on a
60 Minutes report there was coverage of a young man
who had been pronounced 90 per cent brain dead in a
hospital and was on life support and the life support
was about to be turned off. His father flipped and held
the hospital under siege. During that siege the young
man showed movement and signs of life, and the next
thing was a cut to coverage of this young man living a
fairly full and active life and planning to return to
training children at Little League. That to me is
absolute proof that there will always be
misdiagnoses — there will always be errors — and the
taking of a single life by a state-legislated regime is
unacceptable.
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Furthermore, is it possible to guarantee that a person
facing death will not experience a last-minute change of
mind when staring death in the face? I do not believe
that is the case. Worse still, when the person is unable
to communicate their wishes on life and death issues,
can we be confident that the actions of the medical
profession or family members will be genuinely
motivated by the best interests of the patient, their
wishes or their views? Can ending the life of a person
who is unable to give informed consent ever be justified
in a modern, democratic and multicultural society?
In particular I would like to make one comment in
relation to people who have chosen to make Australia
their home after fleeing from left-wing or right-wing
regimes. They have done so because they value life and
they want to see it protected, and I believe that a
physician-assisted dying regime would generate a level
of distrust, particularly within multicultural
communities who have fled from their homes overseas
to come here.
How long will it take before those who have been
campaigning for a broadening of eligibility for
physician-assisted dying call for a broader set of
criteria, including those who suffer from experiential
pain, mental health sufferers, persons who are
inarticulate or even children and babies? Consensual
physician-assisted dying or even consensual euthanasia
enshrined in advance care directives, that this report
calls to be legislated for, can never be a one-way ticket
to a destination without cases having been prone to
manipulation and subjective interpretation; nor should
any scheme ever deny the patient concerned every
opportunity to change his or her mind right up to the
very end, should such a regime ever be established.
End-of-life directives that exclude physician-assisted
death options are the only safe and assured way of
protecting and safeguarding against unintended deaths
due to human error, accident or misdiagnosis, or
patients being unable to express their views or factor in
a possible renewed desire to live at a critical point of
any life-taking regime.
A state-legislated regime of physician-assisted dying is
not just an exercise of personal autonomy — that is the
second point. The implications of such a regime for
those who legislate, those who administer it and those
who may be victims of poor implementation —
something not uncommon in society or in our
hospitals — are too severe, and the recommendations
of this report must be given closer scrutiny and rejected
as a response of a compassionate society.
Pro-euthanasia advocates claim that life is not devalued
by permitting assisted suicide and euthanasia. Given
that there can never be a guarantee that a regime will
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never result in a single accidental death is cold comfort
to those who lose a loved one accidentally or as a
consequence of such a regime being in place.
The pressuring of vulnerable and sick people is another
dimension, which is a risk for which we cannot fully
account prospectively or retrospectively. There is also a
risk of creating a society where choosing death
becomes an obligation for the patient so as to relieve
family of the responsibility and cost of looking after an
ill or disabled patient who is consuming resources
associated with the continuation of life. Will a
pro-death culture be created if we see the ill as being
such a burden to society that their death serves to
eliminate them or the elderly from overcrowded
hospitals or nursing homes? Such a culture would
undoubtedly be corrosive to the trust patients and
families have in the medical profession and our health
institutions.
The respect of personal autonomy enshrined in advance
care planning is a means of respecting the wishes of the
individual patient who no longer wishes to continue
receiving treatment for terminal illnesses. Any regime
which goes beyond that is no longer simply about
personal autonomy and raises too many issues for a
compassionate society to contemplate.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — It was a
rare privilege for me to be part of this inquiry. I join the
committee chair in thanking the members of the
committee for working together. There were no party
politics; it was a truly bipartisan approach, and I think
the report is great work from the committee. I also want
to thank the secretariat, led by Lilian Topic, for the
wonderful job it has done. I want to borrow some
passages from the report:
The will to live is a strong psychological force within all
humans, to fight for survival — particularly in the face of
hardship or illness. The committee heard many times during
this inquiry about just how passionately people wish to live
notwithstanding age and illness.
However death is not an event that can be avoided, and every
one of us would like to die well when the time comes.
…
The report deals with three broad themes: the role and
provision of palliative care, the need for advance care
planning and legalisation of assisted dying.

When the inquiry started I had one view in relation to
this subject — I was in the ‘No’ camp. I was in the
camp of, ‘No, we don’t need to look at euthanasia or
assisted dying in this state’. That was my view. But
then on the evidence and from hearing the arguments of
various people, and great people — we heard from a lot
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of individuals in the state of Victoria and a lot of
professionals and organisations, and we also visited
various jurisdictions around the world — my view was
actually changed. My view now is that I support the
majority report on the inquiry to provide Victorians
with self-determination. If a patient at the end of his or
her life — and we are talking about the end of their
life — wants to make the decision themself to end their
life on their own terms, I think they should be given
that right.
Do I support euthanasia? My view is still no. I do not
believe that, if a person has not got the competency to
make their own decision, someone else can make the
decision on their behalf. I do not support that position.
But certainly when a person is competent and his or her
suffering cannot be alleviated and that is the medical
opinion of a primary doctor and a secondary doctor and
the person clearly wants to make that decision in the
last few weeks of their life, I think they should be
allowed to have that option. We heard the arguments
and the evidence from the Coroners Court, and various
coroners turned up to the hearings and gave us
evidence. To me, when people take their lives today
because they cannot take the pain and they go and use
illegal means to do so and there is lots of suffering as a
result of it, the proposal by the committee for the
government to consider that I think is the right way to
alleviate these things.
With palliative care, I think we should be proud that the
state of Victoria has an excellent palliative care system
that is working really well. In fact Australia is ranked
no. 2 in the world. But further work can be done on
this, and I am pleased that the Andrews Labor
government has started a process to review the current
palliative care system in this state with a view to further
improving our palliative care system. To introduce any
changes to the current laws, we must have a
world-class, first-class palliative care system. Our aim
always has to be to alleviate pain and prolong life. It is
not about ending and shortening the lives of our
citizens; it is quite the opposite. We want to lengthen
their lives, but we want to take the pain away. When we
cannot achieve that and an individual wants to choose
to end their life, I think that choice should be given to
them. Obviously mentally ill patients will not be able to
access that, because it is problematic.
It is important that we understand the difference
between euthanasia and what is being proposed here. I
will finish off by again thanking all the committee
members for the work they have done. Whether people
were for or against, everyone was quite respectful. I am
sure the government will give this report due
consideration. I look forward to the government’s
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response in relation to this. I will definitely be
advocating that this is the way to go in the state of
Victoria. I again want to thank the house for its
patience. I commend the report to the house.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
We are very privileged to be members in this place, and
sometimes this is a very uncomfortable privilege. This
inquiry was one of those occasions. There was huge
public interest in this inquiry. We received more than
1000 submissions, and many people contacted the
inquiry staff and MPs and were openly anxious about
wanting to be heard.
We have heard heart-rending, passionate evidence from
people who live these issues of life and death every
day — medical staff and those receiving medical care.
We also heard from those angels in our community
who provide loving palliative care and deal with the
emotionally exhausting work of caring for those with
life-shortening illnesses every day. We heard from
community leaders. We heard from religious leaders.
We heard from the police. We heard from the coroner.
Every effort was made to get a fully informed view of
what is happening in our state, how and why, what the
problems are and what the issues are that we need to
address.
I would like to acknowledge also Lilian Topic and her
staff, who are here, for dealing with vast numbers of
contacts, many from very emotional people, and for the
huge amount of detail and work that they so ably
handled. We all appreciated it very, very much. I also
wish to acknowledge the superb job that Ed
O’Donohue did in dealing with this very difficult
inquiry with great sensitivity.
Like Mr O’Donohue, I sought feedback from every
party member in my electorate, and I got an
overwhelming message of support for change to
end-of-life choices. I was approached everywhere about
this inquiry, from churches to synagogues to
supermarkets, and there was a very strong view
throughout. I want to acknowledge in particular
Dr Edward Brentnall, a very experienced doctor who
approached me and made some particularly compelling
points and also made a submission to the inquiry.
It was inevitable, I think, that many people who were
on the committee and also giving evidence drew on
their own experiences or those of their families. Many
told of the pain of watching a loved one die in a
torturous fashion. I do not think anyone pretends that
we can promise people a death without pain or
suffering, but it became clear that there is sometimes
suffering which is quite intolerable. We had graphic
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evidence about this, which I think many of us found
distressing and confronting. I am fortunate that it is not
my own experience in my own family to watch
someone suffer in this way. Personally I found the
evidence from the coroner and the police enormously
compelling when they gave evidence of often very
vulnerable and elderly people killing themselves in
circumstances that are horrendous for the people
committing suicide and for those who have to deal with
the aftermath.
I think my colleagues here know that I have had the
experience of many of the witnesses we heard from
who spoke to us about what it was like to fight against a
life-threatening disease. When this inquiry began I was
still feeling the side effects of some very invasive
treatment that I began exactly two years ago tomorrow.
So I looked at the evidence that came before us with
some sense of insight, if not total identity, if I can put it
that way. I do think, though, that fundamentally this
issue is not about me or what I would do if I were
facing death in circumstances that I found intolerable. It
is about individuals making choices about their own
circumstances, and this is the fundamental issue that I
pondered over and over when I had those conversations
in churches and in supermarkets and when I listened to
the evidence. It is not about me, and as a Liberal my
view is fundamentally that I support the right of
individuals to make decisions about their own
circumstances. This inquiry has looked at a framework
for making that possible and legal while acknowledging
that it already happens but in a way that, at the moment,
we can afford to not look at. We on the committee were
forced to look at these circumstances, and it has
certainly influenced my thinking.
This is an enormously detailed report. It has been
acknowledged that it is controversial. It is certainly not
going to please everybody, but it does offer, I think, a
unique and extensive snapshot of what is happening in
our community. It is now over to the government to
consider what it intends to do in response to that.
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — I echo previous
committee members in acknowledging the very hard
work of the committee, in particular the good work of
the chair, Mr O’Donohue. Can I also pay tribute to the
diligence and the thorough and very long hours put in
by the secretariat, led by Lilian Topic.
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unanimously and that there is a great deal in this report
relating to the palliative care sector and to advance care
directives that was unanimously supported. I believe
there is a great deal of good work that this Parliament
can do over the next two and half years of this term. We
know that so much good work is already being done in
the palliative care sector but we can strengthen that
sector, already one of the best in the world. We know
that what we need to do in end-of-life decision-making
is, as Ms Patten said, to have regimes where people’s
decisions can be respected, those decisions can be
enunciated more clearly and for people to just have
discussions, often with their own family.
When it comes to the recommendation in relation to
assisted suicide, I believe that the legalisation of
assisted suicide or euthanasia would represent a
fundamental shift in the regulation of medical practice
in Victoria. Overseas experience over almost two
decades suggests that, while such a change might
benefit a small minority of people towards the end of
life — those suffering from extreme pain — many
more will probably be worse off as a result.
In my minority report, which is focused on this issue, I
argue that it is possible to respect individual autonomy
while not empowering health professionals to actively
participate in acts of assisted suicide. Even if it can be
argued that euthanasia or assisted suicide are justifiable
in some instances, I believe that the negative
consequences arising from legalisation outweigh the
benefits arising in the minority of cases.
My contribution is not about me imposing a value
system or a personal set of beliefs on others. I have very
much tried to approach this issue from an
evidence-based, empirical evaluation of the best way of
trying to achieve the broader social good. I believe it is
possible to respect individual autonomy without
supporting euthanasia or assisted suicide. For many, the
importance of respecting individual autonomy
underpins the case. It is almost universally agreed that
adults have a right to make informed decisions about
their medical treatment, including withdrawal of
treatment — and I support that proposition. But I
believe that assisted suicide is different. It is a regulated
environment in which third parties, usually medical
practitioners, are involved in acts of death.
In framing this issue, the House of Lords argued that:

Can I start my contribution by saying that the debate in
this place and in the broader community will
undoubtedly focus on the assisted suicide regime which
is recommended in this report. I think it is worth
acknowledging that the vast majority of
recommendations in this report were supported

… we cannot address the issue of personal autonomy in
isolation and … we must proceed to look at some of the ‘real
world’ issues which have been raised and … try to assess the
balance between greater personal choice for some people and
increased potential harm for others …
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As such, I believe that acts of euthanasia and assisted
suicide move from the purely private realm into the
public realm, and that policy questions such as the risk
of unintended consequences and proportionality are
relevant and must be considered. I acknowledge that
extremely complex situations arise at the end of life and
that not all pain can be effectively managed. However,
we heard from experts in palliative care and oncology
that almost all cases of pain can be managed with
current techniques, and the proportion that can be
managed is increasing.
In practice, euthanasia and assisted suicide I believe are
a disproportionate response, that in practice the
numbers are increasing exponentially and that there is
significant evidence to throw into doubt whether
safeguards work. For example, the number of cases in
Belgium has increased by over 750 per cent over
12 years, and the number of cases in Oregon has
increased by over 700 per cent over the last 17 years.
The usage of euthanasia and assisted suicide in these
jurisdictions I believe is now not limited to the cases
that originally justified the legalisation, and that is a
cause of significant concern.
There is also well-documented growth in areas where
there is vulnerability — for example, people who feel
like a burden, people experiencing depression and
people with mental illness. In a number of jurisdictions
the number of cases is increasing significantly,
including of people not experiencing adequate pain
relief or palliative care. This was well documented in
the Northern Territory when it was briefly legalised
there. It is also noteworthy that there is a tendency for
the scope of legalised regimes to expand.
The effectiveness of safeguards in jurisdictions is also
thrown into doubt by empirical evidence in academic
journals. This includes a number of aspects, including
low rates of reporting, numerous instances of breaches
and limitations in the effectiveness of monitoring.
While legalisation was supposed to bring what was
occurring in the shadows into the light, legalisation has
simply pushed the boundary of what is legal out further
and may have increased the amount of activity that
occurs beyond the sight of regulators. In my minority
report I cite regulators commenting on their own
performance in this regard.
Finally, it is very unfortunate that some symptoms of
pain cannot be totally managed, but I believe that the
legalisation of assisted suicide or euthanasia is not the
appropriate response.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I just
want to say a thankyou to the Parliament and to the
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people who put forward the motion that established this
inquiry. In those days when there was a lot of
behind-the-scenes negotiation about which motion
would go forward and whether the reference would go
to this committee or the Victorian Law Reform
Commission, people did it with a sense of cooperation.
They knew that this was important work. For the last
10 years that I have been in this Parliament this is
exactly the kind of inquiry that I have wanted. I have
not been able to read the report yet, but from what
people have indicated in their contributions this
morning it is quite clear that the work was done
thoughtfully and that people, including the staff,
worked very hard.
I really want to talk about the people involved. The
thing that really struck me was the evidence the coroner
gave to the committee one night, especially in talking
about older people who had been married for a very,
very long time. They knew that they could not
emotionally or physically survive without each other
and they died in really hideous and ugly ways. The
consequences for their children afterwards were just
shocking. It was for all those people, the Peter Shaws
and everybody who has campaigned in these last
20 years, that we have actually had this
well-thought-out work done.
I think it was very important that people who do not
support these actions were also on the committee,
because it made the work of the committee much, much
more thorough. I really do appreciate all the hard work
that has gone into this report.
Motion agreed to.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Can I just make the
observation that reports such as this really go to
establishing the decency of Parliament. After a difficult
day yesterday, it is really refreshing to come in and hear
the contributions on this report this morning and the
respectfulness with which differing opinions have been
presented.
Can I go further and echo the words of a number of the
contributors in that debate in thanking Lilian Topic and
the staff for the extraordinary work that they put in on
this report. It was an outstanding effort because indeed
this report generated well over 1000 submissions, and
each of those submissions had to be assessed and
catalogued and have the key information extracted and
so forth. It is a long and time-consuming process. The
fact that the committee worked so cohesively, despite
the very challenging opinions that are held within the
community and indeed among members of this
committee, and the way in which the staff responded
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and supported that committee — Mr O’Donohue’s
chairmanship has also been cited — was part of the
success of this more than tripartisan committee, given
its composition, and the very constructive work that has
been done.
I am very proud of our committee system. When we
reflect on the reports that have been presented in the
past 12 months in particular, the extent of the work that
has been done and the very thoroughness of those
reports I think speaks volumes for the contribution of
the members and what they have brought to the table in
terms of their intellect and their willingness to research
these matters comprehensively. It also speaks volumes
for the staff who have put in on those committees as the
secretariat and the research resource of those
committees. They have been exceptional. It was a great
debate. Thank you, everyone.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Victorian Auditor-General’s Office
performance audit
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) presented report.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be published.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

In doing so I would like to make a few comments in
relation to the way in which this work has been
undertaken at the outset and in a similar vein to those
who have spoken on other reports tabled before the
Parliament today.
The secretariat, which provides valuable assistance to
the work of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee, is a group of employees who have worked
assiduously to make sure that the committee had all that
it required. To Mr Phil Mithen, Ms Leah Brohm,
Ms Melanie Hondros and Ms Amber Candy, as well as
staff from the department who assisted with the way in
which the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
has been able to discharge its obligations in providing
this report on the performance audit of the
Auditor-General and the Victorian Auditor-General’s
Office, our thanks and regards for their ongoing
commitment to the work and the time frames, which
are often a crucial part of what the committee needs to
achieve, particularly with the workload that the
committee and the audit subcommittee have had this
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year due to ordinary functions and extraordinary events
which have necessitated additional work.
As we know, the Auditor-General, along with the
Auditor-General’s office, has a really central role in
making sure that our governance framework here in
Victoria has an adequate level of scrutiny in relation to
the financial and operational activities of the Victorian
public sector. In this regard I note that it is crucial that
we provide assurance and certainty on the functions and
the performance of the Auditor-General and the
Auditor-General’s office in relation to the management
of resources as well as financial and performance audit
services and that we make sure that there is public
confidence and that actions occur in the public interest
in relation to efficiency, effectiveness and prudent
economic management at all times.
In this regard the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee does have the role of making sure that the
Auditor-General’s office and the Auditor-General have
a performance audit as a function of the Audit Act 1994
and that this occurs every three years, pursuant to
section 19 of that act. This audit provides a very good
opportunity for the office and that office-holder, the
Auditor-General, to make sure that good performance is
maintained and highlighted and also that areas for
improvement are identified and implemented as
quickly, efficiently, economically and practically as
possible.
The way in which this report of the performance
auditor’s appointment has been conducted will in fact,
as the chair notes in his remarks, provide insight to the
Parliament into the way in which the Auditor-General
functions as well as the functions more broadly and the
performance outputs of the Auditor-General’s office
and how it is that that office will be managed and
assessed over the coming years.
The chair’s remarks note the work that has been
undertaken in coming to the conclusion which is set out
around recommending the appointment of Ms Elma
Von Wielligh-Louw, a partner at Deloitte Touche
Tohmatsu, to conduct the performance audit and to
proceed with a request for tender at a fixed fee specified
in the foreword of the report. In that regard the other
recommendation goes on to consider a review of
section 17 and 19 of the Audit Act, in particular the
exemptions provided for in subsection 2A of section 19
and in the context of section 17 of that act with a view
to improving the performance audit appointment
process to ensure that the intentions of Parliament are
appropriately reflected in the provisions of sections 17
and 19 inclusive.
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It is important that we manage not just perceptions but
the actual output of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee and the audit subcommittee, and again there
is a necessary, appropriate and clear link between that
and a clear oversight and assessment of the outputs of
the office of the Auditor-General as well as the
Auditor-General him or herself.
I look forward to this audit being conducted in a way
that continues to improve the process and oversight
without interfering in any way, shape or form in the
independence of that statutory office or the Governor in
Council appointment as it relates to the
Auditor-General. With that, I thank my colleagues on
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee and
commend this report to the house.
Motion agreed to.

Victorian Auditor-General’s Office financial
audit
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
presented report, including appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
move:
That the Council take note of the report.

I start by thanking my colleagues on the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee: the chair and
deputy chair and the members of the committee, in
particular Dr Carling-Jenkins, who has now left the
committee but worked very hard on the committee.
The committee has had a very full load of work, as
members would be aware. The general work of the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee and budget
estimates, but also the inquiry into national partnership
agreements, hearings into the financial statements and
of course the extraordinary events regarding the
resignation of the Auditor-General, have put a large
load on the committee and particularly on the
committee staff.
I would like to thank the staff of the committee —
Mr Phil Mithen, the acting executive officer; Ms Leah
Brohm, senior research office; Mr Jeff Fang, senior
research officer; Ms Melanie Hondros, business support
officer; and Ms Amber Candy, desktop publisher and
administrative officer — for their very hard work with
very tight deadlines and juggling many things at once.
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Turning to the report, the Audit Act 1994 as amended
requires that an independent financial auditor be
appointed in each of the next three financial years,
beginning with the year ending 30 June 2016, to
conduct an annual financial audit of the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office (VAGO). The Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee is responsible
under the act for recommending to both houses of
Parliament the appointment of a suitably qualified
person to undertake that financial audit.
The role of the financial auditor is, amongst other
things, to conduct an audit of VAGO’s financial
statements in each of the next three financial years in
accordance with applicable accounting standards and
other mandatory professional reporting requirements; to
verify that the financial statements of VAGO comply
with the financial reporting requirements of the
Financial Management Act 1994, as amended, and
relevant provisions of any successor legislation to that
act; to conduct the financial audit in compliance with
the Audit Act 1994, Australian auditing standards and
professional reporting requirements and the relevant
compliance obligations of the Standing Directions of
the Minister for Finance 2016, commencing 1 July
2016; to prepare a management letter and/or operations
letter to VAGO; and to take note of any, one, related
policy changes from the Department of Treasury and
Finance and, two, potential changes to the Audit Act
1994 during the engagement period.
The committee resolved to recommend the appointment
of Mr Geoff Parker to conduct the financial audit of
VAGO for the financial years ending 30 June 2016,
2017 and 2018. Mr Geoff Parker is a director at Nexia
Melbourne Audit Pty Ltd, an accounting firm in
Melbourne which is also a member of Nexia Australia,
with offices in capital city locations across Australia
and in Christchurch, New Zealand. He is a member of
Chartered Accountants Australia and New Zealand and
a registered company auditor. The committee considers
that Mr Geoff Parker has the relevant strength of
experience in auditing and has demonstrated an
excellent audit approach and understanding of the
responsibilities demanded of a financial auditor of
VAGO. The committee supports Mr Geoff Parker
being appointed for a period of three years at the fixed
total fees tendered for each year, as outlined in the
report that I am tabling.
As well as the performance audit of the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office recommendation that
Ms Shing just tabled a couple of minutes ago, it is
important that the Auditor-General’s office is also
financially audited to the satisfaction of the Parliament
and the community. There are details in this report, and
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if people are interested in them they should avail
themselves of a look at the report. Of course the
financial audit, as with the performance audit, does not
take away the independence of the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office but makes sure that the public
of Victoria and Parliament have confidence in the
expenditure of funds that are allocated to the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office. I commend the report to the
house.
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for junior programs, media and public relations,
fundraising activities and community events.
These people are the salt of our regional communities
and our outer metropolitan areas. They are genuine
people who want to help. I pay tribute to people like
Damian Elvey at Kalkallo CFA, Rob Saitta at Epping
CFA, Chris Maries at Doreen CFA and Ken
Williamson at Whittlesea CFA, among others — great
teams, great volunteers.

Motion agreed to.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Ombudsman — A report on misuse of council resources,
June 2016 (Ordered to be published).
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule No. 54.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday, 21 June
2016.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Country Fire Authority volunteers
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — This
morning I want to pay tribute to Country Fire Authority
(CFA) volunteers. They make a difference to our
population, both in the outer metropolitan region and in
regional Victoria. The volunteers come from all walks
of life. They have diverse backgrounds, interests and
skills, but the one thing they have in common is their
desire to put something back into their local
community.
They do not necessarily have experience to join the
CFA, but they get provided with all the necessary
training. They can train in things like being a
firefighter, an incident controller, a pump operator and
a crew leader, and in communication roles and special
skill roles, including chainsaw operation and breathing
apparatus. There are also a whole lot of non-firefighting
roles as well, such as Fire Safe Kids presenters and
community education programs, brigade administration
roles, support roles in incident control centres, leaders

It absolutely astounds me that the Premier of the state
and this government will not recognise and support
CFA volunteers. They have got time to meet with the
unions, but they do not have time to meet with CFA
volunteers. Daniel Andrews should get behind our
wonderful volunteers.

Australian Labor Party
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I think it
would be a good thing for democracy if Labor got over
its current existential crisis. It is not my job to help its
members run their party better. It is still one of the
major parties in Australia, and for the sake of
democracy we need it to be in fighting form. In 1890
the party was formed, and by 1907 it controlled both
houses of federal Parliament, but it is pretty unlikely
that it will control an Australian parliament ever
again — except maybe Queensland, which only has
one house, and I am not entirely sure Labor actually
controls that one at the moment — because it regularly
polls around the 33 per cent mark. When Gough
Whitlam lost in 1975 it was with 42.8 per cent of the
vote, but when Julia Gillard won it was with 37.99 per
cent, which was only one-third of a per cent better than
Mark Latham had done, so she was actually very good
and actually probably the best campaigner in that
respect in terms of winning government on such a small
vote.
Labor needs to develop a reason for existence, a new
historical mission and a plan to achieve it. It will not be
the environment, because the Greens are the think tank
and the driving force on that, but maybe some of the
MPs on the Labor side could actually, I recommend,
take a junket to the multiparty democracies of the
Nordic area that they once admired so much.

Israeli Independence Day
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — It was a privilege to attend a
celebration of the 68th anniversary of Israeli
Independence Day last night, along with a number of
members of this house and members of the other place.
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The celebration included speeches from both the
Premier and the Leader of the Opposition. It was more
than a celebration of Israel’s declaration of
independence in 1948, although that was at the
forefront of our minds. It was also an acknowledgement
of the contribution of the Jewish community to our state
of Victoria. For anyone wanting to learn more about the
life and history of the Jewish community in Victoria, I
would strongly recommend a visit to the Jewish
Museum in St Kilda. It is an interactive and highly
informative museum which explores the history, culture
and religion of the Jewish people.
Compared to other years, the celebration last night did
not need to be heavily guarded, which I thought was a
very positive step in the right direction, because too
often even here in Victoria Jewish people have been
oppressed and persecuted. I was proud to stand in
solidarity with Jewish people last night to celebrate
their rich history, culture and religion. I thank the
Jewish community for its invitation to attend the
celebration.
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point where the South Gippsland Highway merges with
the Hallam bypass. There is no apparent reason to
justify rough surface signs to be erected on a smooth
four-lane section of freeway, which is the major
merging point between those two highways, and
certainly nothing to justify the downgrading of the
speed limit to 80 kilometres per hour. This is a lazy and
increasingly common response from VicRoads where
road repairs are needed on regional roads, and now we
are seeing it extend onto major arterials.
Ironically this section of the freeway is in fact in the
electorate of the Minister for Roads and Road Safety,
who should have a strong interest in ensuring that his
constituents who have to commute out of the area have
appropriate arterial roads on which to do so.
Regrettably, because the minister does not live in that
electorate and lives nowhere near that electorate, he has
no familiarity with that particular section of the Monash
and the need for it to operate at speed and full capacity
is unknown, and as a consequence his constituents are
once again suffering from his lack of attention to roads
in his electorate.

Members of Parliament family members
Christopher Walker
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — There has
been a lot of discussion this week about barbs directed
towards members of Parliament. I believe that is just
part of the role in this place and outside, within reason,
but I do not think it is fair when relatives of members of
Parliament are the subject of unfounded slurs, similar to
what happened to my brother in the Australian
newspaper in recent days. My brother has been a cop
since he was a kid. He has had an unblemished record. I
am proud of him, and my family is proud of him. For
that newspaper article neither of us were contacted. The
article said an FOI had to be lodged to identify that we
were brothers, but if the paper had rung either of us and
given us a chance to deny the slur, we would have told
them, because — I do not know for my brother’s part,
but for my part — I am actually proud to be his brother.
I give a commitment to every member in this chamber
that I will never buy in or add to an article with an
unfounded attack on one of their relatives. I will never
do that.

Monash Freeway
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — Commuters in the south-east were
once again angered and frustrated by the state of the
Monash Freeway this week. On inbound lanes between
the Hallam-Eumemmerring bend and Heatherton Road
temporary 80-kilometre-an-hour speed signs,
accompanied by rough surface warnings, have been
erected, creating even more chaos than usual at the

Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — I want to take
this opportunity today to speak about a mate of mine,
Christopher John Walker. He is a bloke who met my
dad many years ago through mutual friends; they have
been mates for a long, long time. He quickly became
part of the regular duck shooting crew from which we
all have many fond memories together. That is where
my involvement with Chris came to be. From a young
age — about six years old — when I started going with
them Chris was part of that crew and part of that group,
and he was pretty much like an uncle to me in a lot of
ways, as with many of those guys. Chris was a pretty
unique bloke. He was one of those people who is full of
useless information and seemingly knows everything
about everything and is willing to enter into a debate on
just about any issue and will debate it furiously, which
makes for some good time around the campfire.
Unfortunately in February of this year Christopher was
diagnosed with cancer, and sadly we lost him last week.
It was very hard. At 49 years of age he passed away,
leaving four kids and a loving wife behind. It was a
really beautiful funeral — it really was. There were a
lot of people there, as you would imagine happens
when someone passes at that age. He has many friends
and many close family members who will definitely
look after his family. Chris was a great bloke. He will
be very, very missed. I should let everyone know that
he is known to us as Boonga. For those who are reading
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this who know him, I just thought I would give that a
mention.
I would like to just leave one piece of advice that I
learnt as a young kid from Chris. If anyone here is
intending to buy a Pajero and drive it through a dam to
show off, and if they want to test the depth of water
with a stick to see if they can make it through, they
should make sure that when they drive through the dam
they drive through in the same place, because dams
tend to get really deep in the middle, and otherwise you
may end up sideways in a muddy hole. Thank you,
Chris; you will be missed.

Dairy industry
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — I rise this morning
to pay tribute to the various dairy farmers and their
communities throughout Gippsland who continue to do
it tough following the milk price drop occasioned by
Murray Goulburn and Fonterra and who are suffering
enormous disadvantage, uncertainty and concern as a
result of these changes, which have created enormous
debts which will require repayment at some point when
the milk checks stop coming in next month.
It has been an enormous learning curve to continue
discussions with these communities and with individual
farmers and their families in terms of what is needed
and what the state and indeed commonwealth
governments need to do to step up and to make sure
that as much assistance as possible is provided. This is
a time of great concern and uncertainty that, for people
in regional and rural communities, can often really
challenge stamina, challenge intestinal fortitude and
challenge the capacity to continue.
To that end it is crucial that we make sure that people
take care of their mental health and that there is a
camaraderie and a neighbourliness that goes beyond
that which already exists in communities and extends to
making sure that people are able to get the support and
assistance they need when and as they need it. I thank
those families, those farmers and those communities
who have been so frank and honest about what they
need and how we can help. I look forward to continuing
to work with them and to continuing being available in
relation to getting everyone through this as quickly and
as fairly as possible.
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the Leader of the Opposition was asked to do that was
that unfortunately the local Labor MPs were not
prepared to do so. They include, obviously,
Mr Richardson, Mr Edbrooke, and Ms Kilkenny in the
Legislative Assembly and federal MP Mark Dreyfus. I
take that to mean that Labor is supporting sky rail as the
preferred option of level crossing separation. Similarly
at the City of Frankston five councillors, led by Labor
mayor James Dooley and supported by Colin Hampton,
also a member of the ALP, kept the sky rail option alive
against four councillors who were prepared to stand up
for the community.
In saying this, I note that it is quite clear that Labor is
either sitting on the decision until the federal election is
over or is implicitly supporting sky rail as the preferred
option to the angst, consternation and anguish of the
local community, who are overwhelmingly opposed to
the sky rail option as a means of level crossing
separation. I urge the government to reconsider how it
can deliver its promise without destroying the amenity
of the area and dividing communities, as it has done
with this proposal, which was not taken to the election,
something it had criticised the opposition for in relation
to the east–west link.

Dr Brian Wood
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
pay tribute to a family friend, Dr Wood, who recently
passed away. He was passionate about his work and
modest about his achievements. Brian was a great man
who truly cared about dental health in Victoria. It is no
overstatement to say that Brian, a former director of the
Victorian dental health services and a former adviser to
a former health minister, achieved many things over the
course of nearly 93 years.
Brian answered the call of duty in World War II and
joined the navy and rose to chief petty officer position.
After the war he attended Sydney University and
obtained a bachelor of dental science. Years later he
returned to Melbourne and resumed working with the
school dental service. Travelling all over Victoria in a
dental van, he worked with a close-knit team of drivers,
dentists and dental nurses. He contributed a great deal
to the health of Victorians over the years.

Elevated rail proposal

He met his wife, Kittee, in 1959. Considered by Brian
as ‘the best wife he had ever had’, she has been at his
side from the beginning until the end.

Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
just wish to thank Matthew Guy this morning for being
prepared to table another 500 signatures on a petition
opposing sky rail along the Frankston line. The reason

While Brian will be missed by his family and friends,
we will always be grateful for the many years we
shared with him. I would like to acknowledge his great
contribution to the health of many Victorians,
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particularly in the area of dental health. He made a great
contribution to the state. Brian Wood, rest in peace and
God bless.

Returned and Services League of Australia
centenary
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — Today I would like
to acknowledge the 100th anniversary of the formation
of the RSL. Recently in the Latrobe Valley I had the
honour of laying a wreath for Private Adrian Rich at a
service to commemorate the 50th anniversary of the
Battle of Long Tan. The service was organised by the
Vietnam Veterans Association of Australia and
officiated by local RSLs. Other service members who
were remembered and who fell in that war were Allan
Lloyd, Wayne Blanck, Robert Grist and Joseph
Manicola.
It was on a bloody battlefield in western France that
Sir John Monash and his troops remembered their
fallen mates in 1916. At home in Australia, the RSL
was formed that year by troops returning from the First
World War with the aim of continuing the camaraderie,
concern and mateship shown amongst the Australian
diggers. The Returned and Services League has grown
to 1500 sub-branches across Australia, with over
240 000 members, making it the largest ex-services
organisation in Australia.
Today the Victorian branch of the RSL is well served
by Major General David McLachlan, a man of great
sincerity, wisdom and integrity. I have had the pleasure
of meeting with and speaking to many RSL members
across my electorate of Eastern Victoria Region, and I
would like to recognise the work they do within their
communities to provide support and care for the
families of returned service men and women.

STATE TAXATION AND OTHER ACTS
AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 May; motion of
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture).
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to rise this morning to
make some remarks on the State Taxation and Other
Acts Amendment Bill 2016, which could also be
referred to as the Bill of Broken Promises. In the
lead-up to the November 2014 election we all saw the
then opposition leader, Daniel Andrews, in a live cross
with Peter Mitchell on Channel 7 news asked the
question, ‘Will you provide an absolute undertaking
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that any government you lead, if you form government
on the following weekend, won’t increase taxes or
charges beyond those that are indexed to CPI?’ — that
is, the standard indexation. It was a very clear question
from Pete Mitchell to Daniel Andrews. The response
from Daniel Andrews in that interview one or two days
prior to the election was very, very clear. It was
absolutely unequivocal. Daniel Andrews looked down,
then looked into that camera and said, ‘I make that
promise, Peter, to every single Victorian’. You could
not get a clearer statement from Daniel Andrews that he
was not going to increase taxes and charges under any
government he led.
We have before us today not the first bill this
government has introduced to increase taxes and
charges — we saw that with last year’s state taxation
bill, which arose from the 2015–16 budget. We see it
again this year in the State Taxation and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2016, which gives effect to the
taxation measures announced in the budget — that is, a
further increase in state taxes and a further breaking of
that absolutely unequivocal promise of Daniel Andrews
that his government would not increase taxes, a promise
that was made to every single Victorian. We have seen
that promise broken yet again with this piece of
legislation before the house this morning.
As I outlined in my contribution on the budget papers
last sitting week, this government has form on breaking
its promises on taxes and it has form on failing to
deliver meaningful tax reform. This is something that
Mr Barber will no doubt talk about later. We have seen
this in one of the key measures of the state’s tax
competitiveness, which is to look at state tax revenue as
a proportion of gross state product (GSP). Over the
term of the coalition’s last period in government the tax
to GSP ratio was about 4.8 per cent. State taxes in
aggregate equalled around 4.8 per cent of the value of
gross state product. We have seen under this
government in just its second budget that that has now
increased to 5.4 per cent. That is a substantial increase
in the state tax burden as a proportion of the Victorian
economy, and the inverse of that is a substantial decline
in the competitiveness of the tax regime in Victoria
relative to the rest of Australia.
That is completely at odds with what the now Premier
said — ‘I give an absolute assurance to every Victorian
that I won’t raise taxes’ — and it is completely at odds
with the Treasurer’s statement that he is delivering
record surpluses. In fact if you dig into the detail of this
budget, into the section of the budget papers that sets
out the impact of revenue and spending initiatives —
the revenue initiatives in this budget are basically
confined to tax initiatives — an extra $610 million is
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going to be collected over the forward estimates period
as a consequence of the tax changes in this budget. So
not only do we see the Premier breaking his
commitment not to increase taxes — the commitment
given to every single Victorian not to increase taxes —
but we are seeing a substantial increase in tax revenue
and we are not seeing any meaningful form of tax
reform. The Treasurer is out there talking about his
budget surpluses and what a wonderful budget manager
he is, but he is failing to address meaningful tax reform.
Putting aside these tax measures, we are seeing the key
drivers in tax revenue on a business-as-usual basis, not
a change basis — the growth in the property market, the
volume of properties being sold, the value of properties
being sold, obviously the increase to stamp duty. We
are seeing the impact of increases in incomes and
employment levels flowing through in payroll tax.
The Treasurer is happy to ride a wave of increased
revenue due to economic growth and population growth
on the base estimates, and instead of actually taking that
opportunity to deliver tax reform, we are seeing him
implement taxation measures that could actually
increase the tax take above a steady state. We are
seeing that revenue, as I indicated in debate on the
appropriation bill, absorbed into current expenditure
rather than seeing the opportunity taken to implement
meaningful tax reform. This bill fails in terms of
meeting the Premier’s commitments not to increase
taxes, and it fails in terms of delivering tax reform.
There are a number of initiatives in the bill that I would
like to touch on as we go through. The first is one the
Liberal Party sees as a positive, and that is in relation to
payroll tax. It is the decision of the government to
increase the threshold at which businesses become
liable to pay payroll tax, and that is an increase to
$650 000 — an increase of $25 000 a year over each of
the four years of the forward estimates period. That is
very modest increase — $25 000 a year over four years
to $650 000. Of course it continues to be well below the
growth in payrolls and wages since the threshold was
last set at the current $550 000. The last government to
introduce meaningful reductions in payroll tax was the
coalition government through reducing the rate, and the
ongoing value of that far exceeds the value of this shift
in the threshold of $25 000 a year over four years.
Because it is a staged increase in the threshold —
notwithstanding the fact that the Treasurer has valued
this change at $286 million over the four years — most
of that benefit to business is back-ended because the
bulk of the increase in the threshold is back-ended. It
does not take effect until the 2019–20 financial year. So
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while we welcome that increase in the payroll tax
threshold, it is a minor change, relative to — —
Mr Mulino interjected.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Acting President, I take
up the interjection from the parliamentary secretary to
the Treasurer, and I point out to the parliamentary
secretary that, unlike this government, we cut the rate of
payroll tax. We cut the rate; it has not cut the rate.
Therefore the impact of the threshold increase has a
relatively narrow benefit as opposed to a reduction in
the rate.
Given what the Treasurer was saying about the capacity
he has created in the budget, if this government was
serious about tax reform, it had the opportunity to
address it. It had the opportunity to address it through a
rate change rather than just a threshold change. While
businesses did welcome this increase in the threshold, it
fell far short of what their expectations were in terms of
payroll tax reductions leading up the state budget in late
April.
The second measure I will touch on briefly relates to
the fire services property levy. This is a measure to
expand the concessions that were provided when that
legislation passed in 2012, which was a $50 concession
available to certain concession card holders and others,
to include former prisoners of war, which is a very
appropriate measure. The advice is that the number of
people eligible for that concession is relatively small
and estimated at around 95 beneficiaries. The measure
also extends that concession to include veterans
receiving extreme disablement adjustments, where the
number is estimated at around 1900.
So it is a relatively small cohort of people who will
benefit. I understand the value of that concession in
aggregate is around $100 000, but nonetheless it is a
welcome change, and it is appropriate that the service
that those veterans provided is acknowledged and
recognised through concessions. It is certainly done
with concessions in other areas of government services,
and it is welcome that the concession on the fire
services property levy is also being extended to that
cohort, notwithstanding the relatively minor dollar
value in terms of the value of the concession.
The bill also seeks to clarify the operation of the fire
services property levy in relation to certain farming
enterprises where the farm property is held through a
superannuation structure, and that is one of the
continuing challenges in state taxation legislation
generally. With the way in which some farming
enterprises do have certain concessions, be they on land
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tax, which we will come to, or be they on the fire
services property levy, the legal structures that often
surround primary production in terms of whether land
is held in superannuation funds or in family trusts do
from time to time lead to unintended consequences in
terms of taxation treatment, and clarification is being
provided on the fire services levy.
Also with respect to land tax exemptions for urban
primary production — where, as I said, we have
primary production land held in superannuation funds
with the trustee and where the beneficiaries are all
related to the primary producer — the existing
exemption is being clarified with respect to land tax,
and that is something the coalition welcomes. It is, as I
said, something that has been an ongoing challenge
with a range of state taxation measures as they relate to
primary production land across the taxation regime over
a number of years to ensure that those properties are
treated fairly and equitably, recognising that they are
often held in different structures to other businesses
given the often family-related nature of those
enterprises. So that is something the coalition
welcomes.
The next matter I would like to move on to relates to
one of the tax grabs that the Premier said he would not
do that is encompassed in this bill, and that is the
government’s intention to increase threefold the royalty
on lignite — on brown coal. This is something which is
estimated in the budget to raise some $252 million over
the forward estimates period. It is something which is a
direct impost on Victorian households. Notwithstanding
the rhetoric the government has used in relation to
increasing the coal royalty — that it is a very small
percentage of the cost of coal and that it brings Victoria
into line with other jurisdictions in respect of the
royalties they charge on coal — it is something that will
have a direct impact on the cost of living for Victorian
families, because this $252 million impost on coal will
flow directly through to electricity prices and this will
have an impact directly on Victorian households.
Mr Mulino interjected.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Mr Mulino asks me who
I am quoting. I am not quoting anyone yet, but I will be
happy to. I will firstly take the house to a press release
issued by the Minerals Council of Australia on the day
of the budget. It is very critical of the announcement by
the Treasurer of the trebling of royalties on brown coal
and indeed very critical of the Treasurer’s justification
that it would put coal royalties in Victoria on par with
New South Wales and Queensland. In its press
statement the Minerals Council of Australia said:
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Linking royalties paid by Victorian coal companies to other
states is short-sighted and fails to understand that Victorian
coal is not an export commodity as it is in both NSW and
Queensland.

The minerals council calls out the Treasurer’s
justification for this — the Treasurer talking about
raising royalties to be consistent with royalties in other
states while ignoring the fact that the commodity that
the Treasurer is taxing here in Victoria is very different
to the export commodity in other states and the fact that
Victorian brown coal has one use. Victorian brown coal
essentially has one use: to provide electricity into the
grid and therefore for Victorian consumers. If you
impose a royalty of $252 million over four years on that
brown coal here in Victoria, that will flow through to
Victorian electricity consumers, and for that
reason — —
Mr Barber — No it won’t; it will flow through to
the shareholders.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I take up Mr Barber’s
interjection that it will flow through to the shareholders.
I do not believe that Mr Barber is that naive in believing
that this impost, the $252 million, will end up being an
impost on the shareholders rather than an impost on
consumers. I am certain Mr Barber is not that naive to
believe that that will be the long-term outcome of this
initiative — that it will flow through to the shareholders
and not to consumers. The coalition absolutely rejects
that view. We believe that inevitably this is going to be
an impost on consumers and not on shareholders as
Mr Barber would have us believe, and for that reason it
should not be supported. At this time I ask if my
amendments can be circulated.
Opposition suggested amendments circulated by
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan)
pursuant to standing orders.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — As members will see
from the amendments which have been circulated, their
intent is to omit clause 31 of the bill, which is the clause
which seeks to impose this increase in royalties and the
consequential increase in electricity prices. I will go
back to the statement issued by the Minerals Council of
Australia at the time of the budget, given the
commentary from the government benches, because as
the Minerals Council of Australia recognises, even if
the government does not:
The expected increase in electricity costs will hit Victorian
businesses hard, especially the manufacturing sector, where
uncertain economic conditions are already placing the
industry under strain.
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It was very clearly the view of the minerals council that
the increase in royalties will flow through to electricity
prices and will hit consumers of electricity in Victoria.
It is also the view of the coalition that that is the case.
So our intent when this bill gets to committee will be,
through a series of amendments, to omit clause 31 and
to preserve the brown coal royalties at the level at
which they are currently imposed.
The other provisions in the bill which also give rise to
some concern, although we are not for this point
proposing amendments, relate to the increase in the
land tax surcharge for foreign absentee landowners,
which is an increase from 0.5 per cent to 1.5 per cent, a
trebling of that surcharge. This, of course, is one of the
taxes which was newly introduced last year, contrary to
the commitment given by the Premier, and we are now
seeing that increased by a factor of three in this year’s
budget. Last year I think the Treasurer indicated that it
was an important measure for housing affordability to
recognise people who were newly resident in Victoria
making a contribution to Victorian infrastructure, which
was an extraordinary argument to put. If that argument
is to be followed through, it completely ignores the
impact of new resident Victorians moving from
interstate, but it suited the Treasurer’s argument for
foreign buyers. The 0.5 per cent is now being increased
to 1.5 per cent, and it is estimated to raise an additional
$112 million over the forward estimates period.
What is not factored into those estimates is actually any
behavioural change. On the one hand the government is
saying further increasing the surcharge is to provide an
incentive or disincentive, depending on which side of
the equation you look at it, but at the same time it is
saying, ‘We don’t expect any behavioural change; we
haven’t modelled any behavioural change’, which
contradicts the argument that is being put forward for
the measure in the first place and the increase in this
year’s budget.
Likewise we see a similar move with respect to land
transfer duty, or stamp duty as it is commonly referred
to. Last year we saw the foreign purchaser stamp duty
introduced — an additional 3 per cent rate imposed.
Again the argument was that it was to act as a
disincentive for foreign buyers and to maintain
particularly housing affordability for Victorian
residential property purchasers. This year in the budget
that 3 per cent rate is going to 7 per cent, which is
estimated to raise an additional $374 million.
But again, notwithstanding this being sold as something
which will change the behaviour of foreign property
buyers and will lead to more affordable housing for
Victorians, there is no modelling that suggests any
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behavioural change. Notwithstanding the government’s
rhetoric, there is a disconnect between what Treasury
believes is going to happen in terms of behaviour
change and what the government is actually saying,
which reinforces that this measure is nothing more than
a grab for revenue, contrary to what the Premier said in
November 2014, rather than actually a measure that the
government genuinely believes will have any impact
upon the housing affordability question here in
Victoria.
Mr Barber — Have you got an amendment to
remove that clause?
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I take up Mr Barber’s
interjection. The coalition will obviously be interested
in looking at any amendments that come forward to
amend this bill, Mr Barber, and I understand there may
be some further amendments circulated in this debate,
possibly even from him.
Mr Barber — Not from me.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — If not from Mr Barber,
perhaps from the government, but we will deal with
those in due course.
The other provisions of the bill are largely mechanical.
It is often the case with state taxation amendment bills
that there is the need for clarifications and for technical
amendments in the way in which the legislation is used
or interpreted by the State Revenue Office (SRO) to
reflect the practice of the SRO and to clarify grey areas.
This bill contains a small number of those technical
amendments, which I do not intend to go into.
This bill breaks the Premier’s commitment of
November 2014 not to impose any new taxes or levies
on Victorians, as did the taxation bill last year. It
contains some measures that we support, such as the
increased threshold for payroll tax. But it also contains
measures such as the increase in coal royalties, which
we see as nothing more than a cash grab by this
government — an electricity tax — which will hit
Victorian consumers and should be opposed, and when
the bill comes forward for committee consideration we
will be strongly opposing that provision. We will
consider other amendments, which I understand are
being brought forward for the bill, and consider our
final position when we see the bill in its final form
post-committee.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I have
been in this Parliament I think for 10 years, so this must
be the 10th time I have made the speech I am about to
make, and that is that this is another missed opportunity
for state taxation reform.
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Mr Mulino — This better be good.
Mr BARBER — Mr Mulino is about to hear me say
it for the second time. I do not know if my speech gets
better every year; I am sick of making this speech.
We are in the middle of a national election, where tax
reform has been tossed around and even used as a
political weapon by one party against another. There
was talk of company tax cuts and income tax cuts.
There is currently a debate, I believe, in the realm of
superannuation about how that is to be treated. I believe
there is the taxation regime of money both going into
superannuation and coming out the other end, and both
are up for debate. There is even a sort of fairly wacky
proposal that the states with their vertical fiscal
imbalance could take back and start levying their own
state-based income taxes state by state.
Well, ‘elephant in the room’ is a bit of an overused term
these days, but it is clear from every economist and
many, many politicians who have spoken on this issue
over the years as well as all those others who live in the
real world — that is, the various industries and product
markets which are taxed under state jurisdiction — that
not only are state-based taxes incredibly inequitable and
inefficient but, it is said, Victoria’s particular tax mix is
the worst of any state.
What this bill does is it takes stamp duty on property
transactions — which is an incredibly inefficient and
distorting tax — and gets the state even deeper into the
hole, because now we are going to be even more
dependent on it. Not only that, but the other particular
tax — the foreigner tax, for shorthand purposes — then
starts to distort further the way the property market
operates. Under one version of the rationale, the
Treasurer, Mr Pallas, thinks it improves things, but
under other versions of the rationale that have been put
forward, it is simply about soaking a group of people
who do not vote. I cannot for the life of me see the
economic merit in this tax. Its main merit appears to be
that it is a tax on foreigners, and they do not vote, so
ha-ha! Ten out of 10 for political cleverness.
Thirdly, in that same exercise the bill actually makes
more complex the administration of stamp duty on
property transactions, because now you have to work
out who a foreigner is and what the share is of an entity
that they might own and so on and so forth, so it
actually adds a huge administrative burden on both the
State Revenue Office and on those doing property
transactions as well, so it makes things immeasurably
worse on top of what is already a very bad, regressive
and distorting tax. The reason it is so distorting is that
when you tax something, people will try to avoid the
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tax by avoiding that thing. What we are talking about
here today is taxing transactions on property — the
buying and selling of houses and residences and
commercial properties and even land and the other
things that occur during the development process.
It is distorting for a range of reasons. First of all, people
will invest less in that particular asset class than they
might have otherwise because it is now a taxed asset
class. That is the very reason why we want to tax
carbon: we want people to produce it less. There are
also the distortions that come from just the inability to
upsize and downsize your house with your different
stages of life or to pack up and move from one side of
the state to the other; you have to get hit with a lick of,
on average, around $30 000 of stamp duty every time
you move to another part of the state. This has all been
outlined at great length and in detail in numerous
reports over the years, including one that was
commissioned here in Victoria by Treasurer Brumby
and of course the world’s longest resignation letter in
public sector history, the Henry review. They made it
very clear that what we needed to be doing was shifting
away from a tax on transactions and towards a tax on an
asset itself — a broader based land tax.
Acting President Patten, you are already halfway to
supporting me on that one, because you want churches
to start paying land tax on their land. I just want to
broaden it and remove some of the distortions that
create different ownership structures or different land
uses and that encourage people, yet again, to sort of
shift around within the tax base and try to avoid the tax.
That a lot of time and energy is being spent on avoiding
paying a tax is itself another form of economic
deadweight loss, and I am pretty sure that the
government, in passing the bill today, is going to make
that situation worse.
However, I am not seeking a whole range of
amendments to the bill, because frankly there is no
support for that. I have seen it time and again with
Labor and Liberal members, and here it was again this
morning. By interjection I asked Mr Rich-Phillips from
the Liberals if he was going to move any amendments
in relation to the stamp duty changes, and the answer
was no. He colourfully illustrated what he called the
‘Premier’s broken promise’. Maybe someone should
have asked the Liberal Party during that same election
campaign, ‘If Dan tries to break his promise and lift
taxes, will you back him?’, because that is exactly what
it is doing here today. He might not like what the
Premier is doing, but Mr Rich-Phillips is the guy who is
actually providing the votes to give Mr Andrews his
broken-promise tax and his extra $485 million or so, I
think it is, from the foreigner tax.
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So much for economic rationality. There is one small
piece of economic rationality in this bill, apart from the
administrative bits and pieces, which of course we will
be supporting — that is, the coal tax itself. Whatever
Mr Rich-Phillips and his friends have said about this
tax, let us make it very clear. It is levied on coal, and
coal royalties are calculated not by how many tonnes of
coal but in fact by how much energy content there is
within the coal, because our coal has a lot of water and
a lot of variability, depending on where you mine it. It
is calculated on the gigajoule, and they have to work
out how to measure that. Effectively this is going to
wash through the energy market at around about $2 a
tonne of CO2, because in Victoria the average megawatt
hour of electricity probably causes about 1.1 tonnes of
CO2 to be emitted.
It is not always the average but the marginal megawatt
hour of electricity that is most important here. If we are
adding $2 a tonne of CO2, we are probably adding
something like, roughly, $2 a megawatt hour. The
average megawatt hour might sell at about $40 in
wholesale markets. You are putting about $2 on top of
that, and it is on coal. It is not on other fuels that are
going to fuel our energy system. They have not worked
out a way to tax the sun or the wind yet. It is not going
on natural gas and it is not going on biomass or even
emissions from landfill gas or other forms of waste, but
it is going on coal, and coal is the bulk of the pollution
coming out of the energy sector here in Victoria.
Mr Rich-Phillips is absolute convinced, because he
needs to be, that the Victorian brown coal Latrobe
Valley generators will pass this directly through to the
consumer. There are some real problems with the way
the energy market operates in Victoria. There are
problems in the retail part. There are problems in the
distribution part. There are problems in the sense that
there are a whole range of regulatory barriers to entry
that mean it is not really a level playing field in terms of
the transformation of the energy market. But in relation
to those generators that are currently hooked into the
grid, it is actually a pretty competitive market. Just look
back over the last few months. This data is available for
anybody to download through the Australian Energy
Market Operator. With the wind blowing like hell, the
wind farms here and in interconnected systems, such as
in South Australia, have been going so flat out for so
long they have managed to drive the electricity price in
the wholesale traded market down to zero when the
wind blows — and wind, as a fuel, is use it or lose it;
your generator is turning, and you just have to dump the
electricity into the grid at whatever price you can get
for it. On multiple occasions in the last few months the
Victorian wholesale electricity price has actually
dropped to zero.
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In those conditions, with solar and wind growing, with
households getting smart, with energy consumption
overall declining and with a massive subsidy being
taken out when the smelter levy for the Portland smelter
ends in October this year, you tell me how you get to
just simply say, ‘We’re a coal-fired generator and
we’ve got this new tax, so we’re going to pass it on into
the market’. There are people like me now who have
not only got solar panels on the roof — I think it is
about 14 per cent of Victorian homes and businesses
that now have that — but are also able to capture spare
electrons into a battery and put them back into the grid
at a time that suits them. I am making those electrons at
around 13 cents a kilowatt hour. That is about the same
cost as it takes to deliver electrons to my house, never
mind what the Latrobe Valley generators might like to
actually earn for the ones that they themselves generate.
So while it can be very uncompetitive at the retail end,
largely because the big three retailer generators are
trying every trick in the book to manipulate customers,
in terms of the wholesale market with four big
coal-fired power stations but hundreds of little power
stations, including large-scale wind and, if you like,
millions of solar generators now connected to the grid
and the fuel being free — sun and wind — how is it
that they believe this is going to be passed on?
In fact every other time we have brought in anything
like a carbon tax the story from those same people who
Mr Rich-Phillips quoted and from the generators
themselves has been, ‘This will destroy our financial
viability. We’ll collapse. Banks will withdraw their
funds, and the lights will go out because our power
stations won’t be operating’. The total opposite
argument in every other case is that any kind of tax on
carbon — and this is, crudely, a carbon-based tax — is
basically going to destroy the financial viability of the
generators, leading to a loss of energy security. This
time they are totally talking out of the other side of the
mouth because the Liberals thought they had a bit of a
cost of living campaign going in the first part of this
year and this proposed tax seem to fit the bill. I say
good luck, because as soon as it is enacted — and I
notice that it does not actually start until 1 January in
terms of that section of the bill — if that is the case, we
would expect to see an immediate rise in the wholesale
price of electricity, most of which is still, unfortunately,
produced by coal-fired generators. But I do not know
how you do that when you are competing in an
interconnected system, with generators in New South
Wales and Victoria and maybe even by January
Tasmania if they get the big long extension cord under
Bass Strait fixed again by then. It is just simply against
all rationality.
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Generators are price takers, and therefore they cannot
pass it on to their consumers. They cannot pass it on to
anybody they have locked in long-term contracts with
either, and there is a lot of that in this market. For that
reason we will not be supporting the Liberals’
amendments, which as Mr Rich-Phillips told us are
solely directed at the additional royalties under the
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Act
1990.
We did find out one other useful and pertinent fact
during the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
process looking at this and other budget bills, and that is
that the government expects to be getting just as much
revenue from this new coal tax in four years time as it is
now. Therefore by definition — and the Treasurer
confirmed it — the government intends to be burning
just as much coal in four years time post the next state
election as it is today.
I am aware that the Premier made some sort of
announcement about climate change policy out there
this morning, but in fact he made it when he introduced
this bill, and that is that we are going to be burning coal
at the same rate four years from now — it is in the
forward estimates of the budget. In fact what he
announced out there, if I can rely on his own press
release, is that he wants zero emissions by 2050. The
Premier was surrounded by what looked like a group of
young primary school students when he made that
announcement. They will be in their late 30s when
2050 comes around; Mr Andrews and I will be in a
nursing home, probably; and the planet will be
cooked — under this policy that Labor has announced
today. There is a significant gap between the aspirations
that were set down by the nations of the world in Paris
and the announced target that Australia has out there for
consideration. There is an even further gap between
Australia’s announced target and the actual policies that
have been implemented by the Australian government,
and there is a massive amount of work to be done to
close that gap.
What the announcement from the Premier says today is,
‘You can go and log onto a website and make your own
personal pledge to cut your emissions’. How about a
personal pledge from Daniel Andrews that he might
actually use the powers that he has got? As a state
Premier he has got pretty much all the legislative and
other tools needed to make deep cuts to emissions
regardless of what the federal Liberal government
might do, not banking — as he seems to be — on Bill
Shorten winning the election and then Bill Shorten
somehow coming out with a policy once he is in
government. Our state premiers literally control,
through this Parliament if they choose and with our
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support, the structure of the electricity industry, all the
poles and wires that link it up and the individual
generators which are licensed under it.
The Premier certainly could make deep and immediate
cuts to emissions by ending native forest logging
overnight. It is pretty clear that is not going to happen,
the way this task force is going. He could up the energy
efficiency target. He could use multiple mechanisms to
build in a Victorian renewable energy target. He could,
if he wanted, follow the example of the ACT
Greens-Labor government, that has actually decided
that its own energy consumption and the energy
consumption of its jurisdiction is going to come from
renewables, and then simply run a reverse auction. The
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change,
Ms D’Ambrosio, raced off to Ararat with her silver
shovel to launch a new wind farm that is proposed to be
built up there. It is being built because the
Greens-Labor government of the ACT commissioned
it, with permits already being on issue.
For the Premier to come out and say, ‘Well, we’ll be
carbon neutral by 2050’, sounds very much like a case
of saying, ‘Give me chastity and sobriety, but not quite
yet’. Secondly, it does not tell us anything about what
the total emissions from Victoria will be between now
and 2049. Deep cuts now create less work later but
actually mean that overall less emissions are put into
the atmosphere — and that is the thing that matters.
Imagine an alternative scenario where we keep
polluting at current levels all the way up to 2049 and
then just stop dead in that year. A lot more actual CO2
will be emitted under that trajectory than under ‘Do the
hard work during your time in power, Premier’ — and
you never know how short that time is going to be.
Those CO2 emissions actually matter. It is not just
about the destination and how fast we get there; it is
how deep we cut in the earliest years of that trajectory
that matters, because once that CO2 is in the
atmosphere, it is there for a very long time to come.
It is not like the climate starts to repair itself or reverse
its previous change on the day that we reach carbon
neutral in Mr Andrews’s mythical 2050, if he and I are
lucky enough to be there to see it. Whatever climate we
have then, that is our new climate; we are stuck with it.
We have seen just in the last few months how hostile
that new climate can be, with already just a small
amount of warming built in, somewhere under
1 degree. The Premier has a website that is now called
‘take2.vic.gov’ or something — something to do with
2 degrees of warming — but you cannot achieve that
by saying, ‘We’re going to keep polluting all the way
up to 2050’. And the voters do not buy it.
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The voters do not buy politicians talking about things
that are going to happen decades from now. That just
looks like yet another attempt to dodge accountability.
They should go to the voters and say, ‘This is what I
believe I can do if I’m Premier for this next period of
government’. Unfortunately the Premier did not say
that in his last term in opposition. He had four years in
opposition and he has had 18 months with access to the
levers of government, and what he has delivered us
today is a website where we can all pledge to do our
little bit for the planet. If you read this bill and the
associated documents, what you learn is that he intends
to keep burning coal at the same rate all the way
through to the next election and for a year the other side
of it as well. That is the announcement of his climate
change policy.
Every little bit is going to help in terms of reforming
this energy market, and for that reason we are going to
support the section of this bill that creates the additional
royalties on brown coal. What is needed here really is
some regulatory measures — dare I say direct action —
and to actually set closing dates for those brown coal
generators. Let the communities, let the other players in
the energy market and let those who would like to enter
through renewables have a bit of warning so that they
can invest and make plans accordingly.
Making plans does not seem to be a strong suit for
members of this government. They came to
government with a very limited and very small number
of promises and as a result a pretty small amount of
political capital — because they have only got the
political capital to implement the things they said they
were going to do. If they do not start dealing with the
crises when they come to them, they will have no
political capital before they know it. We are not headed
for an environmental crisis; we are in an environmental
crisis. The Greens are the only ones with a plan.
Mr Bourman interjected.
Mr BARBER — Absolutely, Mr Bourman, we
could debate the merits of the Greens plan. The point is
that we have a plan — and in a crisis people will turn to
the person who has actually got a plan any day over the
person who has not got one, and it is pretty clear that
this government has no plan. It has no plan for tax
reform, for that matter. It is a very important area in
terms of economic efficiency. If we are going to argue
about tax reform in the middle of a national election
when the real economic benefits from reform are
actually right here in the reform of state taxes, it is a
great shame that we have not been able to line up the
federal and state jurisdictions over this reform. Victoria
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will have to go it alone. Unfortunately for another year
we have just missed our best opportunity.
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — I rise to support
the State Taxation and Other Acts Amendment Bill
2016. Can I start by making some broad observations
about the budget context, because in many ways this
bill receives a lot less attention than the appropriation
bills, which we have been discussing in this Parliament
and also in the public sphere for a few weeks now. Of
course these bills are very much part of the overall
regulatory provisions of any budget. A government
through the appropriation bills allocates the funding of
the government, but it is important to actually have
sufficient revenue in order to spend money on the
things that a government wishes to spend money on.
I do want to start out by setting the overall context for
the tax and revenue plan that this government does
have. I will take issue with Mr Barber in saying there is
no plan. There is a plan. Indeed this government has
said on many occasions that over the forward estimates
and beyond fiscal stability is one of the key priorities of
our overall plan. There are others, but I will not go
through those because they are part of the
appropriations debate we have already had — spending
on infrastructure, spending on social services and so
forth. Fiscal stability is one of them, and that is why it is
critical that we have sufficient revenue to support the
expenditure that is laid out in the appropriation bills.
Mr Rich-Phillips makes a claim — an
all-too-easy-to-make and glib claim — that this
government is riding the crest of a revenue tsunami,
and it is a completely out-of-context, superficial claim
that I want to knock on the head right from the start. I
want to knock it on the head because those opposite
will cherrypick taxes here and there, but when we look
at the overall tax take we see that in 2013–14 it rose
8.8 per cent and in 2014–15 it rose 8.5 per cent. Under
no year in the forward estimates will it rise by more
than 7.5 per cent. So let us not cherrypick; let us look at
the overall tax take. After all the swings and
roundabouts, some go up by more than others.
What Mr Rich-Phillips is doing is cherrypicking, and
those opposite have made an art form of it. As
Mr Leane said, they are great in opposition. I applaud
Mr Rich-Phillips for his cherrypicking. He undoubtedly
spends hours looking for little fillets of figures to pull
out. He is good at it, but let us look at the overall
picture because it is very different to the kind of
impression that he is trying to portray. Let us look at the
overall tax increase over their term. It was 5.4 per cent,
compared to our forward estimate of 5.0 per cent.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Thursday, 9 June 2016

COUNCIL

When we talk about taxes, let us look at the big picture
and not cherrypick.
Let us also look at sustainability as that is one of the
important rationales for any kind of tax strategy or plan.
We do not raise revenue for its own sake. We raise
revenue because we want to spend it on worthwhile
things. This government over the forward estimates has
expenditure rising at 3.3 per cent and revenue rising at
3.4 per cent. That is sustainable. Those opposite in their
last budget claimed they were going to have
expenditure increasing at 2.5 per cent. That is not
credible, and to the extent that they did crunch down on
expenditure, to the extent that that was part of their
strategy, we are seeing it in no trains having been
ordered, no trams having been ordered and no schools
in the pipeline from the previous government. If they
wanted to mindlessly cut expenditure as their strategy,
the Victorian people had a very clear response to that at
the last election.
So let us look at our strategy in terms of balancing
expenditure and revenue — 3.3 per cent in expenditure
and 3.4 per cent in revenue.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Ms Wooldridge — On a point of order, President,
Minister Dalidakis is absent this morning, and I ask
whether that is a further choice of the government to
absent a minister from the house, whether there are
representative arrangements or whether he is just late.
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squarely in the Liberal Party and Greens party court in
terms of producing some suggestions as to what they
believe constitutes the satisfaction of the house, which
is the key issue at hand that is preventing the Liberals
and the Greens from allowing Mr Jennings to resume
his duties.
Supplementary question
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
This is clearly a choice that the government is making.
Today the Herald Sun called the government’s actions
‘wasting time’ and ‘a circus’, and said that the Andrews
government was ‘behaving like schoolchildren’ — very
clearly a choice that reflects on the government out in
the community. So I ask the deputy leader: who
provided the direction to take all questions on notice —
the Premier, Minister Jennings or someone else?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) —
Ms Wooldridge knows full well that the arrangement
the Liberal Party and the Greens have cooked up has
the consequence of Mr Jennings being prevented from
performing his ministerial responsibilities and properly
and fully being able to represent his constituents in the
South Eastern Metropolitan Region. The ball is
squarely in the court of the Liberal Party and the
Greens. We would very much like Mr Jennings back in
the house so that he can resume his duties. The cabin
fever that has gripped the Liberal Party on this question
and lead to a six-month suspension — an extraordinary
suspension — is outrageous, is unprecedented, and I
would encourage the member to reflect on her own
actions.

The PRESIDENT — Order! As far as I know, he is
just late.

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement

Ms Pulford — On the point of order, President,
Mr Dalidakis is here. I would also indicate that the
absence of another minister, Mr Jennings, that
Ms Wooldridge referred to, is certainly not a matter of a
choice of the government.

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question is for the Leader of the
Government and Special Minister of State, and
following your ruling yesterday, President, I will direct
it to the Deputy Leader of the Government. I ask: has
Minister Jennings had a meeting with the head of the
United Firefighters Union, Peter Marshall, since the
election?

Answers to questions without notice
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Deputy Leader of the Government.
How long will the Andrews government continue its
boycott of taking all questions asked by all members of
this chamber on notice?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Wooldridge for her question. The
government is providing answers to all questions that
are presented to ministers in the house and will
continue to do so. As the member knows, the ball is

Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) —
President, in accordance with your ruling yesterday, I
will provide Mr Rich-Phillips’s question to the Special
Minister of State, and he will respond.
Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I thank the deputy leader for her
response, and I ask: if meetings have occurred between
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Minister Jennings and Peter Marshall, on what dates
and what was the purpose of those meetings?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I refer
to my answer to the substantive question.

Child protection
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Families and Children.
Previously in this house I have asked the minister to
provide the total number of crimes committed by
children in residential care. The minister was unable to
provide a response and was twice ordered by the
President to provide a written response. In her third and
final attempt to provide a response she stated that a
question should be directed to Victoria Police. In the
written response received on Tuesday from the Minister
for Police, Minister Neville said it was not Victoria
Police that recorded offences by the children in
residential care. Is the minister even notified of when an
offence is committed by a child in residential care, and
if so, what is the process of that notification?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Clearly Ms Crozier has failed to
understand the answer that has been given to her in
writing from me and other colleagues, including in the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee, but I will
take Ms Crozier’s question on notice and provide her
with another written answer in the hope that she may
finally understand the answer that she has been
provided with.
I note that Ms Crozier is one of the many members of
the opposition who joined together with the Greens to
deprive the Leader of the Government of the right of
sitting in this house for six months — an unprecedented
act that has disenfranchised the people of his electorate
from being represented for an unprecedented six-month
period, something that Ms Crozier should be ashamed
of.
Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — Police
association secretary Ron Iddles has stated that under
the minister’s watch ‘there is no effective control’ of
children in residential care units. To quote Mr Iddles:
They break into and steal cars, they deal in and take illicit
drugs, are responsible for graffiti, and the list goes on.
Not only do their crimes take up much police time and
resources, they also often abscond, triggering missing persons
alerts, which chew up significant police resources.
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Furthermore, it is reported young people were being
recruited into gangs, like the Apex gang, or trading sex
for drugs, cigarettes or other favours, such as lifts to the
local train station.
If Victoria Police, the police association, the coalition
and the public know of offences being committed by
children in residential care and that they are being
recruited into gang cultures terrorising our streets, why
doesn’t the minister?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I will, on the same basis, take the question
on notice and provide an answer to Ms Crozier in
writing. She has made a number of assertions in her
question which I absolutely refute, but I will provide
her with a written response.

Health funding
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — In
the absence of ministers answering questions, my
question is to a member for Western Metropolitan
Region, Mr Melhem, and it relates to his notice of
motion 234 on the notice paper relating to Prime
Minister Turnbull and health funding. In asking the
question I note that the Turnbull government’s
healthcare plan includes a 6.5 per cent per annum
increase in public hospital funding over the next three
years, which the Victorian government signed up to;
strengthening Medicare through innovation in
comprehensively caring for chronically ill patients;
national leadership on the legalisation of medicinal
cannabis, which Victoria has subsequently adopted;
new no jab, no play rules, which ensure parents
vaccinate their children; and making medicines
cheaper, sometimes by as much as 60 per cent per
script. So I ask: when will Mr Melhem bring forward
this motion for debate so that all Victorians and
members of this chamber can hear about the
achievements of the Turnbull coalition government and
its healthcare plans for the future?
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — My
answer to the Leader of the Opposition is that the
motion ought to be debated when the time is right to be
debated. She will be advised during the Monday
4.00 p.m. meetings we normally have before this house
sits. She will be notified in accordance with the rules of
the house.
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Supplementary question

United States trade mission

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
do thank the member for his answer, although not
specific, and that is what my supplementary goes to.
Point (4) of the motion actually calls on members to
stand up for Victorian hospitals and patients. I note that
actually under the Rudd-Gillard former Labor
government they delivered $11 billion worth of cuts —
to Medicare, pathology, imaging, medicines, hospitals,
dentals and private health rebates — —

Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade. The United States is Victoria’s
top combined market for exports and foreign direct
investment. The Premier has just returned from the US,
where he and Marsha Thomson, the member for
Footscray in the Assembly, undertook a trade trip that
occurred prior to the minister’s own frequent flyer
travel to Singapore. Why, as trade minister, did the
minister not attend this trade mission to the US?

Ms Shing — On a point of order, President,
Ms Wooldridge has in fact received an answer to the
substantive question and is now proceeding beyond the
scope of what can be asked in relation to a motion that
is a matter relating to the timing by which the motion
will be brought on as opposed to the substance of that
motion.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — On the point of order,
President, very clearly this goes to the substance of the
motion, which the substantive question was about, and I
am coming to the question which is clearly related to it.
I have got 38 seconds left to pose my question in
accordance with the standing orders.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is my view that the
member does have time still available to put a question,
and at that point I will judge the question. The context
which she is using is a bookend to the context she used
in the substantive question she put to Mr Melhem, so
presumably the question will be in line with the
substantive question. Let me listen to it.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Thank you, President.
Perhaps the opposite side did not want to hear about
how Labor leader Bill Shorten repeatedly refuses to
back his own unfunded and unaffordable hospital
commitments. This motion is a great opportunity to
expose the failures of former and current federal Labor
health policies. So I ask the member: when providing
an answer to this chamber on when the debate will take
place, can the member advise whether it will be before
or after the 2 July federal election to ensure all
Victorians can understand the dangers of Bill Shorten’s
health policies?
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I will
say this: we will be happy to debate the coalition and
the Liberal Party about our record in relation to health
services any time, any day. The record is on our side,
not on theirs. They cut health funding; we invest in
health. I will look forward to when the time is right for
the debate, so do not lecture us about our commitment
to health funding. Shame on them.

Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — Thank you, President, for the
opportunity to provide an answer. Let me just say that I
was at CommunicAsia in Singapore last week, which
was the 11th consecutive year that CommunicAsia has
taken place with a Victorian trade presence —
including Gordon Rich-Phillips, who also went to the
same mission. The other two issues that Mr Ondarchie
raises in a less than respectful manner I will take on
notice.
Supplementary question
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
supplementary question to the minister, who also
apparently has the respect agenda as part of his
portfolio, is: is it the direction of the Andrews
government therefore that the Premier and the member
for Footscray will lead the trade activities for the
government?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I will be taking that question
on notice.

Wicked Campers
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question today is for the minister representing the
Minister for Women and Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence. Wicked Campers has made a name
for itself renting campervans that display sexist, racist
and homophobic slogans that are out of touch with
Australian values and probably in breach of the law. In
2014 Wicked Campers promised to remove the slogans
in response to a petition signed by tens of thousands of
Australians. Two years later those slogans are still on
Wicked Campers campervans. Does the government
have any plans at all to ensure that Victorians, including
Victorian children, are not exposed to sexist, racist and
homophobic language on the side of commercial vans?
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Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. The
Greens-coalition alliance has deprived
Minister Jennings from being in this house for a period
of six months, something that I am very disappointed
with, and Ms Springle of course was one of the
members of the Greens party that supported that
suspension motion. I will be taking the member’s
question on notice, and I will provide her with a written
response.
Supplementary question
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for her non-answer. When will the
Andrews government act to protect women, children
and other vulnerable Victorians from hate slogans like
those seen on Wicked Campers campervans?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her supplementary
question. On a similar basis, I will take that
supplementary on notice and provide her with a written
response.

Animal welfare
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Agriculture. The RSPCA
has raided two properties this week which could only
be described as appalling, with dogs, cats and birds
stuck in small cages, in filthy conditions, underfed and
suffering a range of physical ailments due to those
conditions. Four deceased dogs were also found, and it
appears that one of the property owners is a registered
dog breeder who sells dogs online and has already been
banned from dog shows due to concerns about animal
welfare and sales. In answer to questions on notice
earlier this year from another member, the minister
indicated that the RSPCA has received more than
120 reports and that 35 suspected activities are
underway. How many raids has the RSPCA done on
properties like this?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Pennicuik for her interest in this issue and
indeed our work to crack down on puppy farms. I will
provide an answer to Ms Pennicuik in writing.
Supplementary question
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for her indication that she will
provide a written answer. My follow-up question is
with regard to the regulation of puppy farms in this
state, which has been an issue that has been debated in
this chamber for many years and one that I have been
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pursuing for a long time. The minister said in
November last year that she would bring legislation
into Parliament in the first half of this year to conclude
the work on puppy farms. Can the minister advise as to
when that legislation will be forthcoming?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank the member for her question. I will provide a
written response to that matter.

Medical treatment consent
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — My question is for the minister
representing the Minister for Mental Health,
Minister Mikakos. I have heard numerous reports of
electroconvulsive therapy, or ECT, being performed
without informed consent here in Victoria. It is a
mistake to assume that a person with a mental illness
cannot give informed consent. Can the minister address
the issue of why people in Victoria are being subjected
to ECT without informed consent?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Dr Carling-Jenkins for her
question. This is a matter that she has previously raised
in the house, and I do note her previous advocacy
around the issues of ECT, and at that time I was aware
that she was having some discussions with
Minister Foley regarding these particular matters. As
this matter relates to Minister Foley’s portfolio, I will
take that question on notice, and I am sure that
Minister Foley will be very happy to provide her with a
written response.
Supplementary question
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for taking this
question on notice. It is also my understanding that
children are being subjected to ECT without informed
consent here in Victoria, and I wonder if the minister
can also address the issue of why children in Victoria
are being subjected to ECT without informed consent.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Dr Carling-Jenkins for her
supplementary question. I will take that supplementary
question on notice as well, and the written response will
incorporate a response to both of those issues.

Game Management Authority
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — My question
today is for the Minister for Agriculture. It has come to
my attention that one or possibly more members of the
Game Management Authority (GMA) board have
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resigned. What is particularly disturbing about these
rumours is that the chair is one of them. It is not,
however, surprising given the events of past months,
when the GMA has been stepped over, ignored and
stifled by a government that has bent very easily to the
will of animal rights extremists. One reason which is a
suspected cause of this is the failure of the government
to sign off on the GMA’s action statement for the past
18 months, and it has left the authority floundering. Can
the minister confirm that the action plan has not been
signed off on and given to the GMA for
implementation?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Mr Young for his question and for his interest in
the work of the Game Management Authority.
Mr Young is correct in noting the resignation of the
chair, and I take the opportunity to thank Mr Hallam for
his significant contribution to the Game Management
Authority. He was a chair appointed by my predecessor
and was the inaugural chair of the Game Management
Authority, and he provided great leadership to that
organisation in its earliest days. I thank him for that,
and I am sure that his board would also recognise the
significant leadership that he has provided.
We will be commencing the recruitment process for a
new chair of the board, and I will look forward to no
doubt receiving a range of high-calibre applications
from people who are interested in the ongoing work of
the Game Management Authority.
In relation to Mr Young’s specific question about the
work plan for the Game Management Authority, I will
take that on notice and provide a written answer to
Mr Young.
Supplementary question
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for her answer. Mr Hallam has indeed done
some very fine work in the setting up of the GMA, and
he should be commended for that, but the minister will
now have to select a new chair for the board. I do look
forward to seeing who it is. I ask: how long will the
new chair have to wait to have this signed off, allowing
them to do their job?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Mr Young for his further question and interest in
this matter. The government will continue to work
closely with the board of the Game Management
Authority. The Game Management Authority has
indeed, through a really difficult duck hunting season
this year, provided advice that has been of great
assistance to the government in making decisions in
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some pretty challenging circumstances, given the dry
conditions in which duck hunters and indeed those who
are opponents of duck hunting have been operating.
This entire debate has occurred during the course of the
2016 season in that context. The Game Management
Authority’s advice is something that I certainly
appreciate and have in every instance relied upon.

Written responses
The PRESIDENT — Order! In respect of today’s
questions asked, I have Mr Rich-Phillips’s questions to
Ms Pulford, both substantive and supplementary;
Ms Crozier’s to Ms Mikakos, the substantive and
supplementary; Mr Ondarchie’s to Mr Dalidakis, the
substantive and the supplementary, and Mr Young’s to
Ms Pulford, the substantive and the supplementary. We
have been advised there will be written responses to
each of those, and as they are within ministers’
jurisdictions they are one day. Ms Springle’s questions
to Ms Mikakos, the substantive and the supplementary,
involve a minister in another place, so that is two days.
Dr Carling-Jenkins’s question, both the substantive and
the supplementary, also involves a minister in another
place, so that is also two days.
Ms Wooldridge — On a point of order, President,
could I put to you — and you may want to review the
Hansard — that in relation to the supplementary
question of my question no. 1 to the deputy leader,
which was actually about who had provided direction in
relation to the government taking all questions on
notice, there was not even an attempt to answer it in
Ms Pulford’s response. Therefore in my view she
should be asked to provide a written response.
The PRESIDENT — Order! All right. I will seek a
written response on the supplementary question to
Ms Pulford in regard to that matter.
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, President,
my point is in relation to a written response to a
question without notice that you directed Minister
Dalidakis to provide to me yesterday in relation to a
question on Telstra code clubs. The answer to the
substantive question, whilst is almost a direct lift from
the Telstra code club website, suffices. However, his
response to the supplementary question, which related
to how much money the government has invested in
code clubs, not unlike his earlier responses of ‘Look it
up on the website’, simply refers me to an annual
report — to go and look it up in an annual report. I ask
that the supplementary question be reinstated.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will consider that
further. I will have a look at that one.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
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CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS

Eastern Metropolitan Region

Eastern Metropolitan Region

Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. It comes as a result
of recent communication I have had with some
constituents of mine who live near Darebin Creek.
They have observed evidence of contamination of the
creek, including dead eels, dead carp and water of a
grey-brown colour. This is not the first case of
contamination of the creek. There have been several
cases of pollution of the creek over the years, the worst
being in 1991, when a damaged barrel of strychnine
found its way into the creek from a local factory. Since
then the creek has been turned orange by pollutants and
has had foam floating downstream on two occasions;
these incidents are suspected to have resulted from the
run-off from two local drains. I understand that the
Environment Protection Authority Victoria is currently
analysing the results of the dead eel, water and
sediment samples taken from the creek and will
communicate the results to the Darebin Creek
Management Committee. I ask: will the minister
commit to launching a full investigation into what led
to the creek’s contamination, what steps are being taken
to clean up the creek and what will be done to ensure
the creek remains safe into the future, considering the
potential risks associated with its proximity to an
industrial zone?

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is for the Treasurer. The member
for Eltham has talked in Parliament about and
publicised the $50 000 provided in the 2016–17 state
budget for the Research Country Fire Authority (CFA)
to extend its station. Constituents of mine were
surprised by the funding and do not know where it has
come from or what it funds. I ask the Treasurer: which
department and which program or funding stream is
this $50 000 allocated from for the Research CFA?
This is very important, because it is unclear where that
allocation is from — if it is from the emergency
services department and portfolio, if it is from Treasury
or if it is from elsewhere. It would be exceptionally
helpful to be able to understand the department and the
program or funding stream this funding is allocated
from.

Northern Metropolitan Region
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Veterans,
the Honourable John Eren. How will the 5000 Poppies
project help commemorate our veterans community
through its appearance at the prestigious Chelsea flower
and garden show in London? What contribution have
veterans from the northern suburbs made to Australia’s
various conflicts and peacekeeping operations, and
what projects have recently received or will receive
support in my region to help commemorate their
contribution?

Western Victoria Region
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Education.
Warrnambool College offers the only sporting pathway
program outside the major cities in Victoria. This is a
new initiative that aims to use the passion of sport to
engage and expand a student’s learning opportunities. It
is a partnership between Federation University
Australia in Ballarat, the school and a range of elite
local coaches and qualified fitness instructors. Because
of recent changes to school zoning in our region, this
excellent and sought-after program is only available to
students who live in the Warrnambool College zone. I
have had a number of families approach me regarding
this program and their inability to enrol their children at
Warrnambool College due to zoning. I ask the minister
to review the zoning requirements and investigate how
we can make this excellent program available to more
students in my area.

Southern Metropolitan Region
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Public Transport in
the other place. The environment effects statement
(EES) on the Melbourne Metro rail project was recently
released, and it includes extensive comment on tree
losses in relation to the project and in particular for the
Domain station precinct. In fact it states that 223 trees
will be lost. The report says, and I quote:
All trees within the St Kilda Road construction zone would be
removed.

But yesterday on ABC radio Evan Tattersall, the CEO
of the Melbourne Metro Rail Authority, said this was a
worst-case scenario only. I ask the minister: which is
it — is the EES right or is Mr Tattersall right?

Eastern Victoria Region
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — The matter I wish
to raise today is for the attention of the Minister for
Education, Mr Merlino, in the other place. It is a matter
that may in fact require him to work with the Minister
for Sport, Mr John Eren. It is in relation to the
Wonthaggi Amateur Basketball Association and the
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work it does to encourage people of all ages and
ability — boys, girls, men and women — to participate
in basketball in the area. The limited facilities in the
area require people to play shortened games and
provide them with little opportunity to practise and
improve their skills. There are also concerns in relation
to the way in which the facilities are not adequate to
support any level of competition in the area. This is
despite enormous community interest in this sport in an
area where often it is necessary to practise and to play
indoors, given the area’s often very rainy and inclement
weather. I ask the minister to provide information on
when and how funding can be provided to assist with
an upgrade to the basketball facilities in the area.

Eastern Victoria Region
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My constituency
question is directed to the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety. A constituent of mine from Bairnsdale has
contacted me frustrated with the black hole in this
year’s state budget for the renewal of the rail bridge
over the Avon River at Stratford in my electorate. My
question is: when will the renewal of the rail bridge at
Stratford take place? The Andrews government’s
Connecting Regional Victoria report spruiked a grand
plan for the next 20 years, including five rail services
between Bairnsdale and Melbourne per day. When in
government the Liberal-Nationals coalition increased
public transport services to Bairnsdale to five services
per day — three rail and two bus. At present a train
must slow to between 20 to 40 kilometres an hour to
travel over this antiquated bridge. My constituent
cannot understand why this bridge has not been funded
in the 2016–17 budget when the government is
boasting a $2.9 billion surplus.

Western Victoria Region
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My question
is for the Minister for Training and Skills, and it is in
relation to an announcement the minister made in my
electorate last Friday. In another welcome boost for
Gordon TAFE in Geelong, the minister announced that
$5 million of the Andrews government’s TAFE Rescue
Fund would go towards the $10 million redevelopment
of the Gordon’s city campus. The redevelopment will
include a new library, a student lab on the corner of
Little Malop Street and Latrobe Terrace, and an
upgrade to the Gordon’s building on the corner of
Latrobe Terrace and Gordon Avenue. I ask the
minister: when will work on this redevelopment begin,
and what is the expected time for its completion?
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Western Victoria Region
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My question
is for the Treasurer, and it is in relation to progressing
the proposed convention centre for Geelong. I raised in
this chamber in the last sitting week the proposal that
the government as an option could look at compulsory
acquisition of the Deakin University car park as a way
of progressing the deadlock that seems to have occurred
between the university and the government in relation
to the preferred site. Jane den Hollander, the
vice-chancellor of the university, has indicated in the
Geelong Indy that there has been no discussion with the
government in relation to the purchase of the site or in
fact a business plan for the convention centre, which I
find incredible. Peter Dorling, the chairman of the
Geelong planning authority, which sits under
Minister Wynne, says that his committee has not yet
made approaches to Deakin University in relation to the
site. It seems to be well supported by all stakeholders.
My question to the Treasurer is: why has the
government not made an approach to Deakin
University for the purchase of the car park as part of the
business plan for the convention centre?

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Local
Government. I refer the minister to her response to my
constituency question of 9 February 2016. While I am
grateful for the history lesson — and I find the
minister’s particular bent on recent events relating to
the government’s big lie to the Sunbury community
interesting to the say the least — her response in no
way answered my question or went anywhere near
doing so. I therefore ask again: what role did the
member for Broadmeadows in the Legislative
Assembly; the Labor councillor for Sunbury, Cr Ann
Potter; and/or the Australian Services Union play in the
decision to leave Sunbury shackled to the City of
Hume?

STATE TAXATION AND OTHER ACTS
AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — I was just
finishing up commenting on the overall position that we
find ourselves in, which is that the government is
prioritising a strong fiscal position and that expenditure
and revenue should be broadly balanced over the
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forward estimates. The government’s tax strategy has
that very much in mind.
Let me turn to the individual elements of this act. The
first is an increase in the foreign purchaser additional
duty to 7 per cent, up from 3 per cent, and an increase
in the absentee owners surcharge to 1.5 per cent, up
from 0.5 per cent. This is really about foreign
purchasers of residential real estate contributing their
fair share to the amenity and livability of our state. It is
critical to say up-front that no Victorians will pay these
surcharges. As Mr Barber indicated in his contribution,
this was a measure supported in last year’s
consideration of the budget and the tax bills, and it is
really a reasonable and appropriate increase in those
measures, very much keeping our level of taxation in
line with comparable jurisdictions — in fact below
many comparable jurisdictions. When you look at the
kind of levies imposed in some other jurisdictions, such
as Singapore and Hong Kong, the level imposed in
Victoria will be considerably lower.
I think it is important to flag that context, because what
we see here is a decision made by foreign purchasers
that has many dimensions to it. The level of taxes raised
at the point of transaction is just one of those. They will
look, for example, at the short, medium and long-term
expected returns. They will make their own minds up
about what they are likely to be in Victoria, but one
might imagine that in coming to a decision they would
take into account the likelihood of strong population
growth in Victoria. They might take into account the
fact that income growth in Australia and Victoria has
been relatively high compared to other OECD countries
over recent years. So one could imagine that some
foreign purchasers would in their minds have a number
of favourable conditions when they look at what they
might expect returns to be.
One would also imagine that foreign purchasers would
have in mind the very high level of quality of life in
Victoria, and they would have in mind the very high
quality of infrastructure in Victoria. Indeed this is one
of the reasons why we believe they should make a
greater contribution, given that they have not made a
contribution to the amenity and the infrastructure that
they are going to benefit from once they make their
purchase. They would also of course make the decision
in light of the fact that there are a number of risk and
diversification benefits from them entering the
Victorian market. A purchaser from another country
where there might be higher macro-economic and
sovereign risk issues would look to Victoria and see a
very low risk environment.
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There are many, many factors, and the transaction costs
are just one of them. That is why when we think about
the behavioural impacts we see that there is continued
very strong growth in the amount of transactions from
foreign sources, and this is not surprising, given that an
increase from zero to 3 per cent last year and zero to
0.5 per cent would not be a material negative factor in
the minds of most foreign investors. That is a
reasonable interpretation and that was borne out by the
data. So there is every reason to expect that going from
3 per cent to 7 per cent and 0.5 per cent to 1.5 per cent
will not have a material negative impact. To the extent
that we have data coming in, it suggests that there is
very strong continued interest from foreign purchasers.
So this is a very balanced and reasonable change in the
rate at which that particular tax is levied.
Now I do want to foreshadow a house suggested
amendment. That suggested amendment by the Council
will be formally moved by Minister Pulford, but I do
want to just briefly speak to it and, on behalf of the
minister, would ask that that be distributed throughout
the chamber for consideration by all members.
That house amendment will ensure that an unintended
consequence will not occur. The house amendment will
ensure that the definition of ‘residential property’ will
not include ‘commercial residential premises’ within
the meaning in the A New Tax System (Goods and
Services Tax) Act 1999. This will mean that premises
such as hotels, motels, serviced apartments and student
accommodation will not be captured by the duty
surcharge.
Government suggested amendments circulated for
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) by
Mr Mulino pursuant to standing orders.
Mr MULINO — The purchase of retirement
villages, residential care facilities and supported
residential services will also not be included. So the
sales of retirement village complexes are not treated as
commercial for GST; however, they are still
commercial undertakings and will not be captured
under the amended definition. The purchases of single
units of short-term accommodation, such as the
purchase of a room in a hotel that is leased back to the
hotel, are more akin to passive investments, and
therefore they will still be captured by the foreign buyer
duty surcharge.
I think it is important to acknowledge that we have
positively and constructively worked with stakeholders
in developing this amendment, and I think it adds to the
effectiveness of the bill and removes a potential
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unintended consequence, so I support that amendment
obviously in addition to supporting the bill as a whole.
I want to speak briefly about the change in the brown
coal royalty. I do want to get on the record right from
the start that a royalty is not a tax. A royalty represents
compensation for the permanent loss of non-renewable
commodities that the community owns. If one takes the
time to go to any standard definition of royalties and
taxes in any number of jurisdictions — I will not go
through the detail because I am down to 4 minutes and
54 seconds — there are any number of references to the
distinction between royalties and taxes. This is not an
unimportant distinction, because this is a community
asset. As other speakers have acknowledged, we are
incurring revenue that is far below comparable revenue
in other jurisdictions, and it just does not make sense. It
is not justifiable.
So what we are doing is taking a level of royalty in this
jurisdiction up to a level that is comparable and makes
more sense in relation to a non-renewable asset that the
owners of various large corporations are using for
commercial profit. There is no reason why they should
not pay a fair return to the Victorian community. The
royalty rate has not changed in a decade, and that does
not make sense.
I also want to briefly touch on some comments
Mr Rich-Phillips made in relation to the impact on
households. I do believe that these kinds of transitions
have to be done in a way that balances the impact on
the community and on households, and that is probably
why we are going to inevitably end up in the middle on
these matters — in between the coalition, which wants
to do almost nothing on climate change, and the
Greens, who, for example, will torpedo the emissions
trading scheme at federal level because they want
perfection or nothing. So, yes, we are the ones who
actually get things done.
When we look at the way the national electricity market
works, we see that energy is only one of the inputs to
coal-fired generation. There is also capital, there is
labour, and there is also the fact that the national
electricity market is very competitive at the generator
level, which is something Mr Barber spoke about at
length. There is also the fact that what is critical is the
impact that any charge has on the position of the
generator in the order of generators — the order in
which they enter production.
The advice that the Treasurer has received from
Treasury and Finance indicates that the impact of this
on the end user — and I do acknowledge that it is
important — is going to be something in the order of

2851

0.18 per cent. This was discussed by the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee. On a bill of, let us
say, $1000 — the average bill is a bit more than that, I
think — that is less than $2. We should put this in
context. This is an appropriate, balanced measure that
raises the level of revenue through royalties from a
sector that has not been paying its fair share for some
time, but it will not have an undue influence on end
household users of electricity.
Finally, in the remaining 2 minutes, I want to talk about
the very positive changes to payroll taxes. We are
reducing the burden on business, and that will have a
positive impact on employment and, I might say, a
positive impact on employment from a government
which has achieved already so much in employment —
a government which has been running an economy
where the unemployment rate has come down by over
1 percentage point. The Labor government inherited
6.9 per cent, and it has come down by over
1 percentage point from there, with over 100 000 jobs
created in Labor’s 18 months in government, which is
more than in the previous 4 years. What we have
proposed in this bill is that starting 1 July 2016, and
every year thereafter, the threshold will increase by
$25 000, ultimately lifting to $650 000.
There has not been an increase in the threshold for a
long time. Thanks to this change 2800 businesses will
no longer pay payroll tax. That is a significant reduction
in their administrative burden, quite apart from the
impact on their tax burden. In total 36 000 businesses in
Victoria that pay payroll tax will see a reduction in their
tax burden. This will create even more jobs than are
being created now.
This is in contrast to a government that only had one
measure on payroll tax in its whole four years in
government, which was to slice it in a very marginal
way from 4.9 per cent to 4.85 per cent, right at the end.
Those opposite talk big; they are very good at talking
big, but they did not do much when they actually had
control of the levers.
Finally, we are also reinforcing our commitment to
apprentices and trainees by giving a payroll tax
exemption for wages paid to displaced apprentices and
trainees. This is a very significant bill and it is part of a
very significant budget, a budget that was well received
by all sectors throughout the economy. The investments
in infrastructure and the investments in social services
were very well received, and this underpins that by
ensuring that our fiscal position is strong and our
expenditure and our revenue are broadly in balance
over the forward estimates. I commend this bill to the
house.
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Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Today I welcome the opportunity to talk about the State
Taxation and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2016 and to
follow the sacrificial lamb of the government,
Mr Mulino, who has had to stand up and be an
apologist for its mismanagement of this state. It is
interesting in relation to a bit of legislation that has
come as a result of the predatory period around
constructing the budget, the announcement of the
budget itself by the Treasurer and this bill passing
through the lower house that here today, when the
house of review is due to finalise its commitments to
the State Taxation and Other Acts Amendment Bill
2016, we get at the very last minute, at the death knell,
a range of amendments.
This is a government that you would suspect had been
in the budget preparation period since probably about
September or October last year, if not before. It has
gone through the whole process of constructing the
budget, selling it internally and giving all the bad news
to Victorians, particularly affected groups, on what
money they are not going to get. It has gone through the
Legislative Assembly, where the government voted in
favour of it, and then at the very last minute it said,
‘Actually, we got some things wrong, and here are
some amendments’. It is amateur hour in the Daniel
Andrews Labor government. This is a government that
clearly has no fiscal responsibility and no fiscal
expertise. To bring in this series of amendments, which
we will deal with in the committee stage, at this last
moment is just another example of how Victorians are
suffering under a bunch of people who cannot manage
money.
What does this bill do? It increases the land transfer
duty — the stamp duty surcharge — on the purchase of
residential property by foreign purchasers and increases
the land surcharge on absentee owners. It increases the
threshold for the royalty payment on the production of
lignite brown coal, which is expected to raise about
$252 million in additional revenue over the four years
from 1 January 2017. As I said, it increases the land tax
payable by foreign absentee owners from 0.5 per cent
to 1.5 per cent — a threefold increase. That measure
will take effect from 1 January next year. It will raise
about $112 million over four years.
I want to take us back to what the now Premier said in
his last days, as it turned out, as opposition leader to
Channel 7 news. This Labor Premier was asked by
Peter Mitchell of Channel 7 news in a live interview on
the steps of Parliament House on the night before the
election, ‘Do you promise here tonight that if you are
Premier, you will not increase any taxes or charges or
introduce any new taxes or charges?’, or words to that
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effect. The now Premier looked down the barrel of the
camera from the steps of Parliament House, a house
that Victorians should be able to look at and trust, and
with all the rhetoric and false sincerity he could
muster — and we know he is good at that — he said, ‘I
make that promise, Peter, to every single Victorian’.
That was the promise he made on the night before the
election. It is not that long ago because the government
keeps talking about that day. That was the promise: no
new taxes and no increases in taxes. Yet when we look
at this bill it is quite evident that the Premier says one
thing but does another.
This bill increases the surcharge on land transfer duty,
known as stamp duty, from 3 per cent to 7 per cent.
This surcharge is payable by a foreign purchaser who
acquires a land interest in residential property. This
measure is forecast to raise $374 million over four
years. That will make opportunities for property
investment less attractive when compared to the other
states of Australia. One could easily surmise that this
added new tax that the Premier said we would never
have will have a net effect on investment in this state,
on construction in this state and, most importantly, on
jobs in this state — jobs for every Victorian who wants
a job. This government is falling well behind.
We are yet to hear a plan for what the government is
going to do for the automotive manufacturing workers
whose plants will shut from September this year
through to December the following year. There is no
plan for jobs. What is the government going to do for
the supply chain that services and provides to those
automotive manufacturers? What is it going to do for
the ancillary services that supply to both the supply
chain and the manufacturers themselves? What is it
going to do for the mums and dads who have
mortgaged their homes to build a cafe in an industrial
estate to service those industries that will not be there
any longer? There is no plan.
What is it going to do for the families that run courier
businesses, taking products from manufacturers to
suppliers or vice versa? What is it going to do for those
people? What is it going to do for the families that rely
on the income of parents who cut the lawns outside the
manufacturing companies, who will not have their jobs
any longer? There is no jobs plan. It is just rhetoric. It
comes back to the exact point that the Premier made to
Peter Mitchell that night on the steps of Parliament
House. He said he would not do something, and he has
done quite the opposite.
I wonder if the Country Fire Authority volunteers in
this state feel a bit aggrieved by that sort of promise as
well. The Premier said he would support volunteers.
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Clearly he has taken his union mates over those
volunteers. It goes to the point of who is running this
state — is Peter Marshall running this state, is Luke
Hilikari running this state? — because the Premier will
not stand up for 60 000 volunteers in this state.
There is an increase on brown coal and property taxes.
This represents just a standard tax grab by a
government that said it would not do it, and this will
have a net effect.
Mr Mulino — It is a royalty.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I do credit Mr Mulino with
some intelligence. He knows that the increase on brown
coal is going to have a net effect on electricity prices;
he knows that. Despite his rhetoric about a national
electricity market, it is going to have an effect on
electricity prices, and who pays for that? Ordinary
working families and small business will pay for that.
This is going to have an effect on household
expenditure, and it is going to have an effect on small
business, and the government is in absolute denial. The
government has not taken any modelling which shows
that this tax will have an appropriate positive effect on
this state. It just represents another broken promise by
Labor. Today it charges up its sacrificial lamb in
Mr Mulino to be an apologist for it, and to some degree
that is unfair.
What is interesting is that this is a government that is
totally underwhelming Victorians — totally. There is a
reason to be concerned about this government. This
new carbon tax, this new mining tax, by this
government is going to hurt Victorian investment. It is
going to hurt Victorian jobs. I am still waiting for the
government to stand up for employees that will be
affected by this tax grab by the government. It is a
budget of broken promises. It does put into the history
books the fact that Tim Pallas will be the highest taxing
Treasurer in this state’s history. But it is not just the
government that is the beneficiary of these taxes. When
we see the wages increase going to public servants and
going to unions, we know what this money is being
used for.
I have to say to members, as we go through the
construction of this bill today, there is no greater
example of this government’s mismanagement than its
capacity to increase taxes when it is running out of
money. Government members talk about a surplus in
this state. This is the same surplus that was left for them
by the former Treasurer, Michael O’Brien in the
Legislative Assembly. So when the Treasurer quotes
the surplus in this state and what it looks like over the
forward period, it is simply the money that was left for
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him by Michael O’Brien. This is a government that
clearly does not care for Victorian workers and a
government that does not care for small business.
And the silence we get from ministers in this place
when they are asked direct questions that affect our
constituents, our Victorians, our small businesses — the
silence we get by way of protest because Mr Jennings is
not at the table — is embarrassing for this Parliament.
Clearly the government cannot operate in this place
without Mr Jennings. Clearly government members fall
away very quickly in terms of skill and ability —
Mr Finn — There’s not much there.
Mr ONDARCHIE — as Mr Finn says by way of
interjection. This bill, which we will have a strong look
at in committee — hopefully today if the government
wishes to do that — needs some examination. Those
amendments need some examination, and I look
forward to doing that in the committee stage.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise to make a contribution to the State
Taxation and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2016. This is
one of the bills that forms part of the budget cluster. It
provides the funding for the government’s activities, for
the community’s activities; it is an important bill in that
sense. But this bill this year sets new heights in terms of
taxation. Not only, as in most years, do we see record
levels of taxation taken from the community but on this
occasion that surge in taxation reaches new heights.
Stamp duty has gone up — $1.6 billion, in just one
year; insurances taxes are up 6.3 per cent; and the land
tax take is increasing by 28.3 per cent. These are
massive increases and historically large surges in
taxation by this government. It is not as though this
government is spending the money wisely; in many
cases we have seen it squander money in a number of
areas, particularly areas like the wasted $1.1 billion
with respect to the east–west link. We have seen a lack
of focus on good outcomes.
My points today relate to the property industry and
relate particularly to the construction sector and what is
occurring through this budget. It is very clear that
property is being taxed to the hilt and the
competitiveness of Victorian businesses and housing
affordability for families will be hit very directly. This,
I put on record at the start, is not an argument about
shifting the balance of taxes. One argument that we
hear in the community is that you might increase taxes
on property but you would remove equivalent amounts
of taxes elsewhere in the system. That is not what is
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going on here. These new and extraordinary surges in
property taxes are being built onto the base of all those
other taxes as well.
I think it is important to look at what these new taxes
are doing and at the significance of what will occur
here. We are seeing the absentee landowner surcharge
increase significantly again — from 0.5 per cent to
1.5 per cent from the 2017 land tax year. We are seeing
the land transfer duty surcharge on foreign buyers go
from 3 per cent to 7 per cent, and this will have a
number of effects. I will come back to and say
something about that shortly. We also see in this budget
the announcement of a State Revenue Office (SRO)
land tax compliance program.
We know that the State Revenue Office is a very
difficult beast in terms of the fairness with which it
operates, the way in which it collects and the sharpness
of its focus on many taxpayers. Budget paper 3, at
page 117, states:
The State Revenue Office will undertake compliance
programs involving the land tax principal place of residence
exemption, foreign purchaser additional duty, absentee owner
surcharge, undeclared changes in the composition of business
partnerships that own land …

For a long time the SRO has been chasing land-rich
entities, often with erroneous enthusiasm, which is
occasionally knocked out in court. That has been a
pattern. The State Revenue Office has come back again
and again to this chamber wanting more powers and
more ability to crack down on those who hold land,
particularly in undeclared trusts.
The quote continues:
Anomalies identified will be further investigated by the State
Revenue Office and taxpayers will be assisted to improve
compliance.

That is sort of Orwellian speak for, ‘We’re going to
crack down and make you pay more’.
It is important also to note that a further brown coal
royalty will be put on. The royalty rate will be increased
threefold from 1 January 2017. This is a significant hit
on energy costs for families and for businesses across
the state, and it will hit the competitiveness of Victoria.
It is important to put on record those initiatives that the
government is taking that will hit a number of key land
tax payers.
I also want to particularly pay attention to a number of
the commentaries that have been made around this
budget by key groups in the community. I know that
many in the property sector are concerned. Asher
Judah, from the Property Council of Australia, put this
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out in a very clear article on 28 May in the ‘Domain’
section of the Age. I am going to quote from his article
headed ‘New property taxes put Victoria’s standing in
global economy at risk’. He said:
The state government’s decision last month to increase stamp
duty and land tax surcharges on foreign investors has put
Victoria on the global map for all the wrong reasons.

I note that New South Wales may be about to match
Australia, and I think it is important to look at the
context in which this is happening — a crackdown by
the federal government and a full implementation of the
current law by the federal government, something that
people support. The article continues:
Our state has a long history of successfully opening itself up
to much-needed foreign investment.

Mr Judah goes on:
When we needed to pay down state debt in the 90s, it was
foreign investment that bought —

a number of key assets. He goes on to say:
Victoria’s new foreign investor taxes are a backward step that
threatens our engagement with the global economy. Sadly, it
is not the beginning of something positive as one might
imagine. Instead, it will lead to weaker jobs growth, more
expensive housing and a diminished international reputation.

He says — and I think there is some validity in some of
the points he makes here:
These taxes are built upon three pervasive falsehoods.
The first fiction underpinning these taxes is the belief that
they will help make housing more affordable.

In fact he points out that that will have the opposite
effect, because the new taxes are designed to give locals
an edge — and I think the government has spoken to
that effect — over foreign investors when they
compete. He continues:
The key problem with this objective is that the policy actually
achieves the opposite.
Take Melbourne’s inner city apartment market. If you impose
a $45 500 tax on new apartments in a market where 40 per
cent of purchases are foreigners, you won’t be tilting the
playing field in favour of locals; you will risk derailing the
entire market. The reason for this is simple. When you make
an investment product more expensive, fewer people invest in
it.

I think there will be an effect very similar to the one he
describes. He says:
Foreign investors comprise 30 to 60 per cent of apartment
tower pre-commits. If you undermine that interest, fewer
towers will be built. Fewer towers mean scarcer housing
stock.
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So there are planning changes that have been made by
the current government that will reduce the supply of
towers coming through, particularly in the central city
and also, in a strategically flawed move, in the precinct
around Fishermans Bend. He continues:

type being amended due to blunders by the Treasurer
and his people. Those things need to be on the record
and on the record very clearly — that things are still not
right. It is still catching people and groups it was not
intended to catch. Mr Judah says:

The second problem is the perception that these taxes are an
effective method for controlling Asian investment in
Victorian real estate. The reality of this policy, however, is
something very different.

In the end, the most important question the Victorian
community needs to ask itself is whether it is ready for the
21st century or not. With the world’s attention fixed upon us,
now is not the time to be doubting our long-term commitment
to the global economy.

The taxes which have been introduced are not just
discouraging Asian investment; they are also harming
Canadian pension funds, American manufacturers and
German retailers.

He makes the point clearly that the Melbourne
Convention and Exhibition Centre, Boeing and Aldi are
all providing business investment and have done so
with the support of previous governments. Today, he
says, we ‘tax them for setting up shop’. I think there is
legitimate point that is being made here and that there is
a risk in the long run that what looks like an easy tax —
and is in many respects a popular tax — will actually
have an effect on the property sector and the overall
supply of property and also have an effect on the
business sector, where investment is an important part
of long-term job creation. Mr Judah says:
As things stand now, dozens of property transactions across
the state are being reconsidered or cancelled.

That is true anecdotally. Moving around the property
industry, that is what people are saying. He continues:
The final myth about these taxes is the belief that only
foreigners will pay for them. This is stubbornly incorrect.

Mr Judah points out:
Due to mistakes in the legislation and the unwillingness of the
State Revenue Office to make clear rulings on regulatory
issues, Australian tenants and corporations are forced to pay
these taxes despite solid assurances that they wouldn’t.

That is also anecdotally what we are hearing — that a
number of Australian investors and a number of key
groups are in fact being stung by these taxes when
clearly that was not the intent of the Treasurer or the
intent of the Parliament. I think people should be very
concerned about that. Mr Judah goes on to say:
The inconvenient truth is, foreign investor taxes hurt
Victorian businesses because the taxes haven’t been
implemented properly.

This is a Treasurer who struggled with the
implementation of these new taxes. We heard that last
year. There had to be changes made — for the first
time. I have been in this Parliament for 20 years, and I
do not remember another general state tax bill of that

There is no question that the signal that has been sent
out of Victoria with a number of these changes is
significantly negative. I have spoken to overseas
investors, and that is what they say. I do not say that
lightly. Other states also see this. The Gold Coast
Bulletin recently carried an article headed ‘“Open for
business” charm offensive planned to bring disgruntled
Victorian developers to Gold Coast’. Queensland
authorities are rolling out the red carpet to attract
investment and Victorian developers. It is very
significant that places elsewhere in Australia are seeing
an opportunity, and there is, I think, real risk in that.
It is also important to place on the record the risk that a
number of these changes bring. There have already
been federal changes. There are massive planning
changes under this government which are having a
significant impact and slowing development and
slowing investment, particularly in central areas of
Melbourne. Then you also have the decisions by the
federal government to crack down, correctly, and apply
the law as it is.
It is also important to see this in the context of the
Australian Prudential Regulation Authority (APRA)
and the recent changes APRA has made in its
advisories to various lenders. One of the better
discussion papers on this matter is a paper from
18 March this year from a Macquarie University
financial risk day in Sydney written by Heidi Richards,
the general manager, industry analysis, at the Australian
Prudential Regulation Authority, titled A prudential
approach to mortgage lending. It might be dry reading,
but it is actually a very interesting read to understand
what is happening. Ms Richards looked closely at what
is happening and what has happened over recent times
with the share of loan approvals, particularly investor
approvals. It is worth noting the use that is made by
APRA of loan-to-value ratios and some of the scenarios
and stress testing that APRA has undertaken with a
number of our lending institutions.
It is important in this context to see the encouragement
to not lend to such high ratios. I am not arguing that this
is the wrong approach. I am arguing that there is in fact
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a genuine risk that we face right now and in the
forthcoming months that the changed practices here
will have an impact on those off-the-plan products
bought by people, particularly foreign investors, who
are now disadvantaged by the APRA changes. What I
think is at risk of occurring relates to the sharper
arrangements that have been put in place by APRA. I
quote from page 5 of the paper by Ms Richards in
which she refers to authorised deposit-taking
institutions (ADIs) and the loan-to-value ratio (LVR):
More recently, APRA’s initiative to rein in growth in the
investor segment of the market has prompted a number of
ADIs to use LVR caps as a lever to reduce loan approvals in
this segment.

They have been successful in reducing the number of
loans. However, there is a significant hangover, and this
I think risks being a real issue for metropolitan
Melbourne. Where those who have put down payments
on off-the-plan properties now come to settle two years
later and the lending arrangements, particularly with
Australian banks, have in fact been tightened, there will
be a difficulty.
In conclusion, I will make some very sharp points.
There is some risk — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Time has
expired.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Ordered to be committed later this day.

TRANSPORT (COMPLIANCE AND
MISCELLANEOUS) AMENDMENT
(PUBLIC SAFETY) BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 June; motion of
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade).
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise to speak
on the Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous)
Amendment (Public Safety) Bill 2016. This bill seems
innocuous on first sight. It repeals a historical artefact
from law. In ordinary circumstances, this chamber
would rightly approve such a bill with brief
consideration due to it. Yet this bill, as modest as it is in
length, opens up complex issues. This bill is being
rammed through Parliament by the government with a
sense of urgency. If only the government had applied a
sense of urgency to the disruption happening to the taxi
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industry in this state, we would not find ourselves in the
predicament we are in today.
Ridesharing services have been in Melbourne for
several years and were well established by the time the
Labor Party came to power in 2014. Since that time all
we have seen on the part of members of this
government have been a few public utterances on how
they want to consult stakeholders in the industry and a
quarterly stakeholder meeting, with too little progress
between sittings. There has been absolutely no
indication of a time line for introducing ridesharing
legislation and regulation, with words like ‘imminent’
and ‘soon’ bandied about. There have been no
regulations established to provide guidance to
ridesharing platforms, leaving consumers and drivers in
a legal grey zone in relation to appropriate and
important protections. There has been no public
indication of establishing industry-wide agreement on
transitional arrangements, preserving hail and rank
rides for taxis and compensation for taxidrivers and
operators. Instead of being proactive and establishing a
regulatory framework for ridesharing, the government
abdicated responsibility to the courts.
Ridesharing can work in other jurisdictions. I am going
to turn for a moment to describe a couple of
jurisdictions that have successfully regulated
ridesharing. I turn first to the ACT, where we see a
successful Greens-Labor government. In relation to
ridesharing, it has managed to regulate there for
mandatory driver medical assessments, minimum
driver training requirements, vehicle inspection by
government-accredited inspectors, specific compulsory
third-party insurance and property insurance. When we
look at taxis in the ACT, we see it has managed there to
regulate reduced fees of 75 per cent, a reduction of
existing regulatory requirements and retaining sole
access to rank and hail markets, and the disabled taxi
scheme remains in place, providing subsidised fares.
I turn now to what is happening in South Australia,
another jurisdiction that has managed to regulate
successfully for ridesharing, which becomes effective
on 1 July this year. In South Australia there is a $1 levy
per ride across platforms to fund a compensation
arrangement for taxi plate owners and drivers; a flat
annual licence fee of $85, with hire car limousines
reduced to the same licence fee; and safety and
insurance checks for ridesharing. In terms of the taxis
and how they are treated in that state, there is an
$80 million compensation fund funded by that $1 levy;
$30 000 compensation per plate; a higher tariff for taxi
fares on Friday and Saturday nights, recognising that
there are workplace safety issues at those times; and a
general taxi fare increase.
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It is not clear what the government hoped to achieve
through letting the Brenner case take its course, but it is
now clear it did not go as the government had planned
and as a result we have this rushed legislative
intervention. The government has claimed it urgently
needs to repeal section 159 of the Transport
(Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983 to provide
certainty to taxi industry regulators so that they can
ensure that drivers who lose their accreditation are
barred from driving a commercial passenger vehicle.
Yet we know that there are 11 cases before the courts
where UberX drivers have been charged with providing
commercial passenger services without the
accreditation and licensing expected of a taxi services
provider.
If we look at the state of play as it currently stands after
the decision by His Honour Judge Chettle, it would
seem that in terms of the progression of section 159 a
de-accredited driver who takes the decision to continue
to drive may be prosecuted by the Taxi Services
Commission and may take defence using section 159 as
the mechanism to do so. There are a lot of ifs, buts and
maybes in that. I have not even taken the time to talk
about the number of passengers who might have been
in that vehicle and whether they in fact were charged
separate and distinct fares, which shows what lack of
clarity there is around this matter.
It is clear that the taxi industry regulators have used
power bestowed under the Transport (Compliance and
Miscellaneous) Act to penalise ridesharing providers. In
the absence of a regulatory framework for ridesharing,
the repeal of section 159 will keep this path open for
attacks on ridesharing providers, and many more
UberX drivers and other rideshare providers may find
themselves in the dock. The Greens are concerned that
the repeal of section 159 will again make ridesharing
illegal in Victoria. We care about the safety of all
passengers — taxi and ridesharing passengers — and
that is what makes regulation of ridesharing even more
important. We note that the Director of Public
Prosecutions will be appealing the decision of His
Honour Judge Chettle. The Greens are concerned that
this is an attempt to keep ridesharing in a legal grey
zone and foist uncertainty onto the people who use it.
In its 19 months of existence this government has failed
to put a bill before the house to address the urgent
regulatory shortcomings in this sector. It has failed to
provide certainty to the thousands of passengers that
use ridesharing services each week. It has failed to
provide certainty to the many drivers that have invested
their own capital in vehicles to start their own
businesses as ridesharing providers. It has failed to do
anything proactive about the unstoppable disruption to
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the regulated monopoly of the taxi service industry. It is
a perverse debate that we are concerned about
taxidrivers and their accreditation while rideshare
drivers are not required by regulation to hold any
accreditation.
The Greens are well aware of the complexity of the
issues. We know that passenger choice, passenger and
driver safety, workers rights and fairness for drivers in
the taxi and ridesharing industry are equally important.
With each day passing that this state lacks a negotiated
agreement on taxi services the ridesharing market will
grow and the taxi industry will be weaker. The Labor
government has not given this Parliament a solid time
frame for the introduction of the legislative framework
for ridesharing. It has not outlined the principles that
would apply to such a legislative framework. Its record
in the area of taxi services is poor.
In this light the repeal of section 159 of the Transport
(Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983 can only be
seen as a retrograde step hurriedly designed to preserve
a blunt instrument with which to attack providers of
ridesharing services. I will of course explore these
matters further in the committee of the whole.
The Victorian Greens therefore oppose this bill.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am
pleased to speak on behalf of the opposition in relation
to the Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous)
Amendment (Public Safety) Bill 2016. At the outset I
say that the opposition does not oppose the bill, as
articulated by the public transport spokesperson for the
coalition in the other place, Mr Hodgett, on behalf of
the opposition, and I just want to reiterate some of the
points that Mr Hodgett made.
This bill is being rushed through the Parliament this
week. As I understand from my discussions with
Mr Hodgett and from reading his contribution to the
debate in the other place, he received a call from the
minister on Monday night at around 9.30 and was told
that this is an urgent matter of public safety. So the
opposition does not oppose this bill on the basis of what
the minister said and the advice she has given to the
opposition. We are acting in good faith in taking the
minister at her word, because I have to say that neither
the statement of compatibility in the name of
Ms Pulford, the minister at the table, nor the
second-reading speech really articulate the public safety
issue to be addressed.
To pick up some of the remarks made in the other place
and also by the previous speaker in this current debate,
what an absolute shambles. Here we are. The minister
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has been sitting on a report for 15 months in relation to
the regulation of Uber. Other jurisdictions have done it.
Even the ACT has managed to — —
Mr Barber — A Greens-Labor government.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Even with a Greens-Labor
government, Mr Barber, it has managed to do it. You
have to worry when the Greens-Labor coalition
government of the ACT is showing this government up
for not doing anything. That is an indictment if ever I
heard an indictment. It is an absolute indictment if ever
I heard one when the Greens-Labor coalition ACT
government is showing this government up.
This is from the minister that has overseen the V/Line
crisis and that has made so many mistakes when it
comes to public transport. The revelations in today’s
press that the Premier has not bothered to meet with
Uber and that the minister has only met with Uber on, I
think, one occasion is very disappointing, because as
Melbourne grows by 100 000 people per year, as our
population grows across Victoria and there is more and
more pressure on our infrastructure, we need more
choice. We need more choice when it comes to
transport options and we need a level playing field. We
need regulation in the marketplace, and I would
welcome the minister or any government speakers
addressing the issue.
Rather than having a stopgap bill to address a particular
issue arising from a court case that was presented to the
opposition on a Monday night before a sitting week as
urgent for public safety reasons, when are we actually
going to see the bill that addresses the macro issue here
and sets out the framework to regulate ridesharing and
addresses these other issues?
Indeed out of frustration the Standing Committee on
Economy and Infrastructure that my colleague
Mr Morris chairs has commenced an inquiry into this
issue to try to generate some action from the
government. Indeed Ms Patten has introduced her bill.
While the government flounders, flaps about and does
nothing, the opposition and members of the
crossbenches are undertaking activity — while the
government creates a vacuum. We as an opposition
take at face value the public safety issues raised by the
government, and that is why we will not oppose this
legislation, but I would call on government members to
clarify when we will see legislation introduced into the
Parliament to address the issue of regulating
ridesharing.
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I quote an email that Mr Kitschke of Uber sent to all
members of the Legislative Council:
Yesterday the minister was asked in the house to confirm that
she would engage with Uber and meet — the minister did not
respond to this.
Yesterday the minister was asked to confirm if the Premier
had ever met with Uber and if he intended to. The minister
would not respond to this.
The minister said yesterday no Australian jurisdiction had
legislation for ridesharing. The minister is wrong. The ACT
has passed legislation, the Tasmanian lower house has passed
legislation, the NSW government has introduced ridesharing
legislation and on 1 July the governments of South Australia
and Western Australia will have regulations in place.

He also seeks undertakings from the government. I ask
government speakers to respond to these propositions:
an agreement not to proceed with an appeal to the Brenner
matter;
a commitment that if the repeal of section 159, if it proceeds,
will not have retrospective operation; and
a suspension of all prosecutions and all enforcement activity
until there is a decision by government and a clear pathway
for reform.

They are legitimate questions to pose, and I again ask
government members to respond specifically to those
three questions and ask whether the Premier has found
time in his busy diary since his return from the US to
make a time to meet with Uber.
With those words, let me just recap. This minister, the
Minister for Public Transport, has overseen a range of
blunders, issues and inactivity. Apart from the V/Line
crisis that affected my constituents so greatly and those
of Mr Morris — and I acknowledge his advocacy for
his constituents on that issue — this lack of action on
the regulation of ridesharing is having a detrimental
impact on our economy. It is having a detrimental
impact on the perception of Victoria as a place to do
business, having a detrimental impact on consumers
who are asking for choice and having a detrimental
impact on people in industry who are seeking
regulatory certainty and an appropriate regulatory
framework so that all players in this space know where
they stand.
While this bill may pass this place — I will not
pre-empt that — it deals with one issue arising from a
court case and does nothing for the broader issue of
regulation in this space. The time for action is now. Let
me also reiterate that point, to pick up some of the
interjections from earlier. If the Labor-Greens coalition
government in the ACT can do this, why cannot Daniel
Andrews?
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Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak briefly to the Transport (Compliance and
Miscellaneous) Amendment (Public Safety) Bill 2016. I
have to say that I am pretty cynical about this bill, and I
also think that the community is very cynical about it.
The bill has been touted, to use a taxi word, as a public
safety bill. We have been told that it is urgent and that if
we do not pass it immediately, we will have rapists
driving taxis and public safety will be `at imminent risk
due to section 159 — a section of the act that has been
in there for over 70 years and that has not been noticed
up until now. Now that it has been used as a defence in
a ridesharing case, it is all of a sudden of urgent
importance to repeal it on grounds of public safety and
not of ridesharing.
Frankly the community does not believe that, and I do
not believe that. This is actually about trying to stop
ridesharing and trying to prevent it from being
regulated. This bill will not stop ridesharing, but it will
stop regulation. This does not provide a plan. In fact in
all of this government members have not spoken at all
about what they plan to do with ridesharing, except for
supposedly trying to fine it out of existence and trying
constantly to fine the drivers.
I had to take it with a grain of salt when the Taxi
Services Commission (TSC) told me that it could not
press charges against anyone ever. In fact the TSC said
it could not even do its job of monitoring and ensuring
that suspended drivers, or refused drivers, were not
driving — that it could not do anything, that its hands
were tied until this legislation was passed and that then
it could get back to the job of monitoring and managing
the TSC. At this point the commission has now closed
the books and is not doing anything. Its inspectors are
not going out and are sitting in the office with nothing
else to do, because section 159 has not been repealed
and, until we do so, the streets are not safe, and neither
are taxis, hire cars or limousines. They are not safe until
section 159 is repealed.
It is interesting to note that section 159 is historically
part of a ridesharing part of the act. Ridesharing was
very popular at the beginning of last century. In San
Francisco in particular it was so popular that the
streetcar owners felt that they were losing business to
ridesharing. So guess what they did? They colluded
with government to close down ridesharing, and it
disappeared until World War II, when it was in the best
interests of government to promote ridesharing because
of rationing of petrol and the like, so it started putting
up posters. The government was actively promoting
ridesharing. There is one particular poster that took my
eye which says, ‘When you ride alone, you ride with
Hitler’. This was its promotion for ridesharing. After
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World War II the government again cracked down on
ridesharing.
Mr Barber — Because Hitler was dead.
Ms PATTEN — Well, Hitler was finished; that is
right. As I said, when it is in the government’s interests,
the government is right behind ridesharing. In the 1970s
governments actively promoted ridesharing. Because of
air pollution and congestion on the roads, governments
were trying to promote ridesharing. These are very
good reasons for us to be supporting ridesharing now.
This legislation is not going to stop ridesharing, it is not
going to protect drivers and it is not going to protect
passengers. The bill I introduced yesterday will go
some way to doing that, and it will go some way to
defining ridesharing and to actively regulating who can
be involved in ridesharing. For the government’s
interest, I also hope it will carve out the definition of a
rideshare facilitator so possibly they can be taxed. I
suspect that once the government can get money from a
ridesharing facilitator, its members will be much more
interested in regulating ridesharing.
I would encourage people to look into the history of
ridesharing. It is very interesting, and it is very
interesting to see government’s involvement in it and
support for it when it was in the interests of
government. But right now, when the government does
not know what to do about the taxi industry,
government members are almost washing their hands of
it. They are not supporting ridesharing, not supporting
regulation and not keeping passengers and drivers safe,
which they could do.
I hope that over the next couple of weeks in this
conversation government members could see fit to
support my bill, which does carve out and set up a
framework so that we can regulate ridesharing in a very
modern and progressive way, in a way that is different
from the ACT and South Australian regulation and in a
way that would uniquely match the needs of Victoria
and would enable the government not only to regulate it
but also to receive some income from it.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I rise to make
my contribution to the Transport (Compliance and
Miscellaneous) Amendment (Public Safety) Bill 2016.
By way of beginning my contribution, I would also like
to comment on the fact that this has been an
exceptionally rushed bill, which I think is symbolic and
emblematic of the shambolic government that we have
opposite, which is rather unfortunate.
Mr O’Donohue has already stated that the coalition will
have a not-oppose position on this particular bill, but I
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would like to take up some of the points that have
already been made with regard to the importance of
ensuring that ridesharing in Victoria can be properly
regulated. I would like to congratulate all the members
of the Standing Committee on the Economy and
Infrastructure for having the foresight to inquire into
what needs to be done to ensure that ridesharing here in
Victoria can be properly regulated. This is not just a
case of trying to look after ridesharing companies,
whether it be Uber, goCatch or others, but also a case of
ensuring that there is a framework that is going to be
supportive of the taxi industry as well.
Currently we have all losers here in Victoria as a result
of the non-action of this Labor government with regard
to what is happening. I feel that at the moment we have
a government that is closing its eyes to the fact that
ridesharing is occurring here in Victoria, in Australia
and indeed throughout the world. It is something that is
here, and it is here to stay. It is terribly unfortunate that
the government has not taken any action whatsoever to
regulate this important industry. What we are seeing
with many of the disruptive economies that are
occurring throughout the world is that governments
need to respond and respond quickly to ensure that the
best interests of the community are looked after in these
scenarios. We have seen it with Airbnb and other
accommodation-sharing services that some action has
been taken by this government. However, with
ridesharing there has been absolutely no action
whatsoever.
I do note that in today’s Herald Sun there is an article
that says:
Out of the six meeting requests, Mr Andrews has only replied
once — last month, telling Uber his ‘diary is full’.
‘The Hon Daniel Andrews MP has asked us to relay his
sincere thanks for extending him an invitation for an urgent
meeting. Regrettably the Premier is unable to meet with you
at this stage as he is currently overseas and his diary is full on
his return’, a letter seen by the Herald Sun says.

I do wonder who it is that Mr Andrews has been so
busy meeting with. I wonder if it is representatives of
the United Firefighters Union (UFU), whether it be
Mr Marshall or others, trying to work out the very best
way to sell out the Country Fire Authority, one of the
most remarkable volunteer organisations, not only in
Australia but in the world. It is urgent that the
government take some action to ensure that the
community’s best interests are looked after with regard
to ridesharing. As I said previously, ridesharing is
certainly here to stay and needs to be appropriately
regulated.
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I suppose that with the minister who is currently
looking after public transport here in Victoria we
should not be surprised, because what we have seen
under the leadership of Jacinta Allan here in the state of
Victoria is chaos and disruption. Indeed the V/Line
service that Mr O’Donohue referred to earlier has been
in a shambolic state really since the Labor Party
decided that it was going to launch its regional rail link
timetable. From the very beginning of the rollout of that
timetable, train services across regional Victoria were
in absolute disarray, whichever line it might have been.
On the Geelong, the Ballarat or whichever line it was
that we saw, V/Line was in absolute disarray. Perhaps it
is because the minister has been too busy trying to fix
the problems that she has caused that she has not had
time to see fit to ensure that ridesharing here in Victoria
could be properly regulated.
It is always interesting to be informed of new things in
this house. I was informed that it was the Greens-Labor
coalition in the ACT that saw fit to pass legislation with
regard to Uber, and if a Greens-Labor coalition can
achieve anything, I would like to think that maybe the
government here in Victoria might be able to achieve
something similar. It is not the case that ridesharing has
not been legislated or regulated throughout Australia
and the world, and here in Victoria we would like to
think that we are world — —
Mr Barber — It was the ACT Greens Minister
assisting the Chief Minister on Transport Reform,
Shane Rattenbury.
Mr MORRIS — Is that right? I thank Mr Barber. I
would like to think we in Victoria can be world leaders
in much of the work that is being done here, as we have
been in many measures with regard to road safety, such
as the introduction of seatbelts as well as other
measures, to ensure that our community is kept safe. It
is terribly unfortunate that this government has
effectively just closed its eyes and pretended there is
nothing to see here with regard to Uber and ridesharing.
But it does pose the question: why is it that this
government has refused to take any action on Uber?
Why is it that ridesharing overall has not been regulated
here in the state of Victoria? One must wonder whether
or not this government is too beholden to the taxi
industry, whether or not there are certain lobbyists
within the taxi industry to whom this government is
beholden, much like Daniel Andrews is to the UFU and
Peter Marshall, and whether or not it is beholden to
certain lobbyists, certain people or certain interest
groups within the taxi industry that have been placing
pressure on this government not to take action in
relation to regulating ridesharing here in Victoria. That
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would be a most disappointing scenario, because
ridesharing is not going away.
I have been fortunate enough to have utilised some
ridesharing services, not here in Australia but outside
Australia, and I have found that they provide an
exceptional service. It is through competition, certainly
with regard to ridesharing, that there can be great
opportunities for ensuring that there is not a monopoly
providing a service but rather a competitive place for
people to be able to work in a scenario where the
consumer has greater choice in what it is they are going
to avail themselves of in terms of the other services that
they choose to use, and I certainly found that outside of
Australia. I think it is important that we do take a step
in the right direction to ensure that ridesharing services
are appropriately regulated here in this state of Victoria.
With that short contribution, Deputy President, I
conclude there and thank you for the opportunity.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I rise today to speak very briefly
regarding the Transport (Compliance and
Miscellaneous) Amendment (Public Safety) Bill 2016. I
always review legislation that comes into this house
according to the effect it will have on people who are
vulnerable, and for this reason this piece of legislation
has been of particular interest to me. I read Minister
Allan’s second-reading speech, and I note that she said:
The most serious implication —

of the judgement which led to this bill —
is that where drivers are an obvious threat to passenger safety,
for example, when an individual has a history of sexual
assaults, the Taxi Services Commission will not be able to
prevent them from driving a commercial passenger vehicle.

This was a huge concern for me. Section 159 has been
exposed as a potentially serious loophole, and I
commend the minister for acting as swiftly as possible
to close it. As many people in this chamber know, I
worked in the disability field for around 20 years, and I
have worked with many people with disabilities who
have experienced assault. I once worked with a woman
with a disability who had been sexually assaulted by a
taxidriver while on her way to her day placement. She
suffered for many years — and her parents suffered for
many years — as a result of this serious assault. The
only solace they had was that the driver was charged
and consequently would not be able to drive a taxi
again and therefore would not have such easy access to
prey on vulnerable women with disabilities again.
However, in light of this judgement we now establish
that, as it stands, a driver could in fact operate a
commercial passenger vehicle while on the sex
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offender register, while being a criminal under
conviction and maybe even on parole, or even while
just being unable to obtain a working with children
check. This is unacceptable. This is a serious public
safety issue, and the opportunity for this to be exploited,
now that it has been exposed, must be addressed.
I do acknowledge the opinions of others — that this is
an attempt to outlaw ridesharing service Uber by
stealth — and there have been contributions here today
regarding the regulations needed around ridesharing. In
essence there have been claims that this could have
been solved through legislation in this area. I note that
this legislation has been used by members of this
chamber to grandstand on ridesharing and on Uber.
Somehow it was even tied to the United Firefighters
Union in one contribution. However, this is off topic in
terms of what this bill is about. This bill relates to our
responsibility to first protect vulnerable people, and to
use this bill to grandstand on other issues should cause
members to reflect on their own role.
I believe that closing this potential loophole will assist
in doing just that — that is, protecting vulnerable
people. For me, this is not a move against ridesharing
operators; it is a step towards ensuring public safety. I
commend Minister Allan for this legislation and her
commitment to ensuring safety in the transport
industry.
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise
to speak briefly on the Transport (Compliance and
Miscellaneous) Amendment (Public Safety) Bill 2016,
and I thank other honourable members for their
contributions on what is obviously a very short bill
before the chamber. It is interesting to note that this
seems to involve urgent action — and I think this has
been raised by Mr Morris and others. I note the urgency
with which we have had to deal with this issue, yet we
are still waiting for some action with respect to Uber,
the ridesharing component.
It is fair to say that I am a regular user of Uber when I
am overseas because I find that the Uber application is
quite interesting. The first Uber service I used was in
Dallas, Texas. The reason I did it in Texas was that I
had no surety that what was operating here in Victoria
was legal; therefore I did not want to take the chance.
But I knew I could use it in Texas. I used it across
Texas and found the service amazing. What struck me
the most was that most of the Uber drivers were
women. That really struck me. As I used Uber around
parts of the world I found that a lot of women drivers
were utilising it as a form of supplementation of their
income. They would drop their kids off — this is from
personal conversations — and then go and do some
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work on Uber, and come 3 o’clock, or whatever the
time was, they would log off the app or whatever they
do and then away they would go. So for me it was quite
a revelation to see substantially more women driving
Uber vehicles. Of course it goes without saying that the
quality and presentation of the cars was quite
substantially different. We did use taxis on the odd
occasion overseas, and the comparison was just stark
relative to what the Uber drivers provided.
So I am obviously not opposed to the bill as it is, but it
really does make you wonder why we are having to
deal with this urgent piece of legislation when we have
literally thousands of Uber drivers across Victoria — I
do not know what the number is — who are seeking
some form of stability in what is clearly a growing
industry. If the same urgency was brought to this
chamber on that issue, we would probably pass relevant
legislation with the same degree of aplomb with which
we are doing so now.
Mr Morris interjected.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — Thirty thousand, Mr Morris?
Thirty thousand in Victoria. Well, they are all a bunch
of crooks — he says as a joke. It is just frustrating.
Having seen this in operation around the world, I can
say they are not crooks. They are actually people who
want to do things in their own business and get on and
provide a service. As I said, I can understand
completely the reason this bill is before the chamber. I
understand the circumstances behind it.
The only other thing I will raise, which I will finish
with, is that I noticed there is a statement of
compatibility. I will just draw a line through that at the
moment, because the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee (SARC) has not reviewed it in the ordinary
course of the process. That is one of those things that
SARC does have the capacity to do. As the deputy
chair of SARC, I will just put on the record that we will
obviously review it and have the human rights lawyers
go through it. It may be, as the minister opposite has
indicated, that the bill does not raise any human rights
issues. At this stage I will accept that. Obviously SARC
will still report as it is required to do on bills either
before or after they have been presented and passed.
With those few words, I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
would like to thank all members for their contribution
to this debate. I would also like to thank the coalition
for its assistance in the speedy consideration of this bill.
This is not something we would do if we believed it
was avoidable. Mr O’Donohue invited me to provide
some detail on the risks, which I will do in a moment.
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We have had a wideranging debate. I think Mr Morris
probably took it further out of the park than anybody
else. It has been a wideranging debate on a very simple
and short piece of legislation. In relation to Uber, let me
just say this: the government is developing a holistic
and well-thought-out arrangement that will provide a
level playing field and that has regard to the existing
industry participants, those involved in ridesharing,
those with taxi licences and of course the community
interest. Our work on this is continuing, and I note that
the work of the parliamentary committee in looking at
these matters is also continuing. But we think this is an
important and complicated reform with matters
requiring detailed consideration, and so we will
continue our work on that, and we certainly look
forward to being able to outline how the government
intends to proceed on the question of the regulation of
ridesharing very soon.
I reassure members who think that this bill is some
alternative to that work or some exercise in regulating
Uber by stealth. That is not the case at all. What we
believe has happened in the court case that members
have referred to during their contributions is that an
error has been made in this judgement. Section 159 of
the Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act
1983, which this bill seeks to repeal, is a historic
measure. It has served no purpose for a very long time,
and it relates to the notion of separate and distinct
affairs. Section 159 is a complicated mouthful of a
sentence, but it is no longer an element of any offence
under the act. That it still exists in legislation is a
historical drafting oversight that has been brought to
everyone’s attention very quickly by this decision of the
County Court. We note the work undertaken by Uber to
encourage its drivers to take out a driver accreditation
certificate — that is, the driving qualification issued by
the Taxi Services Commission.
We do understand the community’s very great interest
in us working through these issues and doing so in a
timely manner. We will provide for ridesharing, but we
will do it in a way that ensures public safety and a
competitive market and that is cognisant of the needs of
and is fair to those who participate in the existing
industry.
The section that we are repealing, just for the record, is
headed ‘Onus of proof on accused in certain cases’. It
reads:
In any prosecution against the owner or driver of any
commercial passenger vehicle the onus shall lie upon the
accused of proving that the passengers carried upon such
vehicle were not carried for reward at separate and distinct
fares for each passenger but the accused shall not be under
any obligation to discharge such onus until the informant first
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discharges the onus of proving that the passengers carried
upon such vehicle were carried for reward.

In essence that is based on the notion of separate fares
for the one ride. Mr Dalla-Riva reflected on his
experiences as an Uber passenger, and I am sure other
members of the chamber have had the experience of
either riding in the back of a cab or a rideshare vehicle
and have no doubt noticed in those trips, frequent or
infrequent, that what we are talking about is a
hypothetical arrangement where you would have to
have separate fares for the one journey.
The question of the public safety risk in essence goes to
the question of why this legislation is here and why this
bill is one that the government has deemed to be urgent
and one that requires quick consideration by the house.
Mr Dalla-Riva made the observation that the Scrutiny
of Acts and Regulations Committee has not had the
opportunity to consider this legislation. To that I would
say that this is not something that we do lightly. It is
something that we do very infrequently. We believe
that the safety risks here are real.
People with a history of serious criminal offences
frequently apply to be accredited as taxi and hire care
drivers. The Taxi Services Commission and Victoria
Police work very closely to identify drivers who have
committed serious criminal offences and who should
not be permitted to drive taxis or hire cars any longer.
There is a great deal of cooperation that occurs here.
The effect of the County Court judgement is that the
regulations are not able to be enforced. So in relation to
the arrangements that require the drivers of commercial
passenger vehicles to be of a certain standard — a
standard that is in keeping with the community’s
expectations — the judgement really has had the effect
of rendering the authority unable to act. Mr O’Donohue
questioned the urgency we have placed on this and the
basis of the government’s assertion that there is a public
safety risk requiring our urgent consideration. We
appreciate that he has taken this on face value, and I
note that Minister Allan has provided briefings to all
interested parties.
For example, in 2015 there were 27 licence
cancellations, 39 suspensions and 71 licence refusals.
When you add it up, on average over a year this is a
couple of cases a week. This is not an unusual
occurrence. In 2016, noting that we are only halfway
through the year, there have already been
13 cancellations, 22 suspensions and 44 refusals. This is
an issue that the Taxi Services Commission and
Victoria Police literally manage on a daily, certainly on
a weekly, basis. I have shared those statistics to give
members some comfort that the reason we are pursuing
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this legislation and the reason we need to remove this
loophole and do it quickly involve very real
considerations of public safety.
The decision by the Office of Public Prosecutions on
the question of appeal is of course something that will
be considered in due course. This legislation does not
remove the need for that to occur or the desire for that
to occur, because the legislation, if supported by the
house today, will not have a retrospective effect. It will
only apply into the future.
The questions around the interpretation of that County
Court judgement will continue to be aired in another
place and on another occasion, but this particular part of
the problem that arose as a result of that decision that
has been reported in some media as being substantially
about ridesharing and ridesharing regulation has indeed
had an inadvertent consequence that I think we can all
agree needs to be resolved and needs to be resolved
quickly. I commend the bill to the house.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 33
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalidakis, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr (Teller)
Fitzherbert, Ms
Herbert, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

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

Noes, 5
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Dunn, Ms (Teller)
Hartland, Ms

Pennicuik, Ms
Springle, Ms

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My first
question is in relation to the bill being a response to a
decision made by Judge Chettle in the County Court,
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which was against an Uber driver. When can we expect
a decision or time frame around legislation and
regulation in relation to ridesharing services in
Victoria?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — As I
indicated in the second-reading debate, the government
is developing a holistic, well-thought-out set of
arrangements so everyone in the Victorian community
can move forward with confidence on these issues. We
will be seeking for there to be a level playing field. We
will of course also develop this in a way that is
cognisant of the needs of existing industry participants
as well as those who are participating in the rideshare
business and of the significant community interest in
these issues. The government will be in a position soon
to outline its proposed way forward.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for her answer. How long is it going to take to
develop the process and regulation or legislation around
that?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Dunn for her further question. I note that the
work of the parliamentary committee is under way and
it has, I believe, a reporting date of December this year.
This is something the government has been giving
detailed consideration to, and it will be in a position to
outline this in some detail soon. But I am not in a
position to give Ms Dunn today a precise date.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for her answer. Does that mean that the
development of any regulation or legislation around
ridesharing will not happen until the work of that
parliamentary committee and its inquiry is completed?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — No.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister. Can the minister provide any definition of
how long ‘soon’ is?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — As I
indicated, the government has been working on this.
These are complex, challenging issues requiring careful
consideration. As I also indicated to Ms Dunn, we will
be in a position to provide further details on this soon,
but I am not in a position to give Ms Dunn a date.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister. I just want to turn to the appeal by the
Director of Public Prosecutions in relation to the
decision of Judge Chettle. Is the minister able to
elaborate on why the government is appealing that and
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how long she believes that appeal may take to progress
through the courts?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I am
cognisant of the fact that this matter is before the courts,
but what I would say to Ms Dunn is that any decision to
appeal by the Director of Public Prosecutions (DPP) is
a matter for the DPP. There is a short period of time
available to it, a couple of weeks I am advised, by
which time it needs to make the decision to act, if
indeed it does. But it is not a decision of government.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for her answer. I just want clarity. I believe the
minister might have referred to this in her summing up,
but there was a bit of toing and froing with acting
chairs. I wonder if the minister can confirm that if this
bill passes and the section is repealed, it will not be
retrospective.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — Yes, I
can confirm that is the case.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister. Can the minister elaborate on the intention of
the government in relation to prosecutions and
enforcement around ridesharing services until the
reform of regulation and legislation for ridesharing?
Ms Pulford — On a point of order, Deputy
President, I put it to you that this question is well
beyond the scope of the bill. This is a short bill
repealing a single clause in legislation that has not had
any useful purpose since the 1940s. It is a drafting
oversight that exists. Ms Dunn is veering well beyond
the scope of our discussions this afternoon.
Ms DUNN — On the point of order, Deputy
President, I would just like to highlight to you in
considering that answer that this bill has in fact arisen
out of a decision that was handed down in May 2016
and it relates directly to prosecutions and enforcements
on ridesharing drivers, so it is relevant to the bill before
us.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! However,
the bill before us is very narrow. I understand there are
legal positions that have been adopted elsewhere, but
the bill before us today, and indeed the purpose clause,
is very narrow, so I ask Ms Dunn to narrow her
questions to what is before us today.
Ms DUNN — Thank you, Deputy President, for that
ruling. Can the minister confirm that should section 159
of the act be repealed and be no longer part of the act it
will allow prosecutions and enforcements of
ridesharing drivers as we have seen in the past?
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Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — What
I would say to Ms Dunn on this question is that Uber
services are not illegal currently, irrespective of what
we do with section 159 of the Transport (Compliance
and Miscellaneous) Act 1983. But what I would say is
that Uber services are not illegal if drivers are
accredited and their vehicles are licensed, so they are
already regulated. Uber vehicles carrying passengers
for hire and reward are commercial passenger vehicles,
and Uber is seeking changes to legislation, or special
treatment, and these are matters that, as I indicated, the
government is giving active consideration to, and it will
be in a position to provide further detail to the Victorian
community, including of course members of
Parliament — including Ms Dunn — on that soon.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for her answer. In relation to the removal of
section 159, what effect will that have on drivers of
ridesharing services who are in fact accredited drivers?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — There
will be no effect.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — In relation to
this bill, has any consideration been given to
transitional agreements and compensation to taxis as
part of ridesharing arrangements?
Ms Pulford — On a point of order, Deputy
President, again I put it to you that this is well beyond
the scope of this bill.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — Does the
removal of section 159 impact on transitional
arrangements and compensation to taxis as part of
looking to the regulation of ridesharing?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
restate my previous answer: this is well beyond the
scope of the matter that we are considering today. The
repeal of section 159 will enable the regulations that
ensure passenger safety and indeed driver safety to
operate as I would like to think all of us intend. It is a
very real proposition that there are people who do not
satisfy, I think, the community’s expectation about
drivers of commercial vehicles for hire, and this is the
problem that we are seeking to fix today. This has come
about as a result of a County Court decision that we
believe has been made in error. It places at risk public
safety, and that is why we have declared this an urgent
bill and sought the Parliament’s urgent consideration of
this matter so that the Victorian travelling public can
proceed about their business confident that they will be
safe.
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Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I do thank the
minister for her answer. I am wondering if the minister
can confirm: has any de-accredited taxidriver used
section 159 as a defence?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — No.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — This is my last
question in relation to clause 1. Is the underlying
motivation to remove section 159 to once again make
ridesharing illegal and to buy more time in terms of
thinking about regulation and legislation for
ridesharing?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — Of
course it is not. This bill is about ensuring public safety,
and, as I indicated, the government is giving
consideration to the complex matters around
ridesharing and the existing taxi industry. We will
continue to do so. We will be in a position to outline the
government’s intention in this area of public policy
soon. I think Ms Dunn’s assertion is, frankly, a little
offensive given we are talking about ensuring public
safety. I note the Greens voted against this important
measure at the second-reading stage, and I would very
much like us to be able to move on to a discussion and
consideration of this bill rather than the broader issues
that are well beyond the scope of this bill.
Clause agreed to; clause 2 agreed to.
Clause 3
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — In relation to
section 159, if it is deleted from the act, can the minister
confirm that any unaccredited Uber driver can be
picked up, charged and prosecuted and that is likely to
succeed with the removal of section 159?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — Yes, I
can confirm that that is the case. I also indicate, as I did
in the second-reading debate, that separate and distinct
fares, which is what section 159 of the act relates to, are
no longer an element of any offence under the act.
Again I restate for the record in response to this
question: Uber services are not illegal if drivers are
accredited and their vehicles are licensed.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for her answer. Can the minister confirm for
the house what effect the omission of section 159 in its
entirety has on the application of the act as a whole,
especially section 158?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — For
the benefit of members, section 158 relates to the
offence of operating without a licence, and these
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provisions do not apply exclusively to taxis or rideshare
but to any commercial passenger vehicle. That is just
for context. So the repeal of section 159 will mean that
section 159 will not any longer be a defence for an
offence against section 158 — for example, a car
dressed up to look like a taxi that is not a taxi.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for her answer. Can the minister advise
whether the government considered amending
section 159 to remove the outdated reference to
‘passengers’, rather than ‘passenger and/or passengers’,
and the reference to ‘separate and distinct fares for each
passenger’ in its consideration of this matter?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Dunn for her question. Section 159 is a
redundant provision — it has served no purpose since
the 1940s — and so there is no need for it to stand.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for that answer. Can the minister confirm: with
the deletion of section 159, does that mean that any
accredited Uber driver can be picked up and charged
and a prosecution is likely to succeed?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — No,
because if they are accredited and driving a licensed
vehicle, then what they are doing is not illegal.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — So in that
case, if they are driving their own personal car as their
ridesharing vehicle but they are an accredited driver —
just to clarify — is the likelihood of a successful
prosecution ‘Yes’ or ‘No’ under those circumstances?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I will
provide Ms Dunn with the answer that I have provided
on probably half a dozen occasions now. If they are
licensed, they cannot be charged for being unlicensed.
If they are driving a registered vehicle, they cannot be
charged for driving an unregistered vehicle. So
Ms Dunn is speculating that people will be charged for
doing something, but I am not sure what — charged for
what, under what provision? — because in those
circumstances what they are doing is not illegal, which
would suggest that the chances of a prosecution are
non-existent because she is talking about an entirely
hypothetical situation.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister. I have no further questions.
Clause agreed to; clause 4 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
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Third reading
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

I thank all members for their contribution to this debate
and for the speedy consideration of an important public
safety issue.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

WITNESS PROTECTION AMENDMENT
BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 May; motion of
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture).
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am really
pleased that we have got to this bill this week, because
it is a very important piece of legislation. The issue of
witness protection is a really challenging and complex
one, and let me say at the outset that the opposition will
be supporting this bill. The issues that are contained in
this bill have had an extremely long gestation period.
There are some particular issues that have given rise to
some of the reviews that have taken place which have
led to some change. There was the Frank Vincent
inquiry, which this bill by and large is about, plus some
other residual issues. The issue of witness protection
has been an issue for the community and for Victoria
Police for many years, and it is an area which will
always need constant refinement and examination,
particularly with technology changes and the like. As I
have said, I say unreservedly that I am very pleased that
this bill is before us today and I am very pleased to say
the coalition will be supporting the bill.
To give a bit of historical context I will quote from the
Honourable Frank Vincent, AO, QC, in his report
Review of the Witness Protection Act 1991 — a review,
I might add, that was commissioned by the former
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, the
Honourable Kim Wells, in March 2014. The review
was publicly announced during the second-reading
speech for the Witness Protection Amendment Bill
2014, when then Minister Wells introduced some
reforms to the witness protection regime. I note that in
his report Mr Vincent cites the terms of reference from
the then minister and cites the affirmation by the
incoming Minister for Police, the Honourable Wade
Noonan, in December 2014.
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These issues have had a long gestation — they cut
across a number of police ministers — but they I think
enjoy the support of the house because they are
ultimately about community safety and about protecting
witnesses, and that is a critical issue when it comes to
bringing successful criminal cases and prosecutions. To
quote from the report, on page 13 it says:
Following the 2004 killing of Christine and Terence Hodson
and the subsequent collapse of a serious criminal case
involving alleged corrupt police and links to organised crime,
the OPI in 2005 conducted an ‘own motion’ inquiry into the
Victorian witness protection program. By their own choice,
the Hodsons had not entered the formal witness protection
program. The OPI inquiry made 30 recommendations
including some for legislative reform and changes in Victoria
Police practice.

The report then goes on to say:
Following the 2010 murder in prison of prospective Crown
witness Carl Williams, the OPI conducted an inquiry into the
circumstances surrounding his death. It is not necessary for
present purposes to attempt to state the circumstances leading
to Mr Williams’s death as reported in that inquiry.
…
Other matters that came to my attention, the details of which
need not be addressed in this report, point strongly to the need
for external independent oversight. This would not be
directed to ‘second-guessing’ activities that were truly
operational in character but designed to ensure that there were
proper structures, guidelines and protocols in place and that
the internal controls were operating effectively and in
accordance with principles of witness protection.

It then goes on to refer to the Chief Commissioner of
Police:
The chief commissioner conducted a further review of
Victoria Police’s witness protection program. This was
undertaken … in 2012. The 2012 review recommended both
legislative and administrative reform.
Parliament subsequently enacted a number of reforms that
became operative on 1 July 2014. These changes:
empowered the chief commissioner to provide interim
protection and temporary assumed identities for
witnesses who are being considered for inclusion in the
program;
empowered the chief commissioner to suspend
protection and assistance (for example, while a person is
imprisoned or overseas) …

The report goes on to cite some of the other reforms.
As I say, this has had quite a long gestation. As he has
done for many governments of many different flavours,
the Honourable Frank Vincent has delivered an
excellent report which clearly articulates the
background to these issues, the complexity of these
issues and the operational challenges, as I have just
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cited in passing — how you strike the balance of
effective review without second-guessing the
independent Chief Commissioner of Police. This report
articulates those issues very clearly and provides
recommendations to improve the effectiveness of the
system. It does implement all eight recommendations of
the Vincent review of witness protection. As I say, we
support the bill.
In summary, the main provisions of the bill strengthen
independent oversight, public reporting and mandated
case reviews and introduce decision-making principles.
The bill creates an independent oversight role, which
will be split between IBAC and the Public Interest
Monitor. The Public Interest Monitor will monitor
witness protection decisions and provide assurances
that decisions are made in accordance with witness
protection principles and in the public interest, and
IBAC will annually audit Victoria Police’s compliance
with keeping records under the act. As I say, these
measures are designed to balance operational secrecy,
security, public accountability and good governance
while allowing police to get on and do their jobs
without someone second-guessing every decision. The
bill also extends the scope of the act’s governance
reforms to a broader range of police witness protection
conduct.
It is very hard to imagine what it must be like to go into
the witness protection program, which would require
basically giving up your current life and assuming a
new life, cutting ties with your friends, your family and
people you have known and creating a new identity and
lifestyle — becoming a new person. Given the
seriousness and the challenges of such a decision, those
sorts of measures must proceed with the full
cooperation and consent of the person, and some
high-risk witnesses may be either unwilling or
incapable of operating with those kinds of measures.
At the moment Victoria Police protects these
category B people, as they are referred to, through
alternative arrangements outside the legislative
framework. This bill will ensure that the new principles
for decision-making and robust governance
arrangements also apply to category B people and the
activity associated with them. The statutory protections
such as FOI exemptions in relation to criminal offences
for those who knowingly expose the identity of such
people and put them at risk will be extended to these
category B activities, and the bill narrows the scope of
the act’s current broad immunity so that it is targeted to
the key decisions of the chief commissioner to provide
or not provide protective assistance and to facilitate any
Supreme Court-ordered name changes.
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The bill will deter witness intimidation through a new
witness intimidation offence, which will attract up to
10 years imprisonment. This offence fills the gap in the
law between the summary offence of harassing a
witness, which carries a 1-year maximum penalty, and
the common-law offence of attempting to pervert the
course of justice, which carries 25 years. Again, that is
a commonsense amendment. Consistent with attempts
to pervert the course of justice, the offence covers
intimidation of witnesses, potential witnesses or other
justice system participants, such as judicial officers,
prosecutors and jurors and their loved ones or business
interests, where the requisite intent can be made out.
The opposition consulted with a range of stakeholders.
There was only one minor issue raised in relation to the
operational independence of the chief commissioner in
our feedback, but I think, when weighing up the
competing interests, the structure that has been created,
as I say, does not second-guess the decisions of the
chief commissioner but provides sufficient oversight of
the system. As I say wholeheartedly, the opposition
welcomes this bill. I congratulate Kim Wells, the
minister at the time, who initiated this investigation.
There have been some unfortunate, to say the least,
situations when it comes to witness protection in the
past, and Frank Vincent has laid out in his report a clear
pathway for reform to increase public confidence in the
system, to increase the effectiveness of the system and
to increase the scope of the regulation of the system to
those category B witnesses, which is critical. I am very
pleased to speak on behalf of the opposition and
indicate the opposition’s support for the bill. I look
forward to the bill’s speedy passage through the
Parliament.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — Picking up from
the excellent contribution made by my colleague
Mr O’Donohue in relation to the review of the Witness
Protection Act 1991 and the Vincent review
considerations, they are the subject of a report which
has been publicly available for some time and sets out
very comprehensively the framework that was in place
previously, the way that decision-making occurs across
various jurisdictions and the interplay between witness
security and national security, external monitoring and
reporting, information and support and the protection of
witnesses. The report provides a number of key
recommendations relating to protective support for
witnesses as being a fundamental and critically
important part of our legal system and of confidence in
the regulatory framework more generally.
Former Supreme Court judge Frank Vincent has in fact
outlined extensively the consideration of various issues
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which are appropriate to this bill and to an amendment
to the existing framework. All eight of the Vincent
recommendations for legislative reform in the review of
the Witness Protection Act 1991 focus on a clarification
of the act, improving the governance and administration
of the witness protection system and promoting
community confidence in its operation, including, as is
noted in the bill’s summary, by expansion of the scope
of the act to establish a framework for independent
monitoring and limited public reporting of activity as
well as inserting provisions into the Crimes Act 1958 to
deter witness intimidation.
As Mr O’Donohue indicated in his contribution, a
number of provisions of the bill amend the principal act
to insert central objectives relating to witness
protection, establishing principles which guide a regard
to decision-making or action taken pursuant to the
principal act and extend the scope of the act via
alternative protection arrangements that can be made.
Witnesses who in individual and specific circumstances
might actually face a high level of risk because of
previous or extant interaction with the criminal justice
system may currently be in situations that fall outside
the scope and contemplation of the Witness Protection
Act. Therefore, by incorporating the changes that have
been recommended by the Vincent review, the
shortcomings and potential gaps in the framework are
remedied.
This also harks back to an achievement of the broader
principles around security and safety for witnesses’
integrity in the justice system and a more stable and
consistent operation of the framework as it relates to
governance and administration. There are capacities to
create independent monitoring of the operation of the
principal act as well as limited reporting of activity,
subject to appropriate safeguards, and revising
immunities under the act as well as requiring Victoria
Police to review protected witnesses’ cases every two
years. They are the amendments made to the principal
act.
As I indicated at the outset, there are also corresponding
amendments to the Crimes Act 1958. They are by way
of a new offence being inserted into that act to prohibit
the intimidation of and reprisals against witnesses and
other persons because of their known or believed
involvement in a criminal investigation or in criminal
proceedings.
The way that the bill is intended to operate, amending
the principal act and creating the new offence in the
Crimes Act, acquits longstanding recommendations to
government which have arisen from the publicly
released 2005 review by the Office of Police Integrity
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of the Victoria Police witness protection program and
Justice Vincent’s review, which is on the public record,
and in fact a redacted copy of that review has been
tabled as at the date of introduction of the bill.

absolute buy-in and preparedness to participate fully.
That gives concern around some high-risk witnesses
who might be unwilling to cooperate or incapable of
cooperating with those measures.

The way that our witness protection system operates
requires it to be beyond reproach and to every extent
possible as watertight as it can be. This involves
necessarily considering the various circumstances
within which witness protection may be relied upon.
For this to be achieved, the reforms need to have a
certainty to them which will strengthen the framework
in the principal act, create greater oversight and greater
confidence and indeed enable the system to operate in
the most efficient, effective and transparent way that it
possibly can.

Mr O’Donohue indicated in his contribution that
Victoria Police protects these category B people
through alternative arrangements outside the principal
act. But there was no legislative framework to cover
that particular class of witness and to regulate the
alternative arrangements that might be made. The bill
includes the governance arrangements to apply to a
broader range of police witnesses and to protection
conduct and to apply decision-making and robust
governance arrangements to that category B activity,
again infusing a level of certainty and a level of
uniformity for the category B witnesses in the same
way that the principal act has applied to other
witnesses. So the statutory protections, such as FOI
exemptions and criminal offences for those who
knowingly expose the identity of such people and put
them at risk, will also extend to the category B activity.

Implementing these recommendations will improve the
witness protection framework and also deter witness
intimidation. This is absolutely crucial for the way that
the administration of justice occurs. It involved an
extensive review by Mr Vincent of the way that witness
protection operates across a number of jurisdictions and
of the trust and confidence in the system. Whether it be
through the conduct and processes of Victoria Police
and agencies or the way the legal framework operates,
it was necessary to conduct an entire and thorough
examination of that framework.
In brief summary, the issues identified through the
review include a concern that the purpose of the act was
in fact unclear and that the implementation of the act
depended upon the policy approach adopted from
within Victoria Police, which was in and of itself not a
static thing. It was vulnerable to change, depending
upon the operational positions taken by the chief
commissioner and the exercise of various discretions
that he or she may have adopted from time to time. In
this regard it is important to note that the bill introduces
a very clear purpose and decision-making principles
upon which decisions ought to be made. They will then
guide the exercise by the chief commissioner of his or
her discretion in decision-making and the
implementation of those decisions.
Another issue identified in the Vincent review was that
in embarking upon the witness protection program
access to that program in and of itself requires very
significant changes to be made to a person’s identity
and to their lifestyle. It in fact necessitates — as we all
would have heard about anecdotally and through the
annals of history and popular culture — very significant
breaks in and cuts from ties with family and associates
for the protection program to work. These sorts of
initiatives cannot simply be foisted upon a person. They
require full cooperation and consent. They require an

A further concern identified in the Vincent review was
that police could not demonstrate adequate record
keeping and active case management, and as we all
know, this is a fundamental pillar of the effective
administration of justice and the way in which Victoria
Police, courts and other agencies interact. The bill in
fact now requires a case review to be conducted every
two years with an annual audit by the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission of Victoria
Police’s record-keeping arrangements, again ensuring
that the confidentiality and sensitive nature of these
arrangements and the content of those documents is
maintained. Victoria Police must also, as a consequence
of this bill, report annually on basic witness protection
activity.
Another shortcoming identified by the Vincent review
was that the current immunity is too broad and does not
give police a proper incentive to honour their
undertakings. In this regard the bill provides a narrower
immunity, with the effect that key witness protection
decisions will in fact remain immune but that Victoria
Police will still be in a position to be held to any
undertakings it makes, again striking an appropriate
balance between the way in which immunity operates
and the enforceability of undertakings as provided.
Mr Vincent also identified significant governance
improvements that had been made, but also noted that
under the pre-reform act external monitoring and public
reporting was in fact needed to help maintain
community confidence. As I indicated at the outset of
my contribution, community confidence in a witness
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protection system is absolutely crucial to making sure
that it serves the purpose for which it is intended, and
without a robust and very well considered framework
this is not necessarily guaranteed to be the case in every
individual circumstance. So the bill in fact establishes
independent oversight, appropriate public reporting and
statutory decision-making principles, with the
independent oversight role to be split between the
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
and the Public Interest Monitor in line with those
different roles in the integrity system. This strikes an
appropriate balance in the government’s view and is in
accordance with the comments of my colleague
Mr O’Donohue between operational security, secrecy
measures, accountability and good governance.
Noting also the gap that had previously existed in
criminal law between the summary offence of harassing
a witness, which carried only a 1-year maximum
penalty, and the common-law offence of attempt to
pervert the course of justice, which in fact imposes a
25-year maximum penalty, harassing a witness did not
include behaviour directed at the family or loved ones
of a witness, and the common-law offence was difficult
in fact to prosecute as a consequence of its complexity.
In this regard we note that — and this is something
which has been broadly part of discussions in the public
domain on fear and intimidation — threats need not be
directed to somebody’s person in order for them to have
an enormous effect. We see in particular in the family
violence space that it is often due to concerns for
others’ health, safety and wellbeing that people will not
leave a situation which involves significant risk to their
own health or safety and that in fact that leverage is
often used and used to great effect.
Moving back to the subject matter as it relates to the
bill, the bill establishes a witness intimidation
deterrence mechanism through the introduction of a
broad witness intimidation offence which attracts up to
10 years imprisonment. The new offence makes it
crystal clear that witness intimidation will not be
tolerated and that those who engage in it will incur the
risk of a significant punitive response. It recognises
there are individual victims involved in witness
intimidation, and in contrast the offence of attempting
to pervert the course of justice focuses on the damage to
the justice system itself.
The implementation of these changes and the effect of
enlivening the recommendations made in Mr Vincent’s
review will interact with the broader integrity review, as
a separate piece of work led by the Special Minister of
State. There is an awful lot of other work being
undertaken to improve integrity, transparency and
accountability, and this will continue long after this
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debate has occurred to make sure that the ongoing
vigilance required around an effective deterrence
system, education and the administration of activity to
ensure public sector confidence and accountability goes
on.
The bill does in fact go to the very heart of confidence
in a system around witness protection. It makes a
number of changes which do provide that greater level
of certainty. It interacts effectively with the Public
Interest Monitor and the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission as well as providing that
level of public confidence around new offences created
within the Crimes Act 1958 for a better administration
of witness intimidation. This essentially makes sure that
witnesses, bystanders and those involved in the
commission of a crime can have better confidence in
the system. I commend this bill to the house.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will be supporting the Witness Protection
Amendment Bill 2016. This bill has been introduced as
a result of the review of the Witness Protection Act
1991 conducted by the Honourable Frank Vincent. The
report of that review highlights a number of reforms
which are needed to improve both the administration
and the external oversight of the system and to better
deter witness intimidation. The bill implements all eight
of the recommendations of the Vincent review.
Under this revamped scheme the Chief Commissioner
of Police will continue to have ultimate responsibility
and broad discretion around witness protection
arrangements and decision-making. However, this is to
be done in reference to the principles and purposes of
witness protection, which are outlined in the bill, and
with the independent assurance of the Public Interest
Monitor that the decisions being made are in the public
interest and in accordance with the principles of witness
protection.
IBAC will also oversee appropriate record keeping of
witness protection files to ensure compliance with the
act. The bill will create a new offence of intimidating a
witness, with a maximum penalty of 10 years
imprisonment. I note that this penalty goes beyond the
5-year maximum that was recommended by the
Honourable Frank Vincent in his review, but the
government says this is due to the seriousness of
witness intimidation.
I take up the point that Ms Shing was making very
eruditely with regard to the summary offence of
harassment of witnesses and the common-law offence
of intimidation of witnesses and the interplay between
the two — there is a quite wide disparity between the
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two and penalties attached et cetera — and the points
that she and Mr O’Donohue were making with regard
to the seriousness of the issue that we are dealing with
concerning witness protection and people who find
themselves, maybe inadvertently, in the position where
they are witnesses to a serious crime and may be
exposed to such harassment or intimidation. Of course
that may extend to harassment and intimidation of their
families and/or friends. In fact in many cases that may
have more of an intimidatory effect upon them than
threats made to or harassment of themselves.
As highlighted in the 2008 United Nations Office on
Drugs and Crime report Good practices for the
protection of witnesses in criminal proceedings
involving organised crime, the investigation and
prosecution of crime requires that witnesses who are
the cornerstone for successful investigation and
prosecution have trust in the criminal justice system for
their own safety and protection in their role as a
witness. They must have the confidence that, in coming
forward to assist in law enforcement, they will receive
support and protection from intimidation and harm.
Also, the rights of witnesses, including the right to life
and to not be arbitrarily deprived of life, are recognised
in the Victorian Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities. It is very clear that the review of the
Witness Protection Act 1991 by the Honourable Frank
Vincent and the various recommendations made by him
uphold these rights and recognise the reliance of the
criminal justice system on the protection of witnesses in
order to function effectively. As he stated in his
conclusion, ‘No witness equals no case’, therefore the
community should be willing to provide and should
facilitate the provision of financial and other resources
necessary for an effective criminal justice system,
which includes adequately resourcing witness
protection.
One of the issues raised in the Vincent review was that
immunity for police officers and other staff under the
current act is too broad and should be limited. Such
broad immunity can have negative effects, including
providing little incentive for police to exercise
appropriate care in witness protection, thus depriving
people of legal redress if misconduct or breaches occur;
and allowing for little external scrutiny over conduct or
decisions, and the immunity applies to all conduct
under the act, even misconduct, which is a concern.
The Vincent review also highlighted the fact that
participants who enter into alternative arrangements
outside the act are not given adequate legal protections,
and that an independent body to externally monitor the
witness protection program would help restore public
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confidence and the confidence of witnesses in the
system.
The review also found that there is currently a lack of
appropriate record keeping regarding witness protection
by police; that a cultural change also needs to occur
within the force since witness protection has not been
given appropriate significance; and that witness
protection should be more highly valued by those
within the police force, which may lead to the
resolution of many issues, such as improved
governance structures, better record keeping and more
effective training for staff who are involved in the
witness protection program.
The review recognised that, whilst violence related to
organised crime was the original basis for the witness
protection legislation, overall there can be much more
risk of violence within family relationships. Family
violence provides additional and unique challenges to
witness protection, and witnesses in such circumstances
or cases may also be harassed and intimidated by
offenders. Furthermore, the separation of investigative
and protective functions is crucial to maintaining the
integrity of the process.
Finally, witness intimidation is a far more pervasive
problem than is generally recognised in the community.
Witness intimidation is not effectively covered by
existing offences and the penalties do not reflect the
seriousness of the crime of intimidation and harassment
of witnesses, as I mentioned earlier. This bill generally
implements the recommendations made to deal with
these problems that were raised by the Honourable
Frank Vincent.
It is also important to acknowledge, as outlined in the
review, that a number of non-legislative measures can
be used to make it more difficult for those cooperating
with police to be identified by those who might do them
harm. Anonymous crime reporting services, such as
Crime Stoppers, enable people to assist police by
providing information without being identified. Police
practices can also assist, whereby police frequently use
methods to obtain witness statements that do not make
the person’s cooperation obvious to the offender,
neighbours or the surrounding community.
Areas that are more complex and problematic involve
police obtaining information from witnesses in prison.
Certainly we know of a very high profile case where
perhaps certain care was not taken with regard to that,
resulting in the death of a high-profile prisoner a couple
of years back. Also, once a matter proceeds to court, the
review highlights a number of measures currently used
also to assist there.
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The review makes eight recommendations to clarify the
purposes of the Witness Protection Act. These involve:
improving the governance and administration of the
witness protection program, promoting community
confidence in the program, and deterring witness
intimidation. They are quite detailed recommendations.
I will not go through them all in full detail, but I will
outline some of them, because they are important to put
on the record as to why this particular bill is needed to
improve the witness protection program and the
Witness Protection Act 1991.
The first recommendation goes to the purpose and
principles of the act and states that the purpose and
principles underpinning the act should be made clear on
the face of the legislation, and that the provision of
witness protection must be to give practical effect to the
rule of the law by as far as reasonably possible
protecting those who are exposed to risk of injury or
death by reason of their participation in or cooperation
with the criminal justice system.
Amongst the detail some important points are made,
such as witness protection and support is intended to
remove or reduce the barrier to cooperation and is not
to be provided as a reward or inducement; protection
arrangements need to be tailored to the individual’s
circumstances and risk faced by the witness and the
community; the safety of the witness must take priority
over a successful conduct of a prosecution; the interests
of children involved in or affected by witness protection
arrangements must be separately considered and their
welfare a powerful factor in decision-making; and,
consistent with the need for operational security, there
should be public accountability for the operation of the
witness protection system.
These are amongst the key points made in
recommendation 1, and I think they are very important
to put on the record with regard to the system or the
program. I support what Mr O’Donohue was saying, in
that very few people have been put in a position where
they have to come into contact with the witness
protection system. In many cases it involves a complete
or significant disruption to their lives, and they may be
in that position inadvertently through being a witness to
a crime or wrongdoing in the community, so it is very
important that all these interests are taken into account.
The second recommendation goes to the extension of
the scope of the act and recommends that persons
encompassed by the legislation should include people
who have reported crimes or otherwise cooperated with
authorities in relation to investigations; witnesses in
criminal proceedings as well as other proceedings of a
related or broadly similar kind, such as IBAC
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investigations, royal commissions and parliamentary
inquiries; those who seek to secure their safety through
the justice system — for example, those who are taking
out intervention orders; other participants in the justice
system, such as police officers, jury members and
judicial officers; and/or family members of all of the
above, such that the scope of the act should be extended
to those entering into what are currently categorised by
Victoria Police processes as category B arrangements.
This will have the effect that the witness protection
principles, external monitoring, reporting and
confidentiality provisions in the act apply to the
alternative arrangements provided to high-risk
witnesses who have been considered for but either
declined — as some people may well do — to enter the
program or have been considered unsuitable for other
various reasons.
Recommendation 3 is that discretion should be
maintained by the chief commissioner.
Recommendation 4 is about the obligations and
protections under the act, and it is that the act be
amended to remove the unjustifiably wide immunity
presently available for police conduct in relation to
witness protection arrangements that I mentioned
earlier. Recommendation 5 goes to the rights of
protected people such that the act should be amended to
ensure that the terms of memoranda of understanding
entered into in both category A and category B levels
should be legally enforceable by persons entering into
them. Recommendation 6 is regarding mandatory case
review. To ensure a basic level of active case
management, the legislation should require all persons
protected under the act to be reviewed at least every
two years.
Recommendation 7 goes to the issues of public
accountability, monitoring and reporting. To ensure
appropriate public accountability, an independent body
should monitor the operation of the act to provide
assurance that the witness protection principles
recommended are given practical effect, and subject to
necessary safety and operational caveats, there should
be public reporting on the operation of the act.
Recommendation 8 is with regard to deterring witness
intimidation such that there should be a new indictable
offence triable summarily that would cover the range of
witness intimidation behaviours addressed in the
various interstate provisions and that that offence
should have a maximum penalty of 5 years; as we
know, the bill makes that penalty 10 years.
With regard to the bill, the bill does the following
things. It does clarify that the central objective of
witness protection is to give practical effect to the rule
of law by, as far as reasonably possible, protecting
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those exposed to the risk of injury or death due to their
participation in or cooperation with the criminal justice
system, and that is done by inserting new
section 3AAA via clause 5. The bill requires the chief
commissioner, police officers and certain other persons
to have regard to new witness protection principles
when making decisions or taking action under the act.
These include that protection and assistance provided to
a witness should be tailored to the individual
circumstances faced by the witness and the community;
that the safety of the witness should take priority over
the successful conduct of a prosecution; and that the
interests of children involved in or affected by the
provision of witness protection and assistance should be
separately considered and that their welfare should be a
powerful factor in decision-making.
The Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
queried the principle that, as far as practicable, there
should be a clear separation of the investigative and
protective functions of Victoria Police to be inserted in
new section 3AA(2)(b). The minister’s response says
that this is compatible with the right to a fair hearing
because such words recognise the practical limitations
that may be present in some places where Victoria
Police provides protection to witnesses and their
families; because the bill does not alter that discretion
of the court to hear, limit or exclude evidence; and
because, where a court decides to hear evidence that a
witness’s evidence has been contaminated, probative
value will be apportioned to that evidence in the usual
way.
The bill provides that the Public Interest Monitor will
ensure that the witness protection principles are being
properly considered when decisions are being made. In
relation to alternative protection arrangements, the bill
expands the scope of the act to include a witness who is
facing a high level of risk because of that witness’s
participation in or cooperation with the criminal justice
system and who has been considered for but not
provided with the Victorian witness protection
program. Clause 12 of the bill inserts new division 3A,
which inserts new sections 9O and 9S, and the bill
requires the chief commissioner to consider providing
these witnesses with alternative protection
arrangements, which will extend certain protections to a
broader range of witness and so protect them, their
families and their children.
The bill ensures that the chief commissioner will be
required to review all cases of witness protection under
the witness protection program or alternative protection
arrangements at least every two years, which is
contained in clause 17, which inserts new
section 15AA. The chief commissioner will be able to

2873

suspend or terminate the provision of protection and
assistance under alternative protection arrangements on
certain statutory grounds — for example, if a witness
committed an offence.
To ensure confidentiality of the scheme, the following
measures have also been introduced in the bill:
disclosure by a witness or family member concerning a
memorandum of understanding is punishable by a
maximum of five years imprisonment; disclosure of
sensitive protected witness information by any person
without lawful authority or, in the case of a witness
provided with alternative protection arrangements,
without lawful authority or reasonable excuse is
punishable by a maximum of 10 years imprisonment;
disapplication of the Freedom of Information Act 1982
in respect of sensitive, protected information, under
clause 22, to protect those who are in witness protection
or alternative arrangements; and the protection of
sensitive witness information against disclosure in court
proceedings, under clause 14.
The bill amends the Crimes Act 1958 by making it an
offence to use intimidation towards or take reprisals
against a person known or believed to be involved in a
criminal investigation or criminal proceeding — that is,
a witness — and this offence, which is inserted by
clause 40, is punishable by a maximum of 10 years.
This offence will be broad enough to cover witnesses of
alleged crimes and their families, jurors and various
other people involved in the criminal justice system,
such as police officers, legal practitioners and judicial
officers, who also may be the subject of harassment and
intimidation in criminal proceedings. The offence has
safeguards in that it does not apply to conduct engaged
in by a person performing certain official duties.
Defences are also available for conduct engaged in
without malice in the normal course of a lawful
business, industrial disputes, political activities or
public affairs communication. The offence also only
prohibits association, expression and movement that the
person either knows or ought to know would be likely
to arouse apprehension or fear in another person.
This is an important piece of legislation to assist in
criminal prosecutions as far as is possible following the
recommendations made by the Honourable Frank
Vincent in his review of the act. It does strengthen the
act and, I think, improve the confidence of those who
may be called to be witnesses in these types of
high-profile cases and who do expose themselves to
being intimidated, harassed or threatened. This bill will
go a long way to improving the protections provided to
such people. For those reasons the Greens will be
supporting the bill.
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Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Witness Protection Amendment Bill 2016.
In doing so I also state, as Mr O’Donohue did in his
contribution, that the opposition will be supporting the
bill.
I would just like to make a few comments in relation to
the bill before us this afternoon, as it follows on from
the interim legislative provisions introduced by the
coalition in March 2014 via the Witness Protection
Amendment Bill 2014. Significant work was
undertaken by the coalition in relation to various
elements that surround the witness protection area, and
I know that the former Attorney-General, the
Honourable Robert Clark in the other place, did
significant work. Indeed it was he who asked for a
review to be undertaken, and of course the report of the
Honourable Frank Vincent, AO, QC, was tabled in
March of this year. I note that this bill undertakes to
look at many of those recommendations that were
provided in Justice Vincent’s review.
Frank Vincent is a man of great knowledge in this area
of law. He has spent much of his career working on the
area around parole or witness programs and dealing
with some very difficult cases in the justice system, so I
think it was very apt for him to have undertaken this
review. As someone who has worked with him closely
on a previous inquiry, I understand the level of detail he
would have gone into and his deep and thorough
knowledge, so although I have not read this report —
and I understand that much of it for obvious reasons has
been redacted — I have no doubt that it would have
been undertaken very thoroughly and would have
provided excellent recommendations to government
which government can be guided by. Hence the
government has been so guided in formulating this bill.
As has been highlighted, the bill itself also looks at the
governance and administration of witness protection in
Victoria to include strengthened independent oversight,
public reporting, mandated case reviews and the
introduction of decision-making principles. The
independent oversight role will be split between IBAC
and the Public Interest Monitor, and in that role the
Public Interest Monitor will monitor witness protection
decisions and provide assurance that decisions are made
in accordance with the witness protection principles and
in the public interest.
So the bill is very much looking at what needs to be
done in terms of those decisions that are made in these
important areas. As other members have stated, these
are particular cases where people need particular
protections, so those decisions are very significant and
they need to be provided with those assurances. IBAC
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will annually audit Victoria Police’s compliance with
keeping records under the act. These measures balance
operational secrecy, security, public accountability and
good governance. That also goes to that aim of the
bill — to provide for assurance and to ensure that
independent oversight and governance is adhered to.
The bill also extends the scope of the act’s governance
reforms to a broader range of police witness protection
conduct. I will not go through all of those elements
because I think that has been highlighted by other
speakers in their contributions. They have spoken
eloquently about the difficulties and complexities in
relation to some of the witnesses who may come before
the witness protection program. Obviously every case
would have to be based on its complexities and the
issues surrounding it, but should somebody be taken
into witness protection, then there are significant
concerns for that individual and their family.
Other members have highlighted some of the very
serious undertakings witnesses make, whether they be
the need for them to change location or change their
identity, which are things that are not done lightly. They
are taken very seriously, and they need to have a proper
and thorough process and proper governance and
principles applied around those elements. Certainly
with the review Frank Vincent has undertaken
highlighting those various elements, this bill acts on
those recommendations he has provided.
I understand that, as I have said, the bill amends both
the Witness Protection Act 1991 and the Crimes Act
1958, and it aims to implement all those
recommendations that have come out of the Vincent
review. As Ms Pennicuik and others — I know
Ms Shing went through elements in her contribution —
have highlighted some of the more technical aspects of
the background to this bill, I will not endeavour to do
that this afternoon.
I just put on the record that the coalition supports the
bill. The coalition considers that the Witness Protection
Amendment Bill, with those recommendations made in
the review undertaken by Frank Vincent, will provide
greater security for the community and greater security
for the police and other agencies involved in witness
protection programs and the like and will provide that
reassurance for both the community and all those who
are involved. With those few words, along with my
colleague Mr O’Donohue, I support the bill.
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I am
delighted to rise to speak on the Witness Protection
Amendment Bill 2016. This bill represents the
Andrews Labor government’s commitment to take
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every measure required to keep the Victorian
community safe. The Vincent review was announced in
March 2014. It was established to examine whether the
Witness Protection Act 1991 remains fit for purpose
and whether amendments are necessary to improve
witness protection in Victoria.

local crime issues in growth corridors and other areas of
greatest need. That is to be determined in consultation
with the police association, which is important to my
electorate.

A well-functioning witness protection program is vital
to maintain the rule of law. Without a witness, there
would be no case. This review builds the case for
sensible and targeted legislative change to improve the
governance and administration of witness protection
structures. Upholding the criminal law and maintaining
civil order depend on witnesses being prepared to give
evidence in court. The bill will amend the witness
protection and crimes acts to implement all eight of
Mr Vincent’s recommendations.

Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — It is an absolute pleasure to sum up on this
bill. If you live long enough, you see all sorts of things.
Maybe it is because we have a new police minister,
Lisa Neville, and this is the first bill she has brought
before this place or maybe it is just the quality of this
bill, but we have the opposition, the Greens, Labor and
probably the crossbench all in agreement on a police
bill. I have often said that when it comes to law and
order there is usually a long elastic band with different
people on different parts of the spectrum, but perhaps
there is something about this bill that has made us all
aligned right on the mark, all in agreement.

The amendments will improve the governance and
administration of the witness protection system; extend
the scope of the Witness Protection Act to potentially
include high-risk witnesses currently given protective
assistance outside the act; clarify the purpose of witness
protection and set out witness protection principles that
must be considered when certain witness protection
decisions are made or witness protection actions are
taken; increase police accountability for delivering
protective assistance that police have agreed to provide;
increase community confidence in witness protection
through strengthened independent oversight and
appropriate public reporting; and create a new offence
with up to 10 years jail for intimidating a witness.
This bill reaffirms the Premier’s commitment to
ensuring safety in Victoria. He has made it clear that
Victoria Police will have the resources it needs to bring
these offenders to justice and keep the community safe.
We have proudly delivered this. This is another promise
kept by the government. Those opposite like to talk
tough about crime but it is Labor that works with
Victoria Police to deliver the resources it needs, and we
are proud of that.
The Chief Commissioner of Police has said our
investment places Victoria Police as a national leader in
being able to respond to emerging challenges. The
announcement of our $596 million public safety
package gives police the necessary resources and
capability to respond to gang-related crime, gun crime,
terrorist threats, the scourge of ice and family violence.
This reflects what a modern, smart police force should
look like. We have provided funding for an extra
406 sworn police and 52 support personnel. We have
provided a total of 300 extra frontline police to be
deployed across Victoria. The chief commissioner has
indicated that deployment will focus on responding to

I commend this bill to the house.

There are no amendments to the bill. Why is that? It is
of course because this is an important bill. We all
recognise that protecting witnesses who give evidence
to help with successful prosecutions, protecting
witnesses in our fight against crime, protecting
witnesses in our battle with organised crime and
protecting witnesses who are absolutely crucial to the
operations of some of the more sophisticated law
enforcement processes and actions of the state is of vital
importance. It is important that we recognise that the
system we have needs to be improved. The original act,
introduced in 1991 and passed in this very chamber,
was the first witness protection legislation passed in
Australia. Things have moved on, and we need to
improve that act.
As people have said, Justice Vincent reviewed the
original act and made eight recommendations. The
review recognised that often ‘No witness equals no
case’, to quote Mr Vincent. The recommendations of
Mr Vincent’s inquiry have all been included in this bill.
The recommendations are around being clear about
what our witness protection system is and giving it
objectives. Mr Vincent recommended that the
government establish principles that certain people
must have regard to when making decisions on witness
protection — ‘certain people’ being the Chief
Commissioner of Police, their delegate, police officers
or other approved authorities.
The bill introduces the principle that when working
through witness protection matters for criminal
investigation and prosecution, protection and assistance
should not be provided as a reward or an inducement
for a witness to give evidence. The bill requires that
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there be a clear separation between the investigative
and the protective functions of Victoria Police, and it
requires that our witness protection program be tailored
to the needs of the individual and the risks they face.
There are a whole range of factors in here. When it
comes to children, as has been said, the bill ensures that
the welfare of the child is the most powerful factor in
our decision-making in relation to witness protection.
This is a good bill. It has principles that relate to health
and safety, to how investigations are conducted and to
what protective powers there are. Importantly the bill
recognises that you need more than one approach to
witness protection. For many people who voluntarily
enter witness protection, a change of identity is the way
to go — it is very important — but others may not be in
a position to change their identity or may not want to
but still face a high risk when giving evidence. There
are other formal things that the police can put in place
to help protect a witness — CCTV cameras, home
security, silent phone numbers and advice on how to
change your routine to protect yourself better. There are
a whole range of things that often happen currently but
that are not formally part of the witness protection
program. Formalising that is an important measure.
The bill also enhances the framework for independent
monitoring. Under this bill the Public Interest Monitor,
Mr Brendan Murphy, will sit in on protection decisions
and ensure that the principles enshrined in this act are
taken into consideration when there are
recommendations made to the chief commissioner.
IBAC of course is also a part of it. IBAC will be able to
audit the recorded information of Victoria Police.
Clearly you need a separation of powers. IBAC will not
perform this function when the actual protection issues
are being worked through, but it will go back and have
a look at the records and check that Victoria Police has
operated according to the act.
The bill revisits the immunities under the act,
particularly in regard to civil actions. It requires
Victoria Police to review protected witnesses cases
every two years, and in doing that it actually
strengthens the case management of the witnesses
under the act, which is important because there have
been cases in the past where long-serving witnesses
under protection perhaps have not been getting the case
management they need right through the program.
Ms Pennicuik is nodding on this one. It also inserts a
new offence into the Crimes Act 1958 to prohibit
intimidation or reprisals against witnesses or other
persons, which is an important part and has quite
serious penalties.
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As such, this is part of a modernisation of our witness
protection scheme. It comes from a very substantive
review. It is supported by all in this chamber, I
believe — certainly all major parties — and I wish it a
speedy passage.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

APPROPRIATION (2016–2017) BILL 2016
and BUDGET PAPERS 2016–17
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 June; motion of
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) and
motion of Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan):
That the Council take note of the budget papers 2016–17.

Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I rise
to speak on this motion and to reflect on what is a
terrific budget for Victoria and very much a budget that
makes great investment in infrastructure in regional
Victoria. The budget is an annual opportunity for any
government to make a very clear statement about its
values, and this budget certainly demonstrates the
Labor government’s values. As a consequence you see
very strong investments in schools, in our health system
and in a number of initiatives that are designed to make
our economy strong, to support greater diversity in our
economy, which of course is the thing that underpins its
strength, and to grow jobs.
In regional Victoria there are significant investments in
infrastructure, perhaps most notably a $1.3 billion
investment in regional public transport. Our regional
public transport network has, in the earlier part of this
year, experienced significant challenges that have been
the source of great frustration to commuters. This
investment will see the work continue to get the system
back on track after what was a very disappointing start
to the year and to take the regional rail network from
strength to strength.
It is a shame that Mr Ramsay is not in the chamber,
because I would love to remind him that it is a Labor
government that will be delivering that fourth rail
service for Warrnambool. It is something that we have
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argued about a lot over the years. There is an additional
rail passenger service to Maryborough, as part of a very
extensive package of investments, and significant
works on the Ballarat line as well, which will deliver
great improvement in the reliability and frequency of
that service. Our regional cities are growing and
growing fast, and a modern regional public transport
service is something that our regional centres will
benefit from, as will the smaller communities that are
connected to those. I also note improvements to the
service to Shepparton as well.
The budget demonstrates that the Andrews Labor
government has the Victorian economy back on track.
Confidence is returning. The budget provides a surplus
of $2.9 billion and a forecast growth rate of 3 per cent.
This is up from the forecasts 12 months ago of 2.75 per
cent and from an actual growth rate of 2.5 per cent in
the Labor government’s first year. Debt levels are being
contained certainly at no greater levels than those which
we inherited.
Whilst there is a need for government to invest in
infrastructure, keeping the balance right between a
sustainable and manageable debt and a strong
infrastructure program is something that our
government is very focused on. Of course the rating
agencies confirmed the strength of this budget by
reaffirming Victoria’s cherished AAA credit rating.
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level of support in the Wimmera communities for better
access to cancer services. At the moment many services
can only be accessed in Ballarat or indeed further north.
Most people in those communities I think access
services in Ballarat. We know that the health outcomes
for people in rural Victoria are poorer than they are for
people in our larger regional cities and when compared
to those in Melbourne. This is an incredibly welcome
investment.
The urgent care centre at Moyne Health Services at Port
Fairy is a very welcome investment for the Western
Victoria Region electorate as well. As you can tell,
Acting President, the $4.1 million allocated on the day
of that initial announcement is just a small proportion
of the $200 million fund, and the department of health
will be working closely with regional and rural health
services — —
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Ms PULFORD — Hello! You were not here when I
was talking about the Warrnambool rail service that is
going to be improved by a Labor government.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Ms PULFORD — Yes, but you did not do it over
four years, did you? You only commit to it when it does
not matter.

As I said, the diversity of our economy is our strength,
and the budget provides for a significant boost to the
Future Industries Fund. This is about growing jobs in a
number of key sectors in the Victorian economy —
those where we believe our people in Victoria and the
work that they do are poised to lead the world and, in
doing so, create a great many jobs for people in
communities across Victoria.

It is wonderful to see investments being made into our
rural and regional health services. This can only
provide relief to those experiencing ill health and their
families and loved ones, resulting in less travel time and
less time away from home. But I do want to give credit
to the people who have been leading the push for the
Wimmera cancer centre in Horsham and to congratulate
them for their advocacy for that.

I would like to reflect for a moment on the other
investments in regional and rural Victoria. The budget
provides for the $200 million Regional Health
Infrastructure Fund. There are three specific projects
that we outlined on budget day that will be supported
by that fund. There is $1 million towards the
$3.5 million Wimmera cancer centre, $2.1 million for
an urgent care centre at Moyne Health Services at Port
Fairy and $1 million to plan the West Gippsland Health
Care Group redevelopment at Warragul hospital. I am
less familiar than I am sure other people are with the
West Gippsland project, but the other two are in my
electorate of Western Victoria Region.

The budget also makes considerable investment in our
rural and regional schools. Again, a number are in the
Western Victoria Region electorate — Brauer
Secondary College, Natimuk Primary School and
Donald High School, just to name a few. There are
61 school projects funded in this budget. We are
continuing the work on asbestos removal and
needs-based funding, which of course Labor
governments, state and federal, hold incredibly dearly.
So many schools across rural and regional Victoria
have a demonstrated need for upgrades to their
facilities, and this budget means that kids in rural
Victoria will have better educational opportunities and
better facilities, and that is something we are incredibly
proud of.

The community campaign for improved cancer services
in the Wimmera has been a tremendous thing. There
has been significant local fundraising. There is a great
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I also reflect on the significant investments in regional
Victoria to create jobs. There is $325 million for
infrastructure and services, which includes a number of
important irrigation upgrades and water security
projects as we continue to build Victoria’s water grid.
There is funding for work on removing mobile
blackspots. That is a big project, but we are getting on
with it. We had a great result in round one of the federal
funding program, with Victoria doing very well.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Ms PULFORD — Indeed Mr Dalidakis and I have
shared a passion and interest in this. Mr Dalidakis
reminds us that this is less just one program in the
budget than one that is just part of our ongoing work
from the last budget in improving ICT connectivity for
people on the rail service that I mentioned earlier.
A big boost as part of that is our $101 million Regional
Tourism Infrastructure Fund. There are many
recommendations in the report of the Regional
Economic Development and Services Review that the
government conducted in the first half of last year, but
one of the things that really came through very strongly
from our regional communities was the lack of
opportunity to create jobs and the lack of fully realised
potential in regional tourism. Close to one in six
regional Victorians in work work in the visitor
economy, so this is one of the most important areas of
investment. The $101 million includes a very
significant project at Phillip Island, and we are working
with regional tourism boards and local councils to
identify regional tourism infrastructure projects across
the length and breadth of the state. I have had a look at
some of these ideas, and there are no shortage of
fantastic ideas. Whether it is on the scale of something
like the Brim silos or something like the visitor
experience at the Twelve Apostles, there is literally
something for everyone in regional tourism.
In that vein I also mention the $20 million Regional
Events Fund. Again there is a great deal of important
reform and work being led my colleague the Minister
for Tourism and Major Events, John Eren, to grow our
tourism industry and to share the benefits of that across
the state. Events funding is something that our regional
communities need some further assistance with. It is not
really possible for smaller regional events to compete
with events like the Australian Open Tennis
Championships or the Australian Formula One Grand
Prix, but regional events can provide an extraordinary
boost to regional economies. We do not need to look
any further than Bendigo and the Marilyn Monroe
exhibition and the record-breaking visitor numbers they
have had there. The work that the Bendigo Art Gallery
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has done in creating an amazing program of events is
complemented by investment being made by people
with businesses in View Street and throughout
Bendigo. The Regional Events Fund is about
supporting more great initiatives like this across
regional Victoria.
I would also like to make a couple of observations
about the agriculture portfolio. This is a great budget
for our primary producers. There are some changes in
the area of the Treasurer’s responsibility relating to the
treatment of some parcels of land. They are modest
changes but really welcome and important ones. This is
the biggest water infrastructure budget since 2009,
which was probably about the time when the
desalination plant was built. That is going to be a hard
record to beat, but certainly this is the biggest water
infrastructure budget in a very long time. Then of
course in agriculture we have worked hard to restore
the biosecurity funding black hole that we inherited.
There is some investment in the budget in new
equipment and many other things that I have spoken
about in the house and in other forums before.
At the outset I talked about a budget being an
opportunity for a government to express its values, so in
addition to health, education and creating jobs in all of
the industries that are going to be such an important
part of our future, the government has made a
significant investment in implementing the most urgent
of the family violence royal commission’s
recommendations. There is the second iteration of the
Ice Action Plan and things that will make our
communities safer and make our communities stronger.
In that vein I also note that in the agriculture portfolio
there is $7.3 million to continue our work in medicinal
cannabis. This is in addition to resources in the health
portfolio for medicinal cannabis, but this is landmark
reform. Ms Patten was interested in pursuing some
questions earlier in the week on this matter, and I note
the interest of many members in the house about our
progress on this. I can report to the house that the plants
that the Victorian government has in a secure facility
and that it is nurturing are coming along very nicely.
They are growing well. They will be essential to the
supply for the first cohort of patients in a landmark
reform.
This budget demonstrates that we are getting on with it
and that we are making Victoria a stronger and better
place and a more compassionate and fairer society.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
just regret the fact that I have only 15 minutes to give a
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full appraisal of what I think has been a debacle of a
government after only 18 months in office.
Ms Crozier — Look at today.
Mrs PEULICH — Well, look at this week. The
Andrews Labor government promised so many things
but has delivered so little in terms of tangible outcomes
financially, in terms of infrastructure, in terms of its
social capital programs and in terms of
accountability — all of those four pillars that I typically
use to judge the performance of a government. As I
said, Labor promised a lot, has delivered so little, has
wasted so much and has missed so many opportunities.
Unfortunately it will take another Liberal government
to clean up the mess that is being left behind.
The Premier, Daniel Andrews, has been embarking,
however, on a Daniel Andrews Labor cultural
revolution. This is derailing his government, and we see
it lurching from crisis to crisis each day. In the
meantime the government is also trampling over
communities, lighting fires with a display of arrogance
and incompetence across Victoria and also across the
South Eastern Metropolitan Region, which I have the
pleasure of representing. It appears that Daniel
Andrews and his Socialist Left faction, which is in
charge of the government, is driven by a pro-union,
left-wing and pro-Labor mates agenda.
The three or four most obvious examples that come to
mind include what the government is trying to do in
terms of a growth strategy for unions and for its
favoured mate, Peter Marshall, the secretary of the
United Firefighters Union, in sponsoring and
facilitating a takeover, a rape and pillage, of the
Country Fire Authority (CFA), our treasured and iconic
institution which signifies all that Australia stands for,
and of volunteers who have stood by their communities
in times of need. Indeed we have seen one minister
cannibalised, and we have seen another minister
disgraced today and forced to make a personal
explanation for basically misleading the Parliament.
Also there is the hide of this government in trying to
make the Safe Schools Coalition compulsory for
primary and secondary schoolchildren, forcing a
left-wing sexual agenda that is not about bullying or an
anti-bullying program. It is about changing our
institutions, changing the family, changing education
and changing the mindset of our children. The
government is embarking on areas that are not the
responsibility of the state and certainly not the
responsibility of one that is driven by this cultural zeal.
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The agenda has been exposed, and it is one largely
driven by Roz Ward, a self-proclaimed Marxist whom
the Premier and the Minister for Education have on
repeated occasions defended. They have attacked
anyone who holds a contrary view and called them
bigots. If we actually have a look at the Oxford English
Dictionary definition of a bigot, we see that it is a
person who holds a particular view to the exclusion of
others. I would have thought that that term applies to
Ms Ward very appropriately. Her outrageous comment
that the Australian flag is a symbol of racism I have
great pleasure in denouncing. She ought to be ashamed
of herself. The Premier should have denounced it. Her
wish to replace the Australian flag flying above this
Parliament with a red one, the symbol of communism,
really does shine a light on Daniel Andrews’s social
and cultural agenda.
In terms of accountability — well, there has been none.
The government deals with mates. It is doing deals with
Trades Hall. There is a $10 million grant to Trades Hall
for refurbishments so it can free up more of its funds to
conduct campaigns against its political foes.
Financially we now have rivers of gold coming into the
state’s coffers, but so much money is wasted. There is
no better example of that than the $1.1 billion wasted
on tearing up the east–west link contract, which was
justified by Daniel Andrews on the grounds that it had
not been taken to an election. However, clearly the
contract was torn up as a way for the government to try
to save its four inner metropolitan seats from the
political threat of the Greens.
Yet in the same breath, 18 months later we have sky
rail, which also has not been taken to an election, being
rolled out in the Southern Metropolitan Region and the
South Eastern Metropolitan Region. YouTube clips
quite clearly show the Premier promising level crossing
separations, and because of the successful ones that the
coalition undertook, including the Springvale level
crossing, everyone assumed that it was going to be
underground, which certainly would be welcome. It is
something that I have been calling for, in particular for
the Clayton level crossing, which the member for
Clarinda in the Legislative Assembly had never
mentioned in all of his time until I put that on the
agenda because of its proximity to the Monash hospital.
We saw the rorting of electorate office budgets, and that
investigation continues. We have seen this place being
used contemptuously by the ministers because this
chamber had the gall to move and pass a motion to
suspend the Leader of the Government for not
complying with the wishes of the chamber.
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We have seen, as I said, the CFA under attack, and I
will absolutely be outraged — and the Premier will
never live it down — if tomorrow, as is rumoured to be
the case, he announces the gutting of the CFA. Whether
or not Ms Garrett, who I think has shown some
fortitude and backbone, is sidelined is yet to be seen,
but she has clearly been cannibalised in trying to do the
right thing and was defended by former emergency
services minister André Haermeyer. The CFA board
and the chief executive officer have nowhere to go
except to observe the act which governs them. It is
bloody-minded arrogance and incompetence to take on
60 000 volunteers and all of the supporters that they
have versus 800 professional firefighters.

election with; for Cranbourne Secondary College there
is only $331 000 of the $9 million promised; there is no
extension of the Cranbourne train line to Clyde; and
there is no progress on Jude Perera’s cinema for
Cranbourne. The RACV said that Casey needs
$1.2 billion in roads just to meet today’s requirements,
and that number grows with each new family, and this
budget will not match the growth, let alone the backlog.

What in actual fact has the South Eastern Metropolitan
Region benefited from during one and a half years of
this Labor government and all of the promises that it
came to office with? In Kingston the Mordialloc bypass
has been abandoned, there is just $4.25 million plus
change for the Mordialloc electorate compared to the
$250 million that was delivered in just four years of a
Liberal government, there is no money for local
sporting facilities, dozens of schools are still waiting for
upgrades and emergency service units have been
forgotten. There are no projects in the Kingston part of
the Carrum electorate, and Cheltenham Secondary
College is receiving only $231 000 out of the promised
$6.3 million.

In terms of multicultural affairs, my other shadow
portfolio, I think the government has lost the plot. I
think it has broadened the diversity agenda so far that it
has certainly moved the focus away from multicultural
communities. It has failed to be proactive, and it has
failed to marshal resources to areas of need to develop
social programs and to support the emerging
communities that are faced with so many challenges —
ranging from parenting through to employment,
through to the interface with the justice system and a
range of others. There is nothing there. For investment
in medium and long-term strategies there is nothing
being rolled out in the short term. I have used this place
time after time to call for short-term measures to be
taken to support our emerging communities, but
nothing has been done as yet.

In Greater Dandenong there is no Dandenong bypass
connected to the South Gippsland Freeway; there is no
construction money allocated for Keysborough South
schools; there is no additional multicultural affairs
funding in order to deal with some of the issues
involving our young people from multicultural, and in
particular African, backgrounds; and the Dandenong
High School project is running late.
In Frankston $3.1 million is missing from the Frankston
TAFE upgrade; there is no sign of Labor’s promised
freeway-style interchange at the intersection of Ballarto
Road and the Western Port Highway; there is still no
contribution from the state government to the Frankston
Basketball Stadium; the Thompsons Road-Western
Port Highway intersection has been downgraded from a
freeway flyover to a set of traffic lights, and
$6.22 million has been cut from the project, with
completion now delayed to 2019; and the Thompsons
Road upgrade has been downgraded, with traffic lights
to replace the flyover, as I have mentioned.
There is no new primary school or secondary school for
Casey, despite demand and growth; there are no funds
allocated for the Hallam Road or Monash Freeway
upgrades; there is only $2 million for Casey Hospital,
not the promised $106.3 million that Labor went to the

Similarly, in the bits of my electorate that are covered
by the City of Monash only two school upgrades have
been provided, as well as some funding for Monash
Medical Centre. There is debacle after debacle across
each portfolio.

The entire multicultural affairs portfolio has been
restructured. The power of allocation of grants has now
been largely centralised in the minister’s department
and therefore in the minister’s office, and the Victorian
Multicultural Commission has really been left to be
almost like a front, with very little responsibility, with
no genuine involvement in decisions of grants
allocation, with most of its responsibilities having been
gutted away from the chair and now with its staff
directly reporting to Office of Multicultural Affairs and
Citizenship (OMAC) staff.
We have had no increase in consultations with our
culturally and linguistically diverse communities at a
time when consultation is so important in framing and
promoting social cohesion and diversity policies that
will better enhance and integrate our multicultural and
emerging communities. There is no emphasis on
boosting Cultural Diversity Week attendance or
flagship events such as, for example, Viva Victoria; no
specialised employment services for disadvantaged job
seekers from migrant and refugee backgrounds — and
this in particular affects those who have come here
through refugee programs and also those who have
come here as international students and who seek to
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achieve their permanent residency; and no funding for
capacity building for ethno-specific community
services or for culturally diverse aged care.
The government completely mucked up the family
violence royal commission by not making sure that the
causes of family violence were fully investigated and
that a keen voice was given to people from
multicultural backgrounds whose experience of
domestic violence, family violence, is very different
and often much more dramatic than that to which we
are accustomed here in Victoria, in Australia. There is
also no funding to sustain and develop services in local
councils experiencing higher than average demand on
services due to an increase in residents from new and
emerging communities. The multicultural grants
process has been politicised. Despite the best interests
of the minister, the net effect of it will be that it will be
politicised.
The success of our policy has resulted from its
multicultural foundations. I will bet my bottom dollar
that there will be a progressive shift away from that.
Before, when organisations received grants, they were
obliged to invite speakers from all political sides. Now
that is decreasing of course because the funding comes
out of the Department of Premier and Cabinet, or
OMAC specifically. We now see the government logo,
the government speakers being marshalled and other
parties being left out in the cold. Multicultural
consultation is wishful thinking, and so on. So there is
certainly a lot of disgruntlement.
In particular, could I say I have called on the minister
on numerous occasions to pull together a multi-agency
task force to address the problems facing our young
people, in particular those who were involved in the
Moomba riots or any other of the riots where there was
a cultural element. Unfortunately, although he is
meeting with young people from one of those
communities, he has failed to bring together a
multi-agency task force to actually get to the root of the
problem. He did establish, as the Acting Minister for
Police, a task force, but its focus is on policing rather
than actually understanding the fundamental problems
that underpin those issues.
This government is an absolute debacle. But the biggest
debacle is the way it has trampled over local
communities on local issues. One of those is of course
sky rail. We have had hundreds of petitions tabled, both
here and in the lower house, and communities coming
together — Greens voters, Labor voters, Liberal voters,
swinging voters — all working together to make sure
that it does not destroy the bayside amenities if it is
rolled out along the Frankston line. My heart goes out
to those who are now having to contend with it, from

2881

Caulfield through to Dandenong. I know of one
gentleman, Chris Papapavlou, whose house will back
onto it, who has no peace of mind and neither have his
family, because sky rail will only be 10 metres away
from his home. This government has treated those
communities with contempt. The Minister for Planning,
Richard Wynne, and the Premier have dug their heels in
in relation to the Waverley Park Residents Action
Group. They promised a lot but they have done
nothing, and their conduct is more and more arrogant
each day.
Lastly — but not least, of course — is the debacle
involving City Life. Assembly member Paul Edbrooke
led a task force lasting 14 months, spending $70 000, to
try to find a home for this most important service, but it
found that in actual fact there is nothing. This
government is a debacle, and I look forward to — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Eideh) —
Order! Time has expired, thank you.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms LOVELL
(Northern Victoria).
Debate adjourned until next day.

ROAD MANAGEMENT AMENDMENT
(BUS STOP DELIVERY POWERS) BILL
2016
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Ms PULFORD (Minister for
Agriculture) on motion of Mr Dalidakis; by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture),
Mr Dalidakis 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 Road
Management Amendment (Bus Stop Delivery Powers) Bill
2016.
In my opinion, the Road Management Amendment (Bus Stop
Delivery Powers) Bill 2016, 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.
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Overview
The Road Management Amendment (Bus Stop Delivery
Powers) Bill 2016 (the bill) provides the Public Transport
Development Authority (PTDA) with power to install and
modify bus stop infrastructure and bus stopping points, and to
exercise related powers and to perform related functions,
which are currently vested in the Secretary to the Department
of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources
(secretary). The bill also validates the past exercise of those
powers and performance of those functions by the PTDA
instead of the secretary.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
The only right that is relevant to the bill is the right contained
in section 20 of the charter act: a person must not be deprived
of his or her property other than in accordance with law.
It is unlikely that the effect of the bill is to deprive a person of
property rights, even non-traditional and less formal rights
however widely defined. Even if that were to be the case, the
impact of the validation provisions on property rights is not
arbitrary and is lawful.
I do not therefore consider that the right is limited by the bill.
In any event, the bill promotes an important objective of
ensuring that public transport in the form of bus services are
available to the community and that routes and bus stopping
points are in appropriate places.
Jaala Pulford, MP
Minister for Agriculture

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade).
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This is a small bill which is primarily aimed at giving power
to Public Transport Victoria to install and maintain bus stops
and to conduct related activities. An important purpose of the
bill is to validate past actions undertaken by PTV without
sufficient authority.
Victoria’s population is growing. This will bring both
challenges and opportunities in the future, but one thing is
certain: our growing population will put increasing pressure
on the state’s transport system. We need an efficient public
transport system that delivers excellent service and ensures
access to work, education and lifestyle opportunities for all
Victorians. Buses are the most flexible mode of public
transport and will play a critical role in meeting Victoria’s
transport needs into the future, particularly in high growth
areas.
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As part of the government’s commitment to creating a world
class public transport system, a $100 million bus package was
funded in the 2015–16 state budget. This investment broadly
focuses on improving access to major education facilities,
improving public transport options in growth areas, and better
engaging with the community regarding service needs.
To deliver these commitments, PTV needs to create
infrastructure including bus stops. PTV needs the power to
designate bus stop locations and install or modify bus stop
infrastructure. Powers in relation to bus stops and related
activities are currently contained in the Road Management
Act 2004 and are conferred on the Secretary of the
Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources.
PTV was established in November 2011 and commenced on
2 April 2012. PTV took over many but not all of the public
transport functions of the former Director of Public Transport
and the former Department of Transport. The activities
include:
designating new bus stopping points;
designating locations for the installation of new bus stop
infrastructure;
the identification of existing bus stop infrastructure
requiring modification and upgrading;
the identification of bus stopping points and bus stop
infrastructure to which temporary changes are required
for special events or temporary bus service changes; and
other sundry and minor works required to generally
improve bus stops.
After some years of designating bus stopping points and
installing or modifying bus stop infrastructure PTV identified
that it did not possess sufficient statutory power to undertake
these bus stops activities. The agency has subsequently
continued to perform the activities under an agreement where
it acts as the agent of the secretary of DEDJTR. The
arrangement is administratively cumbersome.
The only way to remedy PTV’s absence of power for the
future and the past is to make statutory change. Accordingly,
the bill amends the Road Management Act to give
appropriate functions to PTV and validates past acts
undertaken by PTV when PTV did not have authority to use
these powers.
The government regrets the need to introduce this bill. It
demonstrates the need to take great care when establishing
new entities.
The circumstances that have led to the development of this
bill provide a timely reminder that statutory agencies can only
act if statute provides them with sufficient power.
Accordingly, agencies need to be vigilant and must ensure
they have power at all times to support their activities.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern
Victoria) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 16 June.
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JUSTICE LEGISLATION (EVIDENCE AND
OTHER ACTS) AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Mr HERBERT (Minister for
Training and Skills) on motion of Mr Dalidakis; by
leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills), Mr Dalidakis tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Justice
Legislation (Evidence and Other Acts) Amendment
Bill 2016.
In my opinion, the Justice Legislation (Evidence and Other
Acts) Amendment Bill 2016, 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
Presumption in favour of audiovisual hearings
The bill introduces a presumption that most hearings in the
Magistrates Court where an adult accused is in custody will
proceed via audiovisual link. This is to encourage and
increase the use of this technology, and to acknowledge that
an in-person attendance by a prisoner is not required in all
hearings.
The government has invested in improved audiovisual
technology in prisons and in the Magistrates Court. The aim
is to facilitate efficient court hearings and avoid the transport
of prisoners unless it is in the interests of justice for a person
to appear in person. More audiovisual court hearings will also
help reduce numbers in police cells so that prisoners who do
attend court can be accommodated in those cells and appear
in court when scheduled.
Expanding Victoria Legal Aid board
The board of Victoria Legal Aid (VLA) currently consists of
a chairperson, managing director and three directors. The
current non-executive directors are predominantly from
finance, banking, government and legal backgrounds. The
current composition reflects the Legal Aid Act 1978 which
requires that at least one director must have financial
management experience, and at least one must have business
or government experience.
The bill will amend the Legal Aid Act 1978 so that the board
has two additional directors, taking them from three to five.
The additional members will not be required to be experts in
any particular area. The quorum for a board meeting will
increase from three to four members. The amendment will
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provide greater coverage for board-related committee work,
and increase the diversity of experience on the board, so that
the board can better deal with current and future challenges.
Human rights issues
Presumption in favour of audiovisual hearings
Right to liberty and security of the person
Section 21(5)(a) of the charter provides that if a person is
arrested or detained on a criminal charge they must be
promptly brought before a court.
The purpose of this provision is to ensure that a person is not
arbitrarily arrested or detained and that the justification of any
such detention is subject to the independent scrutiny of the
courts. The bill does not impede a person being brought
promptly before the court. New section 42JA(3) provides that
if an accused is taken into custody and is required to be
brought before a bail justice or the Magistrates Court then the
accused must be brought physically before the Magistrates
Court in person unless the accused consents to appear before
the court by audiovisual link.
Fair hearing
Section 24 of the charter provides that a person charged with
a criminal offence or a party to a civil proceeding has the right
to have the charge or proceeding decided by a competent,
independent and impartial court or tribunal after a fair and
public hearing.
An accused’s right to a fair hearing may be engaged by the
proposed amendments. However, if a fair hearing requires a
person to attend court in person, the court may order this and
overturn the presumption of an audiovisual hearing. Under
amended section 42L(1)(a) of the bill the Magistrates Court
can order a person to appear in person regardless of new
section 42JA(1) of the bill if it is in the ‘interests of justice’ or
appearing by audiovisual link is not reasonably practicable. A
fair hearing will always be in the ‘interests of justice’.
Without limiting the Magistrates Court determination of what
is in the ‘interests of justice’, new section 42L(1A) of the bill
sets out two specific considerations that the Magistrates Court
must take into account in deciding whether a direction to
attend court in person is required in the interests of justice.
The Magistrates Court must consider the ability of an accused
to comprehend proceedings and to communicate with their
legal representatives and give instructions or express wishes
to the representatives.
Further section 42R of the Evidence (Miscellaneous
Provisions) Act 1958 sets out the minimum requirements for
an audiovisual link to ensure that the transmission quality is
fit for purpose. The legislated minimum requirements mean
that if a matter proceeds by audiovisual link, an accused can
still fully participate in the proceedings, be heard by the court
and give necessary instructions to their lawyer.
An audiovisual hearing will also be public because anyone in
the courtroom will be able to see and hear the proceedings
and see and hear the accused via the audiovisual technology.
Rights in criminal proceedings
Section 25(2)(d) of the charter provides that an accused has
the right to be ‘tried in person’ and to defend himself or
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herself personally or through legal assistance. The purpose of
this provision is to ensure an accused is not tried in their
absence and has the right to fully participate in their trial and
defence.
The presumption of appearing via audiovisual link will not
apply for the following types of Magistrates Court hearings:
appearance before a bail justice after arrest, the appearance
before a magistrate after arrest, a fitness to plead inquiry, a
summary hearing of a plea of not guilty, or a committal
hearing. For these hearings, when an accused is challenging
the allegations against them or challenging their mental
capacity to be tried, a physical attendance at court will be
required. (Consistent with the current law, an audiovisual link
may still be ordered in these cases by the Magistrates Court
but usually, only where the accused consents to an
audiovisual hearing.)
In any event, an accused still participates in their hearing ‘in
person’ even if they attend by audiovisual link. The accused is
not being tried in absentia. Due to the requirements of the
section 42R of the Evidence (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act
1958 the audiovisual technology must be of such a standard
that the accused can ‘see and hear the person appearing before
the court or giving the evidence or making the submission’.
This requirement will ensure that the audiovisual court
hearing enables the accused to be fairly tried in person albeit
by audiovisual link.
Section 25(2)(b) of the charter also provides, that a person
charged with a criminal offence is entitled to have adequate
time and facilities to prepare his or her defence and to
communicate with a lawyer.
Increased use of technology to facilitate lawyer/client
conferences and different arrangements for conferencing with
clients mean the reforms will not unduly impact on an
accused’s access to legal advice and representation. In some
circumstances it may actually enhance that access and
provide more time for an accused to communicate with a
lawyer and prepare his or her defence.
If the use of an audiovisual facility was going to impact
adversely on an accused’s ability to communicate with a
lawyer and prepare his or her defence then a magistrate could
simply order that it was in the interests of justice that an
accused be brought physically to court. Section 42L(1A) of
the bill requires consideration of these issues when deciding if
a physical hearing is required in the interests of justice.
Indeed section 42R(3) of the Evidence (Miscellaneous
Provisions) Act 1958 specifically provides that for an
audiovisual hearing to take place, both the court and the
prisoner’s location must be equipped with facilities that
enable private communication to take place (at any time
during the hearing or any adjournment of the hearing or at
any time on the day of a hearing shortly before or after the
hearing) between the accused and any legal practitioner at the
court representing him or her in the proceeding. It also
provides that there must be the facilities for documents to be
transmitted between the accused and their legal practitioner.
Expanding Victoria Legal Aid board
The amendments to the Legal Aid Act 1978 do not engage
rights in the charter.
The Hon. Steve Herbert, MP
Minister for Training and Skills
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Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade).
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The Evidence (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958 makes
audiovisual hearings possible in certain circumstances, but
they are the exception, not the rule in most matters.
Current legislation only permits the use of audiovisual
hearings but never requires it. Excellent quality audiovisual
technology linking courts and prisons is currently available
but is not used as frequently as it could be.
Legislative change is necessary to increase the use of
audiovisual court hearings for prisoners in the Magistrates
Court, to allow the Magistrates Court to operate efficiently.
Accordingly, today I bring a bill to the house that will amend
the Evidence (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958 to
introduce a presumption that prisoners appear via audiovisual
link for certain court hearings in the Magistrates Court, rather
than appear in person.
In recent months the courts have been unable to deal with
some cases listed before them, as Corrections Victoria has
been unable to bring some prisoners to court. Those accused
of offences who are in custody are generally required to be
lodged in police cells before they are brought to court for their
hearings. When police cells are full then prisoners cannot be
brought to court. Overcrowding in police cells therefore leads
to significant court delays.
The non-attendance of prisoners at court is a problem that
must be addressed. We must equip the justice system with the
ability to deal with the problem currently facing the court, in a
way that makes the most of new technologies.
A fair hearing is a fundamental requirement of the justice
system, but there is more than one way of achieving this.
Audiovisual hearings, in appropriate circumstances, can
ensure effective, efficient and fundamentally fair hearings.
This bill aims to have more hearings proceeding via
audiovisual link.
The government has allocated $14.7 million on upgrading
technology in the courts to encourage the use of audiovisual
links in court hearings. Increasing the use of audiovisual links
will make the most of this investment by helping the system
to cope with increased prisoner court hearings.
The primary aims of the bill are:
to ensure that prisoners attend court in person when it is
really necessary; and
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to ensure most hearings will take place by audiovisual
link, which will minimise disruption to the prisoner,
pressure on police cells and court delays.
The bill will specify the particular types of hearing for which
a prisoner must be physically present and will require all other
hearings to occur by audiovisual link.
The bill will also provide for a magistrate to direct appearance
by audiovisual link in what would otherwise be physical
attendance cases or to direct physical attendance in what
would otherwise be audiovisual appearance cases in certain
circumstances.
Presumption in favour of audiovisual court hearings
The bill will provide that for most hearings in the Magistrates
Court, where an adult accused is remanded in custody on
those proceedings, the hearing should proceed via audiovisual
link.
Many appearances in the Magistrates Court are primarily of
an administrative nature. Frequently in the Magistrates Court
there are three or four and often more hearings before a matter
is finally determined. Not all of those hearings require a
prisoner to be physically present if they can participate
adequately in that hearing via audiovisual link.
Jurisdiction
The amendments incorporated by the bill will apply to the
Magistrates Court only. The vast majority of cases in Victoria
are heard in the Magistrates Court, which is the busiest court
in Victoria, with 53 different locations around Victoria. It
handles approximately 90 per cent of all cases that come
before Victorian courts each year. The court deals with about
250 000 criminal and civil cases every year.
Overcrowded police cells therefore have a much bigger
impact on the Magistrates Court than on any other court, and
the greatest benefit of the proposed changes is to be achieved
in the Magistrates Court.
The proposed amendments will apply only to adult accused,
not to children. All matters involving allegations of criminal
offending by children obviously need to be handled with
special care and sensitivity. We have a separate Children’s
Court which was created and equipped to do that. There are
already provisions in the Evidence (Miscellaneous
Provisions) Act 1958 that relate to the appearance of a child
in court, and there is no intention that the proposed
amendments be extended to children.
Physical appearances
The amendments do not presume that all hearings must or
even should occur by audiovisual link. It is well recognised
that there are substantive hearings where it is generally more
appropriate for a prisoner to appear physically. These are
hearings for:
an appearance before a bail justice after arrest;
an appearance before a magistrate after arrest;
a fitness to plead inquiry;
a hearing of the charge if the accused is pleading not
guilty; or
a committal hearing.
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Commencement of any criminal proceeding is a serious
matter, so it is important that an accused and the court are
directly involved at an early stage. Where a person has been
arrested and police consider it necessary to remand the person
in custody, then that person will have the earliest opportunity
to appear before a bail justice and/or a magistrate and make
an application for bail.
It is also unfortunate, but true, that many of those accused of
criminal offences struggle with serious mental health issues.
Cases where there is a real issue about the state of the
accused’s mental health are likely to benefit from the
attendance in person of the accused. If there is a question as to
whether an accused is mentally fit to plead, then it will be
presumed that the accused will be present at court and, as far
as possible, involved in proceedings.
Summary hearings of a plea of not guilty and committal
hearings involve evidence being called can be complex and
may require documentary material to be considered. That can
be done more easily if the prisoner is at court. Therefore the
accused will be physically present for this category of
hearings.
Exceptions to presumed physical appearances
While the sorts of appearances I have just mentioned would
usually be conducted with the prisoner physically in court,
there may well be occasions on which it is fair, reasonable
and appropriate to conduct those sorts of hearings by
audiovisual link. So there will be an option for a prisoner to
attend by audiovisual link where:
in the case of an appearance before a bail justice and/or a
magistrate following arrest, the prisoner consents; and
in the case of a fitness to plead inquiry, a summary
hearing of a plea of not guilty, or a committal hearing,
an appearance by audiovisual link is consistent with the
interests of justice, is reasonably practicable in the
circumstances, and the parties consent. If the parties do
not consent, the matter can still be conducted by
audiovisual link, but only in exceptional circumstances.
These exceptions do not represent any change to the current
law.
Audiovisual appearances
In the interests of an efficient and effective criminal justice
system, and, in particular to avoid the present unacceptable
level of delays in prisoners attending court, it is essential to
ensure that matters appropriate for hearing by audiovisual
facilities are actually heard via those facilities. Therefore all
matters other than those just mentioned will be conducted via
audiovisual technology.
Matters which are primarily of an administrative nature, such
as adjournments, mentions, special mentions, committal
mentions, second and subsequent remands, as well as bail
applications made at any time after the first appearance, and
sentencing hearings, will be heard by audiovisual link.
Exceptions to presumed audiovisual hearings
There may well be occasions on which it is more appropriate
to conduct these audiovisual hearings by the prisoner
physically appearing in court. The bill provides for a
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magistrate to make a direction that a prisoner appear
physically at court where:
it is in the interests of justice for the prisoner to
physically appear; or
it is not reasonably practicable for the prisoner to appear
by audiovisual link.
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its statutory objectives and carries out its functions and duties
in accordance with the Legal Aid Act 1978.
These include, among other things:
using best endeavours to make legal aid available
throughout the state;
determining priorities for the provision of legal aid; and

It is not possible to foreshadow all of the various
circumstances where a court would direct that it is in the
interests of justice for an accused to appear physically.
However it is likely that a significant number of those sorts of
directions would involve accused prisoners with special
needs, such as prisoners with mental health problems,
physical disabilities or those who need interpreters. What is
appropriate will depend on the circumstances in each case.
In order to provide some guidance to a court as to what
should be taken into account in determining what is in the
interests of justice in these sorts of cases, the bill contains a
short non-exhaustive list of matters that a magistrate should
consider when determining whether a physical hearing is in
the interests of justice. This does not limit the court’s
considerations but underlines matters the court must take into
account when determining what is in the interests of justice.
Technological/practical considerations
It is important to ensure that lawyers and clients can
communicate so that full and proper instructions can be taken
in a timely way, allowing court hearings to proceed
effectively, efficiently and on time. Instructions are often
taken in hearings where a prisoner physically attends court
either in the cells, dock or at the bar table. It can be
challenging to obtain instructions over a court to prison
audiovisual link. However, technology being rolled out will
allow legal practitioners to book conferences with clients and
link to them via their own iPhones or tablets.
Some courts will also provide a separate room where a
practitioner can link to a prisoner via audiovisual facilities.
The court may also adjourn briefly during a hearing so that a
practitioner and prisoner may use the courtroom audiovisual
link for a confidential conference.
This will ensure that a prisoner is not disadvantaged by
having a hearing conducted by audiovisual link.
Victims
It is of course essential that the interests of victims are
carefully considered in relation to any change to the way in
which criminal proceedings are conducted. I am pleased to
say that I consider that the increased use of audiovisual
facilities as a result of the bill will provide more comfort for
victims who attend court knowing that a hearing is more
likely to proceed because of use of the technology.
Expanding Victoria Legal Aid board
This bill also deals with increasing the number of directors on
the Victoria Legal Aid board.
Victoria Legal Aid plays an essential role in the criminal
justice system in this state, so it is important that it receives
appropriate guidance, support and direction from its board of
directors. The Victoria Legal Aid board of directors (the
board) is responsible for ensuring Victoria Legal Aid meets

controlling and administering the legal aid fund.
It is important to ensure that the board has sufficient numbers
of directors with sufficiently varied experience so that it can
fully and properly undertake the extensive and varied work
required of it by the Legal Aid Act.
Current board
The board currently consists of the chairperson, the managing
director and three directors.
The current directors are predominantly from finance,
banking, government and legal backgrounds. The Legal Aid
Act requires that at least one director must have financial
management experience, and at least one must have business
or government experience.
New board
The bill will amend the Legal Aid Act so that the board has
two additional directors, taking the number of directors from
three to five.
The additional members will not be required to be experts in
any particular area and will be funded from the existing VLA
budget.
Increasing board membership will increase the diversity of
experience on the board, which will provide greater coverage
for board-related committee work. The board will also then
have greater capacity to deal with current and future
challenges.
This bill will create a more effective and efficient criminal
justice system by providing the Magistrates Court with
increased opportunities to make use of modern technological
facilities.
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, 16 June.

RURAL ASSISTANCE SCHEMES BILL 2016
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Mr JENNINGS (Special
Minister of State) on motion of Mr Dalidakis; by
leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.
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Statement of compatibility
For Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State),
Mr Dalidakis 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 Rural
Assistance Schemes Bill 2016 (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 bill:
provides for a new statutory body, the Rural Assistance
Commissioner;
provides the Rural Assistance Commissioner with the
necessary objects, functions and powers to administer
state and commonwealth rural schemes of assistance or
other schemes on behalf of the state of Victoria
(Crown); and
facilitates the transfer of property, rights and liabilities of
Rural Finance Corporation of Victoria (RFCV) to the
Rural Assistance Commissioner as RFCV’s successor in
law.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
Section 20 of the charter (‘property rights’) is relevant to the
bill. The powers conferred on the commissioner include the
right to:
‘acquire, hold or dispose of real or personal property’
(section 9(2)(a) of the bill);
‘acquire … hold, accept as a security, or otherwise deal
with, any intellectual property right’ (section 9(2)(f) of
the bill); and
‘assign, grant, lease, license, sell, mortgage, use as a
security, or otherwise encumber or dispose of, any
intellectual property right’ (section 9(2)(g)).
Are the relevant charter rights actually limited by the bill?
The bill does not affect a person’s property rights protected
under section 20 of the charter. The bill allows the
commissioner to lawfully deal with property — these powers
are clearly articulated in the bill. However, in the event the
commissioner uses this power it will not impinge on other
people’s property rights. This is because the powers the
commissioner will have are a transfer of powers held by an
existing entity (RFCV).
Gavin Jennings, MLC
Special Minister of State
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Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade).
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
In 2014, the commercial loan book of the Rural Finance
Corporation of Victoria (RFCV) was sold to Bendigo and
Adelaide Bank (Bendigo). RFCV remains obliged under the
Rural Finance Act 1988 to perform certain non-commercial
services such as administration of commonwealth and
Victorian government initiatives to assist, promote and
develop rural industries and regional communities. The
remaining RFCV entity oversees, on behalf of the Victorian
government, continued delivery of the non-commercial and
community service aspects (such as natural disaster support
programs).
The sale of RFCV to Bendigo resulted in the divestment of
the RFCV loan book and most of its staff. Under the business
sale agreement, RFCV’s remaining activities, including
non-commercial activities and administration support have
also been outsourced to Bendigo under a non-commercial
activities services agreement (NCASA).
RFCV’s role is now mostly the administrative oversight of
the NCASA contract with Bendigo. The government has
determined that the RFCV be wound up and the remaining
functions of RFCV be transferred to a new body, the Rural
Assistance Commissioner. The functions of the commissioner
are, where appropriate, to be delegated to the departments that
are currently responsible for the delivery of these programs.
The Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport
and Resources (DEDJTR) has policy responsibility for the
majority of the current loans administered by Bendigo and
overseen by RFCV via the NCASA. Therefore the
commissioner sits within DEDJTR and will report to the
Minister for Agriculture through the DEDJTR Secretary.
The bill provides the commissioner with the power to
administer state and commonwealth rural schemes of
assistance. This will ensure the continued operation of the
non-commercial functions that were formally performed by
RFCV and are currently outsourced to Bendigo.
The loans associated with the commonwealth schemes will be
transferred from the RFCV balance sheet to the
commissioner’s balance sheet.
Rural Assistance Commissioner to be successor in law to
RFCV
RFCV currently manages the NCASA on behalf of individual
departments and agencies. Any department or agency
requiring services from Bendigo under the NCASA must go
through RFCV (who are ultimately responsible for managing
and funding the provision of the services by Bendigo to the
department or agency).
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A condition of the commonwealth assistance programs is that
the assistance loans are booked on the balance sheet of a state
entity. RFCV is currently providing this function. Upon the
wind up of RFCV, these loans will need to be booked with
another state entity. The commissioner meets this
requirement. The bill transfers all property, rights and
liabilities of RFCV to the commissioner as RFCV’s successor
in law.
The commissioner has the power to delegate to secretaries
of other departments any of its functions in relation to
rural schemes of assistance
Following the transfer of RFCV’s functions to the
commissioner, it is the intent that the department with the
policy responsibility for a particular scheme of assistance be
given the power to liaise directly with Bendigo (or whichever
service provider that is delivering the scheme).
This is more efficient as it removes DEDJTR from the
process when they do not have policy responsibility for a
particular scheme.
The bill therefore allows the Rural Assistance Commissioner,
with the approval of Secretary of DEDJTR and the Minister
for Agriculture, to delegate relevant functions to secretaries of
other departments. This provision is to allow departments,
with the policy responsibility for certain existing and new
rural schemes of assistance to engage directly with a third
party under a head of agreement managed by the
commissioner. For example, DTF engaging Bendigo under
the NCASA for the provision of natural disaster relief related
services.
The commissioner will manage the standing offer
arrangement or ‘head agreement’. Other departments or
agencies are then able to engage Bendigo (or an alternate
service provider) directly to provide services by completing a
purchase order under the head agreement. The terms of the
individual purchase order contract may be predetermined, but
in any case must not be inconsistent with the head agreement.
The NCASA will need to be amended by agreement to allow
for this structure to be implemented and this can occur prior
to wind up. The government will negotiate with Bendigo to
seek changes to the NCASA to facilitate this proposal. If the
NCASA is not renegotiated by the time the bill commences,
the bill will still be effective with the commissioner replacing
RFCV, and the responsible minister replacing the Treasurer in
the NCASA as successors in law. Note however, the ability of
the commissioner to have the functions effectively delegated
to other departments will be restricted until the NCASA can
be renegotiated.
The significant benefit of this structure is that each
department and agency requiring services can engage with
Bendigo directly, while a central contract and relationship
management point is retained between government and
Bendigo to manage higher level issues.
Winding up of the RFCV and the Young Farmers
Finance Council (YFFC)
The YFFC is a statutory body established under the Young
Farmers Finance Council Act 1979 (YFFC act). The
functions of the YFFC are to encourage the establishment of
young people in farming and one of the programs established
to assist with this was the Young Farmers Finance Scheme
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(YFFS). This scheme commenced in 1981 and provides
concessional loans to prospective young farmers.
Following the divestment of RFCV’s loan book, Bendigo has
assumed funding for the YFFS and will continue to maintain
this scheme on the same terms and conditions as agreed in the
service contract. Consequently there is no longer a need for
the YFFC. The bill repeals the Young Farmers Finance
Council Act 1979.
Following the transfer of RFCV to the commissioner, the
RFCV will have no remaining functions. Therefore it is
proposed that the Rural Finance Act 1988 be repealed. RFCV
and YFFC will then cease to exist. The residual reporting
requirements required under the Financial Management Act
1994 will be conducted by the commissioner.
Consequential amendments
Consequential amendments will be required to the Estate
Agents Act 1980 and the Subdivision Act 1988, and the
Freedom of Information Regulation 2009 to reflect the
proposed repeals and the fact that the RFCV and the YFFC
will cease to exist.
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, 16 June.

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

Dairy industry
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Agriculture,
and it is regarding her incomprehensible decision to
deliberately delay signing up to the federal
government’s dairy recovery concessional loans and the
negative impact that this will have on farmers. My
request of the minister is that she immediately sign up
to the federal government’s dairy recovery concessional
loans so that farmers who are eligible are able to access
immediate assistance.
Very early on Wednesday morning last week I was
appalled to read that the minister was playing politics
with the dairy recovery package and was delaying
signing up to the federal government’s concessional
loans package. The minister’s blatant attempt at
political game playing was evident in her attempt to
misrepresent the amount of money offered to Victoria
as around 5 per cent. It was clear from the federal
government’s announcement that the initial allocation
for concessional loans would be $55 million, with a
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further $400 million in the following two financial
years. At $30 million, Victoria has been offered 55 per
cent of the initial $55 million allocation, and this money
needs to be made available to dairy farmers as soon as
possible.
Just the day before, I had been at a community
barbecue for dairy farmers in Numurkah, and I had
spoken to many farmers who each had different but all
immediate needs. Some needed immediate access to
concessional loans. Any move by the Victorian
government to delay access to the loans is as
unconscionable as the act of the dairy companies to
retrospectively slash the farmgate milk price. If the
minister was on the ground speaking to devastated
farmers on a daily basis, as I am, she would recognise
the need to get the money available to farmers as soon
as possible.
The community as well as peak industry lobby groups
such as Australian Dairy Farmers are all pleading for
fast action. Since the price cuts, applications for the
farm household allowance have tripled in northern
Victoria — just more proof that our farmers are
desperate for help and their need is right now. The
federal government’s offer to the state of an initial
$30 million for concessional loans is money that should
be available to farmers immediately. This offer was
made following consultation with the federal
opposition, which indicated Labor would neither delay
nor stand in the way of the federal coalition government
providing assistance to dairy farmers. It is therefore
disappointing to see the Victorian Labor Party playing
politics with much-needed assistance for dairy farmers.
To put the offer in context, the commonwealth is
making the money available and is taking all the
financial risk. All the Victorian government has to do is
process the applications for funding. The
commonwealth has already paid the Victorian
government to deliver $30 million in concessional loans
to farmers this year, and I understand that so far
Victoria has processed less than half that amount. So
the commonwealth has provided the funding, it is
taking all the risk and it has already paid Victoria to
process the loans, but the Victorian government is
holding up providing the loans, because the minister
wants to play politics.
This is the hour of need for the dairy industry, and this
is when it needs to be able to rely on the Victorian
government for support. My request of the minister is
that she immediately sign up to the federal
government’s dairy recovery concessional loans so that
the farmers who are eligible are able to access
immediate assistance.
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End-of-life choices
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — My adjournment matter tonight is for
the Minister for Health. I call on the minister to reject
recommendation 49 of the Inquiry into end of life
choices — Final Report, which calls for the
establishment of an assisted dying framework here in
Victoria. I note that the report is extensive. I have not
had a chance to read all 1000 submissions that were
received with this report, but my understanding is that
78 per cent of the substantive submissions — that is,
the detailed submissions and those from health
providers, lobbyists et cetera — were either against
assisted dying frameworks or were best described as
neutral, with these submissions focusing, I believe
deliberately, on areas such as palliative care and
advance care directives.
I want to thank Daniel Mulino for his minority report,
which is attached to the final report. I commend this
report to the minister for her to read. In his report he
urges us to look at the nuances of requests for assisted
dying rather than the emotive stories — to look at this
at more than just face value. He also sets out that
assisted dying is a disproportionate response which
would cause more harm than good. He says:
Euthanasia and assisted suicide involve broader policy
questions in relation to how the medical system can best work
in the interests of individuals who are either terminally ill or
in grave physical or mental distress.

I urge the minister to reflect on these broader policy
questions and to address in particular palliative care,
advance care directives and elder abuse — both the
incidence of and the prevention of elder abuse. I believe
that these questions need to be addressed prior to the
consideration of assisted dying frameworks, which I
believe will bring problems. It will be like opening a
Pandora’s box. We will see pressure on vulnerable
people. There are many issues of informed consent
around this. The process of dying will lose focus on the
individual, with competing interests coming into play.
And there are of course the risks for GPs who have no
specific training in this area and who will be faced with
complex situations outside their area of expertise.
I just want to use this opportunity to urge the minister to
reject attempts to investigate assisted dying regimes
here in Victoria in lieu of a renewed and ongoing focus
on increasing and expanding care and support options
for people who are being supported palliatively in the
late stage of their lives.
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Technical schools
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Education, James Merlino, and it is concerning the
announcement that one of the 10 new technical schools
will be located at the campus of the former
Greensborough TAFE, which was unfortunately closed
by the previous government. I want to compliment
Vicki Ward, the member for Eltham, on her advocacy
around this particular TAFE reopening, along with her
advocacy and the work that has been done on locating
the Banyule tech school at that particular site. It struck
me that a lot of good work is getting done by the
$125 million investment for 10 tech schools to be
established around the state. Because some sites were
already available or were available earlier, some of
those tech schools may be more advanced, as is the one
at Lilydale. My colleague Mr Mulino is doing a lot of
good work around establishing that.
The action that I seek from the minister is that he
facilitate some visits by different working groups to
different tech schools that are being established to help
with developing ideas and cherrypicking the best parts
of each other’s projects so that they can have the best
10 tech schools that the state can produce.

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Industrial Relations, Natalie Hutchins, and it concerns
the confusion with the Country Fire Authority-United
Firefighters Union (CFA-UFU) agreement today. My
action will seek certainty for my constituents, who are
among the 60 000 CFA volunteers across Victoria.
Today in Parliament the Minister for Industrial
Relations made a statement attributing remarks to the
president of the Fair Work Commission, Iain Ross.
Minister Hutchins claimed President Ross personally
supported the CFA-UFU enterprise bargaining
agreement (EBA), saying:
President Ross assured me that the proposed agreement will
improve diversity in the CFA. The commission has
recommended an objective that the parties, in implementing
the agreement, will act consistently with equal opportunity
and anti-discrimination legislation. Improving diversity is a
shared responsibility in workplaces — something they don’t
know about — and proposed agreements do not get in the
way of section 65 of the Fair Work Act.

This afternoon shadow Attorney-General John Pesutto
and shadow emergency services minister Brad Battin
spoke with Justice Ross, who clearly not only denied
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making these specific statements Minister Hutchins
made but also denied ever getting into the merits of the
proposed EBA. After it became clear that she had
misled the house, Minister Hutchins told Parliament
that she did not grasp a complex issue and had
misspoken.
In the Age of 3 March 2015, the Premier said:
I will not be lied to, and I will not accept incompetence.

If this is still his position, he should immediately
request Minister Hutchins’s resignation, and she should
provide it. The minister is either incompetent or a liar;
she cannot be neither.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I would ask
Mr Ondarchie to withdraw that comment characterising
the minister as being a liar. I would point out that where
a member makes that sort of criticism, it needs to be by
substantive motion. I accept that most of what
Mr Ondarchie said was okay, but I seek a withdrawal of
his last comment.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I withdraw.
It is clear the minister misled the lower house today,
and that has led to a lot of confusion for the CFA
volunteers. The action that I seek from the minister is
that she provide me with an assurance that the
CFA-UFU EBA will not disadvantage the CFA
volunteers in my electorate.

Coal seam gas
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Resources, Wade Noonan. I urge the government and
the minister to implement a permanent ban on coal
seam gas exploration and production, and I request that
they do it now. Farmers and the broader community
need the assurance of a permanent ban on onshore gas
exploration and mining, and they do need it at this
particular time. There is no room for compromise here,
and it is an issue that I have raised in this house on
many occasions.
The risk that coal seam gas and gas exploration in
general potentially pose to the watertable is of serious
concern to the agricultural sector — for me, particularly
in western Victoria — and to our farmers’ way of life.
There is no science that I have seen that guarantees that
the mess made by this kind of mining will not endanger
the agricultural assets that we all enjoy. We cannot go
on limping along like we have been.
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I understand that it is only a few years since the
moratorium was put in place, but it certainly seems like
decades for the community that I represent. There needs
to be an outright ban so that the uncertainty can end.
There are plenty of clean energy resources and
opportunities that are available to provide energy in the
area. The risk to our farming and tourism industries is
far too great. Within western Victoria there are
numerous communities which have undertaken surveys
of the support — or lack of — for coal seam gas
exploration, and I think all of them are in the range of
80 to 90 per cent of people opposing coal seam gas and
unconventional gas exploration and production.
The Dilwyn aquifer in my area is one of our largest
aquifers, and if it is penetrated in any way, it could
cause significant problems. The Andrews government
response has been to put off this decision again until
August, and one of the real concerns, as has been said
before, is that one of the holders of the major
exploration licences in western Victoria is Lakes Oil,
and I see a real problem with it working in the best
interests of our community.
Fracking is a concern. I know that there have been a
number of licences previously granted, and there needs
to be a stop to that immediately. The issue I raise
tonight is to urge the government and the minister to
implement a permanent ban on coal seam gas
exploration and production and to implement it now.

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
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volunteers will have restricted access inside integrated
fire stations and use only certain doors and rooms.
I also note the UFU is seeking as part of this EBA the
prohibition of firefighters from changing a tyre or
putting air in one. The UFU is seeking to have full and
unrestricted access to the CFA email systems. The UFU
is seeking to have permission to provide for adverse
findings against firefighters’ conduct on their file, and
that has to be removed after one year. As well as
seeking a prohibition of part-time work, the UFU is
seeking demands that the taxpayer pay for the drivers
licence fees and the ambulance and gym memberships
of firefighters, as well as seeking 1 hour of fully paid
leave per day to attend the gym. Also as part of the
EBA it is seeking a $125 sports voucher per year as
well as seeking two sick days every week without a
medical certificate. They are also seeking five weeks
annual leave, a 5 per cent daily loading if working with
contractors and a 19 per cent daily increase.
While I certainly do not have issue with the UFU
seeking increases in salary entitlements, I certainly have
concerns where the EBA is going to impact
significantly on the normal work routine of a CFA
volunteer. That is why the action I am seeking from the
minister is that she do all in her powers — and I
congratulate her steadfast support of the CFA board and
the CFA volunteers up to this stage — and that she
does not sign off on an EBA that will impact on the
CFA volunteers as I have disclosed in the clauses that
the UFU is seeking in the proposed EBA as it is now.

Youth employment
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Emergency Services, the Honourable Jane Garrett, and
the action I seek is for her not to sign off on a proposed
enterprise bargaining agreement (EBA) through the
United Firefighters Union (UFU) and the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) that impacts on our CFA volunteers.
I refer this chamber to a number of clauses in the EBA
that in fact do that very thing, including clause 42,
which gives the UFU the power of veto over CFA
policies and management; schedule 20, whereby
volunteers are not allowed to wear the same uniform as
paid firefighters; clause 44, whereby CFA volunteers
will be forced to stand and wait until seven professional
firefighters are on the fireground before they can
respond to a fire; clause 45, whereby volunteers are not
allowed to ride in the same truck as paid members;
clause 152, whereby all CFA volunteers, irrespective of
rank or years of service, will now have to report to a
professional firefighter; and schedule 22, where CFA

Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter today is for the Minister for
Training and Skills, the Honourable Steve Herbert. The
recent Victorian state budget is testament to the
commitment the government has to Victorians and
investing in our economy. It is also testament to the
commitment we have in investing in young people and
in their skills for the future. The 2016–17 state budget
includes $20 million for the Reconnect program. The
Andrews Labor government is focused on linking jobs
with industry and workforce needs, and this funding
will allow that to happen. The Reconnect program
seeks to support vulnerable young people who left
school early or who are experiencing long-term
unemployment by preparing them for training and
work.
Overall there has been a decline in the number of young
early school leavers enrolling in vocational education
and training programs, which is why the government
has responded with the Reconnect grants. A total of
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$14 million will be provided specifically to re-engage
people with training, and $6 million will be provided as
an added incentive for registered training organisations
to take on early school leavers doing their Victorian
certificate of applied learning. This funding will support
more than 2300 young people across the state, many of
whom reside in my electorate. I ask the minister to
explain to my constituents what the government is
doing to support early school leavers in Melbourne’s
south-western suburbs and how this funding will be
used to support these early school leavers within my
electorate.

Larmenier school
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter this evening for the attention of the Minister
for Education. It concerns the imminent closure of
Larmenier specialist school in Hampton East, Victoria.
This is a school which caters for children with autism
and similar disabilities, and it has a particularly good
record. It has been operated from various sites
throughout metropolitan Melbourne since 1976 and
was originally set up by the Sisters of Nazareth.
The school is a unique model within the entire
education system and serves to support and educate
disabled children with severe social, emotional and
behavioural issues. The school focuses on two key
areas: enrolment and outreach support. Firstly, students
are removed from their mainstream schools and
enrolled at Larmenier for a set period — generally 12 to
24 months — in which time an intensive intervention
program is undertaken to modify behaviour and to
support the family and the mainstream school to finally
enable a successful transition back to the child’s
mainstream school.
Secondly, the school, with its knowledgeable and
expert staff, also provides outreach support to Catholic
schools within the Catholic Archdiocese of Melbourne.
This outreach includes education and upskilling for
staff and provides support to the teachers and families
through parent support group meetings conducted each
term. Both of these components are crucial to the
school’s viability and in ensuring it secures funding
each year. The problem is, as has been explained to me
by parents of children who attend the school, that on
12 August this year Catholic Education Melbourne has
announced the school will close and teachers will be let
go on 26 August. This seems to me to be an absolute
tragedy, and it is obviously causing enormous grief for
parents and students alike.
I know that there is nothing that we in this place nor the
minister can do to impress upon Catholic Education
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Melbourne the need to keep this school open — I am
well aware of that — but I really think that once this
asset is lost, it will be very, very difficult indeed to
replace, and I see enormous potential for this school in
the state education system. We need more resources,
not less, for families with children with autism, and if
Catholic Education Melbourne will not keep this school
open, and I think it is pretty clear that it will not, the
government, I believe, should buy it and make it a very,
very exciting and viable part of education for children
with autism here in Victoria. So I ask the minister to
direct his department to open discussions with Catholic
Education Melbourne to purchase Larmenier specialist
school so it can continue providing a very important
extra service for families with children who have
autism in Victoria.

Local government reform
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My matter
for the adjournment tonight is for the attention of the
Minister for Local Government — a very set upon
individual today who may have said one or two things
in the lower house that she ought not have. Besides that,
the Victorian Ombudsman brought down a very
important report today titled A report on misuse of
council resources. It follows three case studies, headed
‘Driveway quid pro quo’, ‘Use of a fuel card for private
purposes’ and ‘Procurement and recruitment’. These
relate to different councils, so a number of councils are
involved, and some of them are quite small amounts
and some of them larger amounts. I pay tribute to the
work of the Ombudsman, Deborah Glass, on this. I
think it is a very important report because it points to
weaknesses in our integrity system that need to be dealt
with in a systematic way.
What I want to do in the first instance is draw this
report to the attention of the Minister for Local
Government and ask her to act upon it. I point out that
in each of the three case studies the councils themselves
are not named. I understand why the Ombudsman
might not have named the councils, although I think
there will be natural curiosity about that. But in each of
the cases the allegations were largely proved to be true,
and I accept the Ombudsman’s findings on these
matters. I am not going to go into detail here other than
to say that the three case studies show weaknesses in
our integrity system.
In paragraphs 264 to 275 on page 43 of the report are a
number of key conclusions that were reached by the
Ombudsman. I am going to quote paragraph 274:
It was evident from my investigations that longstanding
employees who have not adopted new codes and policies as
their cultural norm present a particular risk …
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It is also important that she puts this in the context of
recent IBAC reports. I think she is quite right to see this
as part of a broader issue, potentially in the case of
councils situations where small crimes and
misdemeanours build to bigger things, and that this
points to weaknesses in the integrity system.
Councils need to look at their gift registers. I think there
is a role for the Municipal Association of Victoria and
the Victorian Local Governance Association here, but
in particular I ask the minister to review this important
report of the Ombudsman and to act and to send further
guidance to all 79 councils in Victoria. This is an
important weakness, and it needs to be addressed.

Local government reform
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Mr David Davis and I share a passion, and that is for
local government. I would also like to raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Local Government — it
may well be the same one when we get the answer, but
certainly there is a lot of work that remains to be done.
I have in the past called for the minister responsible for
WorkCover to intervene in the plans announced by the
recently elected mayor of Monash — elected following
the retirement of Stefanie Perri, the Labor candidate for
the federal seat of Chisholm, who was mayor — who
has succeeded in instituting a humiliating method for
councillors to raise points of order by forcing them to
put their hands on their heads or, alternatively, one hand
if it is a procedural motion. As I said at the time, I
believe that this engages a number of provisions of the
Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004, for which
there is a general purpose that requires organisations to
safeguard employees and other persons at work and
which says members of the public are to be given the
highest level of protection against risks to their health
and safety that is reasonably practicable in the
circumstances.
I believe this principle is fairly broad. It also applies
obviously to mental health. I am not aware that the
minister has taken action. I believe there are
responsibilities here for the chief executive officer to
ensure that the act is observed and that appropriate
investigation is undertaken. There are provisions in
relation to general functions and powers and the
authority of the minister to undertake appropriate
inquiries. There are other provisions in relation to
protecting health and safety that are clearly engaged in
part 3, division 1, section 20(1), and many others that
clearly show that the consequences could actually be
quite substantial.
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I am disappointed to hear that no action has been taken,
but in view of that I believe there is a shambolic
interpretation of standing orders across the sector. Some
require a majority of councillors to sign a rescission
motion, which means that if a political party controls a
council, no-one has got a chance of moving a rescission
motion. Others have ridiculous by-laws — for example,
that motions cannot be amended.
I believe that a model set of standing orders needs to be
developed. It needs to be developed as soon as possible
to improve governance of local government. It should
certainly allow for some customisation, but some quick
and speedy work needs to be done to prevent this sort
of debacle and the discrediting of a very important
sector that I actually value and want to see well
represented.

Registered training organisations
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My adjournment
matter this evening is for the Minister for Training and
Skills, the Honourable Steve Herbert. The minister has
repeatedly said that in his role as Minister for Training
and Skills he is committed to providing quality training
to achieve real outcomes for people. In May 2016 he
talked about reforms:
… to build a training system that meets our economic needs
and the community needs and that provides jobs for people,
real outcomes for people and real productivity for businesses.

Tenders went out to registered training organisations
(RTOs) to renew their contracts in October 2015, and
typically RTOs were informed as to whether their
contracts would be renewed by December 2015.
However, some were not told until the training year had
started and students had enrolled in their courses for the
forthcoming year.
Statistically we know that in the country there are often
great barriers to rural students performing well in terms
of educational outcomes. The Morwell-based RTO
TBM Training ceased trading in April 2016. Whilst
private providers have closed in my electorate, the
Labor government still needs to be able to provide real
solutions to students who are left stranded to enable
them to complete their courses locally. It is a mess, and
it needs to be sorted.
A constituent of mine, Mrs Wells, enrolled in a
certificate IV in community service with TBM but
cannot successfully complete her course. She was about
to start a placement at a local secondary school to
complete a formal placement component of the course,
subject to TBM’s formal application. However, this
was not achieved due to TBM’s closure. In attempting
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to complete her course elsewhere, Mrs Wells states that
she is unable to meet the requirements of the TAFE
training provider Federation Training, which has
advised her that she has until the end of June 2016 to
complete 150 hours of formal placement, which is
unattainable. Mrs Wells tells me that she is a mother of
four in a one-income family, that she so wants to get
this achievement and that she is gutted by her present
predicament. She is passionate and wants to work in
this field.
The action I seek tonight is for the minister to work
with an alternative training provider, whether it is
Federation Training or another provider, to help
Mrs Wells find a viable option to complete her course
and, as she puts it, complete this important leg of her
educational journey. Government members need to put
their money where their mouths are. They talk the talk,
and they need to walk the walk, especially in terms of
regional education and educational outcomes for our
country people.

Palliative care
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
Today the end-of-life choices report was tabled, and it
highlights the importance of palliative care. In fact most
of the recommendations in the report concern palliative
care in Victoria. There are currently 24 beds for
palliative care between Geelong and the South
Australian border. There were, in addition to this,
24 beds that were planned several years ago as
palliative care beds to be added to University Hospital
Geelong, and this would obviously have made a
massive difference to the number of beds in this very
large area. The issue of hospital beds and different
kinds of hospital beds has come up in other ways. It is
relevant in terms of the government’s own inquiry into
end-of-life choices, and it also came up with the Travis
review into beds and points of care in Victorian
hospitals.
The action I am seeking from the minister is to clarify
the fate of these 24 extra palliative care beds and
whether they will be provided, as was originally
planned. This was planned some years ago by the
Napthine government and the ward in question was
finished a year ago but was unfunded by the Andrews
government. The hospital has now announced that it
will open these beds when staff are recruited, that the
beds will be used for acute care during winter and that
some of them may be used down the track for palliative
care, but it is unclear how many of these beds will be
used. So the action that I am seeking from the minister
is clarification of the number of beds and their use.
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Responses
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — Tonight we have had
adjournment matters from Ms Lovell to the Minister for
Agriculture regarding signing up to the federal
government’s dairy concessional loans.
Dr Carling-Jenkins raised a matter for the Minister for
Health asking her to reject recommendation 49 in the
Inquiry into end of life choices report.
Mr Leane raised a matter for the Minister for Education
in relation to the planned Greensborough technical
school. Mr Leane called upon the minister to provide
the working group with resources to undertake planned
visits to other technical school sites to ensure that the
Greensborough technical school is as good as it can be.
Mr Ondarchie raised a matter for the Minister for
Industrial Relations asking her to provide him with an
assurance that the Country Fire Authority volunteers in
his electorate will not be disadvantaged by the
enterprise bargaining agreement.
Mr Purcell raised a matter for the Minister for
Resources asking the minister to implement a
permanent ban on coal seam gas extraction right now.
Mr Ramsay raised a matter for the Minister for
Emergency Services asking her not to sign the
enterprise bargaining agreement for the Country Fire
Authority and the United Firefighters Union.
Mr Eideh raised a matter for the Minister for Training
and Skills asking him to visit his electorate to explain
what the government is doing to support early school
leavers with budget-funded programs.
Mr Finn raised a matter for the Minister for Education
in relation to the imminent closure of the Larmenier
school for children with autism, which is run by the
Catholic education system, and asked that the minister
direct the department to purchase the school and
provide enough resources for it to continue operating.
Mr Davis raised a matter for the Minister for Local
Government asking her to act upon the Ombudsman’s
report on local government’s misuse of council
resources.
Mrs Peulich raised a matter for the Minister for Local
Government asking her to review local government
standing orders across the sector.
Ms Bath raised a matter for the Minister for Training
and Skills asking him to work with Federation Training
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or another provider to help Mrs Wells complete her
course.
Ms Fitzherbert raised a matter for the Minister for
Health asking her to clarify exactly how many of
24 palliative care beds will in fact be used for palliative
care.
That brings the adjournment debate to an end,
President, but if I may be indulged for just a moment
longer. After reflection on comments that you provided
to this chamber I, having made some comments about
Mr Ramsay on Tuesday, sought him out yesterday to
personally apologise to him, which he very gracefully
and graciously accepted. I wish to record in Hansard
my apology to him for making those comments. The
standard, President, that you have asked us to set is a
standard that I have let this chamber down on this week
with those remarks, and I apologise to Mr Ramsay and
to the chamber.
The PRESIDENT — Order! There are no written
responses to adjournment matters. Thank you,
Minister Dalidakis. On that basis the house stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 6.04 p.m. until Tuesday, 21 June.
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27 May to 9 June 2016
Long-range acoustic devices
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Patten
Minister for Training and Skills
25 May 2016

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
I am advised:
The devices referred to in recent media reports relate to the Long Range Acoustic Device LRAD 1000RX unit,
which is an anti-personnel acoustic shock device.
I have been advised that there a number of different LRAD models and that Victoria Police has not acquired, or
intends to acquire, any LRAD 1000RX devices.
The Victoria Police Critical Incident Response Team has three LRAD 100X units, which are a different device to
the LRAD 1000RX model.
The LRAD 100X units is public broadcasting equipment, It is not an anti-personnel acoustic shock device.
The LRAD 100X units are effective in communicating clearly, live or recorded broadcasts over distances to
individuals, small groups and large crowds. Victoria Police advise that when used these devices are never placed
within short distance of any person.
Importantly, these units are can also be used by trained police negotiators in live siege situations or for training
purposes. The deployment of these devices enhances the safety of the public while providing police negotiators
time to assess and respond appropriately to critical incidents.
I am further advised that the number of times a LRAD 100X is deployed is not separately recorded. The
deployment of these is however, recorded in deployment debrief documents and Victoria Police has advised that
the units are used when police command determine they are necessary in the circumstances.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
I am advised:
There are no guidelines for the use of long-range acoustic personnel devices, as Victoria Police does not have any
of these devices and, therefore, has not established any guidelines for their use.
In contrast, where police deploy items that are defined as weapons under the Control of Weapons Act 1990, the
use, possession and carriage of such weapons is guided by the requirements of that Act and the Regulations.
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Dhurringile Prison
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Corrections
26 May 2016

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
The Cultural Review of Dhurringile Prison is an internal document to improve and strengthen operations and
workplace practices at the prison. As you are aware, a copy of the review was released, in part, to the Shepparton
News under the Freedom of Information Act 1982. Any redactions were applied in accordance with the legislation.
The Department of Justice and Regulation has accepted all recommendations from the review. This work is a
priority for the prison, and management and staff are working together to address the recommendations, some of
which have already been implemented.

International students
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Davis
Minister for International Education
26 May 2016

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
We will not tolerate antisocial or illegal behaviour towards any people living in or visiting Victoria, including
international students.
By any world standards, Victoria is a safe place to live and study, and we continue to invest in Victoria Police, the
best police force in our nation.
In the 2016-17 State Budget, the Government announced a $596 million Public Safety Package to increase police
resources, which will give Victoria Police an extra 406 sworn police and 52 support personnel. Last month a
dedicated taskforce to tackle gang violence was also established. Operation Cosmas has been rolled out, providing
additional resources to prevent, deter and investigate incidents across the state.
Victoria remains strong in its commitment to enhancing positive student experience and to ensuring the welfare of
around 175 000 international students who are currently living and studying in our community.
All international students can access assistance through the Study Melbourne Student Centre, a unique welfare and
support service providing free and confidential 24-hour and seven day a week assistance across the State.
International students are encouraged to become familiar with their campus security services.
In addition, the Victorian Government’s International Student Welfare Grants Program is providing $4 million for
projects that improve the well-being and welfare of international students.
The Victorian Government has been and will continue to coordinate with universities, Victoria Police and student
groups to ensure the well-being of all international students and respond to safety concerns.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
When any crime such as this robbery is reported by Victoria Police, my department works with Victoria Police to
ensure that the full suite of Study Melbourne services are available to affected students.
This includes the support of the Study Melbourne Student Centre, a dedicated welfare service available to
international students 24 hours a day, 7 days a week.
In response to this crime, Victoria Police have issued a media release: (a) affirming Melbourne’s relative safety;
and (b) clarifying that contrary to media reporting, international students have not been deliberately targeted.
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Myself and my department have also been working closely with the Consul General for China in Victoria,
education advisors, education providers, the Government’s offshore staff in China and international student
associations to understand and respond to student concerns.

International trade
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ondarchie
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
26 May 2016

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
The Andrews Labor Government keeps our election commitments, one of which was to open additional overseas
offices, which were chosen because these locations are within strategic and rapidly growing markets.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
I reject the premise of the question. Mr Davis may wish to cast his mind back to the short period for which he was
himself a minister — he may recall that a great deal of work goes on behind the scenes, by both Ministers and
Departments, before a government is in a position to make an announcement on an achievement.

International trade
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Rich-Phillips
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
26 May 2016

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
As I said at PAEC, Victoria is experiencing unprecedented growth within the start-up community. In the ecosystem
we are seeing our digital stocks grow exponentially. It does take some time for the official statistics to catch up with
the growth in activity so I will look forward to updating the house in due course when these numbers are available.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
No.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ondarchie
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
26 May 2016

RESPONSE:
Information about the key activities undertaken by my Department to facilitate exports and assist Victorian
business is publicly available on the Trade Victoria website. Information about the Victorian Government Business
Office overseas network, which I also oversee as Minister, is also available at this location.
FURTHER RESPONSE:
It is of course completely up to Victorian businesses whether they export, what they export, and to which markets
they export.
My role, and the role of the Victorian Government, is to assist Victorian businesses who have chosen to explore
export opportunities to access the relevant markets effectively and make connections with relevant international
businesses, governments and industry partners, which we do both through the education, assistance and facilitation
programs offered through Trade Victoria (details of which can be found on their website) and through the Victorian
Government’s network of offices in key international trade markets across the world.

WRITTEN RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
27 May to 9 June 2016

COUNCIL

2899

E-cigarettes
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Patten
Minister for Families and Children
26 May 2016

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
The marketing and use of e-cigarettes has the potential to undermine the work that has been done to date to
denormalise smoking, particularly for children and young people, who are susceptible to advertising and marketing.
In line with the approach in other states and territories, the Victorian Government is taking a precautionary
response by regulating e-cigarettes in the same manner as tobacco products. This approach will minimise potential
harms, especially those arising from children accessing e-cigarettes and being exposed to e-cigarette marketing.
The regulation of e-cigarettes is supported by the Australian Medical Association, the Cancer Council Victoria,
Quit and the Heart Foundation.
While the sale of e-cigarettes that contain nicotine will remain illegal in Victoria, the reforms will not prevent
adults purchasing and using non-nicotine e-cigarettes from retail outlets and using them in the community.
The government’s response is flexible and can accommodate possible future developments and evidence in
e-cigarette safety and efficacy.
I am advised that if a particular brand of e-cigarette is approved as a smoking cessation aid by the Therapeutic
Goods Administration, it can be excluded from the restrictions.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
In November and December 2015, as part of a review of the Tobacco Act 1987, targeted consultation was
undertaken with a range of stakeholders with an interest in Victorian tobacco legislation. This process included
consultation about e-cigarettes.
I am advised that participants included representatives from large and small scale retailers, local government,
unions, public health bodies, the hospitality industry, and various government agencies.

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Wooldridge
Minister for Agriculture
7 June 2016

RESPONSE:
The Andrews Government understands the concerns expressed by some CFA volunteers and others in the
community about the impact of any Agreement on volunteers.
The Government will continue to work on resolving outstanding issues with the EBA and is undertaking further
work around the Fair Work Commission’s recommendation, particularly relating to ‘seven on the fire ground’,
consultation and dispute resolution, and diversity issues.
Our government wants to ensure any agreement protects the vital role of volunteers; is consistent with Fire Services
Review recommendations; supports the delivery of 350 extra CFA firefighters for growing outer suburban and
regional centres as per our election commitment to deliver hundreds of extra firefighters; and is consistent with the
Bushfires Royal Commission recommendations to improve the interoperability of emergency services.
The Andrews Government wants a strong and united CFA, where volunteers and career firefighters work together
to continue to keep Victorians safe.
The Liberals are the only party encouraging volunteers to quit the CFA by peddling misinformation.
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Deaths in custody
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Corrections
7 June 2016

RESPONSE:
– All aspects of a secure, well-run and modern corrections system are a priority.
– Deaths in Victorian prison are consistent with trends across the general Australian population, with an increasing
number of older prisoners dying from natural causes, particularly heart disease, cancer and respiratory diseases.
– Determining the cause of death of prisoners is a matter for the Coroner. The Office of Correctional Services
Review (OCSR) also undertakes a review of the circumstances of every death. The provision of health services
is reviewed by Justice Health.
– The Department of Justice and Regulation (the Department) addresses any recommendations arising out of the
Coronial Inquests and investigations undertaken by the OCSR.
– The Department monitors and reviews health trends in the prison system with a view to ensuring the provision
of health services meets the needs of prisoners.
– As at 7 June 2016, there have been 18 deaths of Victorian prisoners during the 2015-16 financial year:
– 16 deaths appear to be from natural causes (2 confirmed by the Coroner)
– The cause of two deaths remains unclear and have not yet been verified by the Coroner.
– Of the 18 deaths, half were over 65 years, with an average age of 80 years.
– Of the 18 deaths, 13 were at Port Phillip Prison, two were at Hopkins Correctional Centre, one was at each of
Loddon Prison, Marngoneet Correctional Centre, and Langi Kal Kal.

Youth justice centres
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Crozier
Minister for Families and Children
7 June 2016

RESPONSE:
The contract relates to the ongoing engagement of G4S security.
G4S are contracted to provide security personnel to both Parkville and Malmsbury Youth Justice Precincts to staff
the front entry points where screening and processing of youth justice staff and visitors to each centre occurs.
G4S staff do not have any direct client contact, nor do they staff any of the youth justice accommodation units.
The 45 day contract period did not provide any additional security levels. It was an administrative process relating
to procurement and contractual continuity of security services.
The extension is unrelated to WorkCover or stress leave.
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CommunicAsia
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Rich-Phillips
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
7 June 2016

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
I publicly referred to a number of success stories from the trade mission, which included Melbourne-based software
developer flexAnswer being recently awarded a three-plus-two year Whole of Government contract for the
provision of a Virtual Assistant (VA) system to all Singapore Government agencies, and has now also been
awarded a contract with Tenaga Nasional Berhad, the largest Malaysian electricity supplier. Victorian laser
technology company Optotech successfully developing and commissioning three new innovative laser-based
systems for hard disk drives for leading computer hardware company Seagate in Malaysia. Seagate holds 40 per
cent of the world market for hard disk drives and data storage devices. Cloud-based software company Urbanise
also announced it has selected Singapore as its base in the region and is partnering with a number of global
companies in the property and facility management sectors to deliver and improve building efficiencies and reduce
operational costs.
These deals further highlight Victoria’s reputation as a magnet for tech investment in the Asia Pacific. Victoria’s
tech industry now generates more than $34 billion in annual revenue and employs more than 83 000 people across
the state.
Of course it takes time for leads to turn into meetings, and in turn meetings into orders and ultimately sales. So we
will keep supporting our businesses long after they return home and I look forward to updating you with their
successes as they occur.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
As Mr Rich-Phillips previously led the Victorian delegation to CommunicAsia in 2013, he would be aware of the
objectives of a trade mission of this type. To quote his own media release, dated Wednesday 28 August 2013:
“The Mission provided an excellent setting for Victorian companies to meet their South East Asian counterparts,
showcase their capabilities, and investigate new business opportunities”.

Gambling advertising
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Dr Carling-Jenkins
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
7 June 2016

RESPONSE:
The Victorian Government is concerned about children’s exposure to sports betting advertising and the potential
effect on their well-being.
The regulatory environment for sports betting advertising is complex and ideally requires a nationally consistent
approach. In November 2015 the Victorian Government made a submission to the Review of the Impact of Illegal
Offshore Wagering. The Victorian Government made a submission that the review develop options for how the
Australian Government and states and territories could achieve nationally consistent standards for advertising
online gambling products and services.
The Australian Government, in response to the Report of the Review of Illegal Offshore Wagering, has announced
that it will work with the states and territories to develop a national consumer protection framework for online
wagering.
This will include an examination of the consistency of existing rules that apply to the advertising of online
wagering across states and territories, including social and digital media.
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In addition, the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming & Liquor Regulation is considering advice from the
Responsible Gambling Ministerial Advisory Council on action that could be taken to address the proliferation of
sports betting advertising. Relevant research, such as the work commissioned by the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation, will also be considered.
The government is likely to announce policy proposals to address this issue in the near future.

Emergency services funding
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Purcell
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
7 June 2016

RESPONSE:
The Victorian State Emergency Service (VICSES) is funded by governments and other sources. Most funding is
provided by government entities — In 2014-15, $50.8 million of $54.7 million total income came from government
grants.
Local governments provide funding to their local VICSES units, with the amount depending on local arrangements
and the size of the unit. They may also provide land, buildings and maintenance for SES units. The total amount of
local government funding is unknown.
The Fire Services Property Levy (FSPL) funds 87.5 per cent of the MFB’s budget and 77.5 per cent of the CFA’s
budget. The remainder of the fire services’ budgets are funded by the Government’s statutory contribution.

Western distributor
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Hartland
Minister for Agriculture
7 June 2016

RESPONSE:
Major infrastructure projects, such as the removal of Melbourne’s 50 worst level crossings, building Melbourne
Metro and constructing the Western Distributor Project are all key initiatives that the Victorian Government is
committed to investing in, to ensure our transport network can meet the demands of a growing population.
The Western Distributor Project will deliver benefits of immediate travel time savings of 20 minutes a day, provide
a vital alternative to the West Gate Bridge, take 6,000 trucks off the Bridge and create 5,600 new jobs. The project
will also improve freight access to Australia’s busiest port, and deliver an $11 billion boost to Victoria’s economy.
The city connections of the Western Distributor Project will better distribute existing traffic heading into the city,
including to the learning and medical precincts north of the CBD. By creating a southern bypass of the CBD, the
project will relieve pressure on Spencer and King Streets by around 4,000 cars per day.
With the reduction of unnecessary trips through the CBD, there are opportunities to improve cycling, walking and
public transport in the central city.
The City of Melbourne is an important stakeholder in the project. The Government is working with council officers
to understand and address their concerns regarding traffic, and to identify opportunities for urban design and
pedestrian and cycling improvements.
High quality urban design is an important objective of the project. We are working with local councils and the
Office of the Victorian Government Architect to develop an Urban Design Strategy to guide the project’s design.
An important step in the planning process is an Environmental Assessment Statement (EES), that will be prepared
to rigorously assess the project's environmental, economic and social effects. This will include the project’s
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potential traffic effects. The EES investigates existing conditions in the project area then assesses potential impacts
and suggests ways to avoid or mitigate them.
The EES will be exhibited in early 2017, whereby the community and local government can view the specialist
assessments and make a submission.

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

Ms Patten
Minister for Agriculture
8 June 2016

RESPONSE:
The horticulture trial is testing a range of cannabis types and strains to find out what particular strain will be
suitable for the first patient cohort and for other potential patients in the future.
The type of cannabis being grown in the horticulture trial is Cannabis indica and Cannabis sativa. Nine strains are
currently being tested, however, this number is expected to increase. The strains have been chosen to cover a range
of cannabinoid profiles, including a mix of high cannabidiol (CBD) and low-tetrahydrocannabinol (THC), an equal
mix of CBD and THC, and a mix of low CBD and high THC.
The first patient cohort will be children with severe epilepsy. A high CBD and low-THC profile is expected to suit
this first patient cohort.
In accordance with the Access to Medicinal Cannabis Act 2016, the final approved medicinal cannabis product(s)
for the first patient group will be specified on the publicly accessible register kept by the Health Secretary. In
accordance with the Act, the Health Secretary must ensure that an entry for an approved medicinal cannabis
product includes sufficient information to identify the product.
The horticultural trial is being conducted indoors with seeds that have not been genetically modified.

Recreational fishing
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Bourman
Minister for Agriculture
8 June 2016

RESPONSE:
Victoria is home to hundreds of thousands of recreational fishers.
Recreational fishing isn’t just a hobby. It contributes $2.3 billion to our social and economic wellbeing, and it
encourages kids and families to get outdoors and learn more about our environment.
That’s why the Andrews Labor Government is committed to delivering our Target One Million plan for
recreational fishing, which aims to grow participation to one million anglers by 2020.
By working with fishers to boost fish stocks, support local clubs and improve access and facilities, Labor will grow
recreational fishing and get more families outdoors.
Fisheries management plans identify policies and strategies for the ecologically sustainable development of
Victoria’s fisheries. The development of these plans is an open process that includes valuable input from a wide
range of stakeholders.
While being respectful of any work that may be undertaken by the Commonwealth, management plans for the
recreational, commercial and aquaculture sectors in Victoria are undertaken by Fisheries Victoria.
The Andrews Government is absolutely committed to getting more people fishing, more often.
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VicForests
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Dunn
Minister for Agriculture
8 June 2016

RESPONSE:
The Victorian Auditor-General has previously confirmed that VicForests is harvesting within its sustainable harvest
level.
VicForests does not ‘liquidate’ forests.
VicForests is harvesting in accordance with legislation and its Timber Release Plan.

Leadbeater’s possum
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Dunn
Minister for Agriculture
8 June 2016

RESPONSE:
The Member makes a number of assertions.
The installation of nest boxes to support existing colonies in areas of declining natural tree hollows was in fact a
recommendation of the Leadbeater’s Possum Advisory Group.
It is one of many initiatives within an $11 million package to support the recovery of the Leadbeater’s Possum.
There is encouraging evidence that nesting boxes and artificial hollows are providing habitat for Leadbeater’s
Possums.
Remote sensor cameras have spotted these animals building nests in specifically designed hollows which have been
carved into trees in forests around Warburton, Powelltown and Noojee. Seventy-two hollows have been created
across 18 sites and the first round of monitoring found 11 of these hollows either occupied by Leadbeater’s
Possums or containing evidence of nests at different stages of development.
The Andrews Government released terms of reference for the Forest Industry Taskforce that will provide
recommendations about the future of the timber industry, including job protection and economic activity, and
protection of our unique native flora, fauna and threatened species, such as the Leadbeater’s possum. It is due to
report back to the Government by the end of this month.

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Lovell
Minister for Agriculture
8 June 2016

RESPONSE:
The Fire Services Property Levy is made up of two parts: a fixed charge and a variable charge based on the
property’s capital improved value.
I understand that the Country Fire Authority variable rate for 2016-17 for primary production properties has been
reduced from 27.7 to 26.0 cents per $1,000 of capital improved value. For 2016-17, the fixed charge on
commercial, industrial, primary production, public benefit and vacant property is $213.
The operation of the Fire Services Property Levy is a matter for the Treasurer.
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Prisoner transport
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Corrections
8 June 2016

RESPONSE:
No contempt charges have been brought against Corrections Victoria for failing to present prisoners to court.
Between 20 April and 7 June 2016 $32,471 in costs were awarded against Corrections Victoria, relating to 62
matters. This is in comparison to the height of unprecedented pressures on police cells from September to
December 2013 where costs of $143,722 were awarded for 245 matters.

Code Club Australia
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ondarchie
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
8 June 2016

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
The Andrews Labor Government understands the importance of the digital economy and the tech sector. As of
June 2015, the Victorian digital technology sector generated more than $34 billion in revenue, and it is estimated
that by 2020, Victoria’s digital economy could be worth as much as or more than $50.8 billion.
Victoria is on the verge of unprecedented growth in our start-up ecosystem and we are seeing our digital stocks
grow exponentially.
In the past year alone, we have seen global tech leaders like Slack, Square, Zendesk and GoPro all set up regional
headquarters in Victoria -joining locally-grown success stories such as Nitro PDF, Seek, 99 Designs, Catapult, Red
Bubble, Culture Amp, and Appster, among many others.
Innovation is key to the future of our economy - not just in Victoria, but across the entire Asia Pacific region and
the world. Digital technology will disrupt and be the dominant force in the creation of jobs, businesses and
industries of the future.
The digital tech sector in Victoria directly employs more than 83,000 people across approximately
8,000 companies. The demand for tech skills is experiencing massive growth.
In 2015 alone, Victorian companies’ demand for skills in digital technology increased by 30 per cent.
Those skills will be even more in demand when the children participating in Telstra’s Code Club are starting to
enter the workforce. They’re also skills that will be essential for the entrepreneurs of tomorrow.
Digital skills like those taught by Telstra’s Code Club will not only be needed in the tech sector, but will be
essential across many industries - an IBISWorld economic report estimates 13 out of Australia’s 19 industry sectors
will be changed by or gain significant gain from digital technology.
Telstra’s Code Club is not only teaching the essential skills of the future, it’s also building the problem solving
skills, creative thinking and confidence of the children who participate.
The Andrews Labor Government wants every child in Victoria to have the opportunity to learn the skills of the
future, which is why we have introduced a new Victorian school curriculum that includes a new Digital
Technologies curriculum, which includes coding.
Digital technologies are going to drive our economies - and will create the new products, new markets and new
ways of conducting business.
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That’s why we are working hard to keep Victoria at the forefront of Australia’s expertise and capabilities in cyber
security, which is critical to safeguarding our digital economy. As society becomes more and more digitalised this
becomes a more important issue - which is why the Andrews Labor Government is investing heavily in this space.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
Details of grants are made publicly available in the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources Annual Report.

Minister for Agriculture
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Bath
Minister for Agriculture
8 June 2016

RESPONSE:
I have not sought advice from my department to tell me there is a significant difference between the testing of
chemicals on live animals for the purposes of cosmetics development and the control of pest species using humane
methods.
Animal welfare is a high priority for this government and I am equally committed to supporting our farmers and
land managers to control, or, where possible, eradicate pest species that cause significant damage and distress.
I would refer the Member to comments from Victorian Farmers Federation president Peter Tuohey who, following
the Victorian Budget 2016/17, told print media he couldn’t remember any government investing in rural Victoria in
recent times like the Andrews Government has.
Mr Tuohey told the ABC on 28 April 2016 that “[i]t’s great to see a government actually recognise the value of
agriculture and invest in agriculture and rural communities”. Prior to that, in ‘The Weekly Times’ on 3 August
2015, he was quoted as saying that the Andrews Labor Government “has committed to agriculture in a big way and
we’re very happy about that”.
Our government’s record and commitment to agriculture stands in stark contrast to the former Liberal-Nationals
Government which slashed funding for biosecurity, limiting Victoria’s capacity to prepare for and respond to an
emergency livestock disease outbreak.
Ms Bath would do well to remember that in August, the Auditor-General reported to the Parliament that the
Member’s colleagues, when in government, cut funding for core livestock biosecurity activities by 49 per cent
between 2009-10 and 2014-15. They also oversaw a 42 per cent decrease in the number of key animal health
officers and veterinary officers in the agriculture department, because they weren’t considered ‘front-line’ services
by the Baillieu/Napthine Government.

Game Management Authority
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Young
Minister for Agriculture
9 June 2016

RESPONSE:
The Hon. Roger Hallam resigned from the Game Management Authority effective from 15 April 2016. Other
members continue in their role on the Board of this important regulator, with Wendy Greiner acting as Chairperson.
The former Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water and I, at all times, jointly made decisions based
on the advice of the Game Management Authority and our departments. In the case of emergency closures (made
under Section 86A of the Wildlife Act 1975), this has also included consideration of the views of the Emergency
Closures Advisory Committee.
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On 23 March 2016, following the closure of Lake Elizabeth, I indicated to the House that I believed the closure had
demonstrated the need for improvements to the legislation. The Government wants to respond to changing
conditions as quickly as we can, both to protect endangered species but also to reopen wetlands where it is
appropriate. The Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2016, currently before the Legislative Assembly,
proposes amendments that will improve the functioning of relevant sections of the Wildlife Act 1975.
In 2014, the former Coalition government released the Hunting and Game Management Action Plan. Unfortunately
for hunters, this was a plan released without a timeline for implementation, nor any funding.
Ensuring that hunting in Victoria continues to be a safe and sustainable recreation for future generations is a key
focus for the Government.
That’s why I have lead the development of a sustainable hunting strategy.
The Andrews Government has been consulting with key hunting stakeholders and representative organisations and
provided funding of $5.3 million in the 2016/17 Victorian Budget to support safe, responsible and sustainable
hunting.
This funding will enable a number of government agencies, including the Game Management Authority, to work
with hunters to improve the promotion of responsible hunting, provide better hunting opportunities, and ensure our
game species remain sustainable. It will fund the implementation of a Sustainable Hunting Action Plan that will be
released in coming months.
The role of the Game Management Authority is not limited to the actions that will be delivered through the
Sustainable Hunting Action Plan. The Authority is already subject to a Ministerial Statement of Expectations as
well as the provisions of the Game Management Authority Act 2014.
As an independent statutory authority responsible for the regulation of game hunting in Victoria, the Game
Management Authority delivers programs to improve and promote responsible hunting in Victoria.
The Authority is responsible for issuing Game Licences; managing open and closed seasons for game species;
enforcing game hunting laws; and educating and informing hunters on how to hunt legally in Victoria.
The Game Management Authority also has an important role in managing natural resources across Victoria;
working with public land managers to improve the management of State Game Reserves and other public land
where hunting is permitted; and making recommendations to government about game hunting and game
management, the control of pest animals, declaring public land open and closed to game hunting, open and closed
seasons and bag limits.
The Government supports the Authority’s mission to work with the community as an effective, independent
regulator and an authoritative facilitator of sustainable game management and quality hunting opportunities in
Victoria.
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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 May to 9 June 2016
Western Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Finn
Minister for Local Government
9 February 2016

ANSWER:
As the Member has previously been told, the advice of the independent Transition Auditors, that the split should
not proceed due to the long-term and significant financial impact on Sunbury residents has been accepted.
The Hon Frank Vincent AO QC and Mr John Watson, were appointed to examine the previous Government's plan
to create a standalone Sunbury Council. They based their recommendation to not proceed with the separation on
the likelihood of greatly increased council rates and significantly reduce services for the people of Sunbury. They
noted separation was likely to create an unviable, unsustainable stand alone Sunbury council.
The Auditors found that the previous process lacked adequate community consultation, in particular by not making
relevant information easily accessible to local residents of both Sunbury and the rest of Hume. This meant people
had no information about the potential detrimental impact of separation when they were asked to vote on the
desirability of separation.
The Auditors provided their advice following extensive consultation with the local residents in Sunbury and other
areas across Flume, community groups, businesses, current councillors, local members and local government peak
bodies, culminating in a public information evening where all community members were given the opportunity to
have their say. Over 100 written submissions were received and a summary can be found in the Transition Auditors
Report.

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

Mr Davis
Minister for Local Government
24 February 2016

ANSWER:
I have been advised by the Victorian Electoral Commission (VEC) that recent changes to Australia Post's service
delivery arrangements will see the cost of postage doubled from the time of the last council elections in 2012. This
will have an unavoidable impact on the cost of running both future postal elections and attendance elections, which
have a significant postal program.
There are also other cost pressures faced by the VEC relating to council elections. These include the doubling of
costs for its computer infrastructure largely in response to the NBN roll out, significant cost increases since 2012
which consist of advertising, rate of pay to election staff, transport and logistics on delivery of equipment.
The VEC has also advised councils that the State Government continues to subsidise costs, but only where direct
costs are covered. It does not recover salaries for core staff working on local government elections, or certain
overheads such as head office accommodation.
I also note, last year the Andrews Government introduced a number of important reforms to the local government
electoral arrangements in advance of the general elections, including formalising the Victorian Electoral
Commission's long standing role as the provider of election services to all councils.
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This reform was implemented because of the overwhelming support from councils and also due to the fact that no
other parties responded to the tenders. Therefore it has removed the unnecessary and costly requirement for
councils to tender for their election services.

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

Mr Davis
Minister for Public Transport
22 March 2016

ANSWER:
The removal of the level crossing at Grange Road is one of the 50 level crossings that Labor committed to in the
lead up to the last election. It is acknowledged that the Liberal party declined to include Grange Road in the level
crossings they outlined for removal.
The cost of relocating the gas pipeline near Grange Road and the accompanying disruption to the gas supply to a
large section of Melbourne's population were key considerations to determine the best engineering solution to
remove the nine level crossings between Caulfield and Dandenong. Additional factors included a high water table
along the corridor and the fact that a 4km long open cut trench would continue to divide communities and would
result in a significant loss of mature trees. Consideration in selecting the elevated rail design for the level crossing
removal project was also given to limiting the impact of construction on the local community and more widely on
the transport network.
Elevating the rail allows funds that would otherwise be allocated for costly excavation and the relocation of utilities
to be reinvested in high quality urban design, landscaping and new activity spaces.
Replacement of the gas pipeline in the future can be achieved without affecting the operation of the rail line on this
busy route.

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

Mr Davis
Minister for Public Transport
24 March 2016

ANSWER:
The matter raised does not fall under my portfolio responsibilities. Please redirect the question to the Minister for
Police.

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

Mr O'Donohue
Minister for Police
12 April 2016

ANSWER:
As you are aware, 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. The
decision of how and where police resources are deployed is appropriately a matter for the Chief Commissioner.
I assure you that the residents of Casey continue to receive a 24 hour police response from across the police service
area. If any person requires urgent police assistance, they should contact Victoria Police on the emergency number
'000'. Calls made to `000' are processed and responded to by the closest appropriate police personnel.
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The operational need for new and upgraded police stations is identified by Victoria Police and projects are
considered in the context of other priorities across the state. Where the need for additional police infrastructure
funding is identified, the status of projects is determined by government through the budget process.
As you would expect, the government works closely with the Chief Commissioner to ensure Victoria Police is
appropriately resourced to tackle law and order issues facing the Victorian community.
The Andrews Labor Government recently announced a $596 million Public Safety Package as part of the 2016-17
State Budget, delivering on our promise to give police the necessary resources to respond to gang-related crime,
gun crime, terrorist threats and family violence.
Victoria Police will soon have an extra 406 sworn police officers and 52 support personnel bringing the total
number of new police personnel funded by the Andrews Government since it came to office to 1156.
Of the additional 406 sworn police officers, 300 will be general duties frontline police deployed across Victoria.
The Chief Commissioner has stated that deployment of those 300 general duties police will focus on responding to
local crime issues in growth corridors and other areas of greatest need, to be determined in consultation with The
Police Association.
The remaining 106 sworn police officers will be specialist police officers appointed to teams targeting issues such
as gangs and illicit trafficking.
The government is giving Victoria Police the officers, equipment, and powers to respond to some of the most
serious issues facing our community today including family violence, gun crime and the scourge of ice.
We are also making a major investment in police equipment and technology to put Victoria Police at the forefront
of providing smarter more responsive policing. For the first time, police will have mobile technology, including
mobile tablets, enabling police to access and exchange up to date information while in the field. Combined with
new body worn cameras, this investment will significantly enhance Victoria Police's frontline operations.
The City of Casey has established a Community Safety Advisory Committee, bringing together Victoria Police and
other law enforcement agencies, emergency services and community members to collaborate on issues of public
safety, amenity and crime. This committee also provides an appropriate forum for discussion of local community
concerns and the development of appropriate strategies under council's Community Safety Strategy.
I am informed that Victoria Police recently attended a Tooradin community forum meeting to discuss community
concern about crime. Officers in the Casey-Cardinia Proactive Unit of Victoria Police, based at Cranbourne Police
Station, are available to provide specific, practical advice to residents and businesses about effective crime
prevention strategies, tailored to local issues of concern.
The government will continue to consult with Victoria Police about overall police resourcing across the state. I am
assured by the Chief Commissioner of Police that the allocation of police resources across Victoria is continuously
monitored by respective command officers to ensure the best possible policing service is delivered to the Victorian
community.

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

Ms Patten
Minister for Public Transport
12 April 2016

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to improving public transport in Melbourne's growing suburbs. I am
pleased to advise that under the Government's Better Bus Package, three new bus services were introduced in
January 2016 in Epping North and Wollert to extend the network to local areas, providing greater choice, flexibility
and connectivity for passengers. This new bus network was tailored to better reflect local residents' travel needs
following a series of community consultation sessions.
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The Andrews Government is getting on with building Melbourne's Metro Tunnel and in the 2016/17 State Budget
announced full funding for the extension of the South Morang line to Mernda. The project will build around eight
kilometres of duplicated track between South Morang and Mernda, and stabling facilities for trains north of Bridge
Inn Road.
A new Premium Station will be built in Mernda, a second will be built near Marymede Catholic College, and
bidders have been asked to price a third station near Hawkstowe Parade. Mernda Rail builds on the former Labor
Government's extension of the Epping line to South Morang. The rail line is desperately needed to ensure people in
these booming communities can get to school and work.
In addition to the Mernda rail extension, we are also duplicating the Hurstbridge line so that trains can run more
reliably and frequently.
$5 million has been committed in the 2016-17 budget to plan for track upgrades between Upheld and Somerton to
support services to Wallan.
These projects are critical to meet demand in some of the fastest growing suburbs in Victoria.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Public Transport
12 April 2016

ANSWER:
I note your concerns regarding the Puckle Street, Park Street and Buckley Street level crossings.
The Labor Government is removing 50 of Victoria's worst level crossings in Victoria. The level crossing at
Buckley Street in Essendon is including in this 50.
The Liberal party did not make any commitment, or allocate any funding, to remove level crossings at Buckley
Street, Park Street and Puckle Street.
The removal of Buckley Street is currently in the early planning stages and the local member for Essendon Danny
Pearson has been busy consulting with the community and council on options for its removal.

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

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
12 April 2016

ANSWER:
VicRoads advises me that it has investigated the road safety concerns you have raised, and is aware of the traffic
growth in the area and, in particular, future increases to traffic volume along Barwon Heads Road.
The provision of turning lanes for improved access to Barwon Heads Airport is the responsibility of the operators
of the airport. VicRoads will consider any proposal made by the airport operator for the same.
With regard to the condition of the pavement on this section of Barwon Heads Road, VicRoads advises me that it
has developed a pavement upgrade proposal for approximately 700 metres between Lower Duneed Road and the
airport.
VicRoads has also developed a proposal at the intersection of Barwon Heads Road/Blackrock Road/Stacey Road to
improve traffic safety in the area.
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In the meantime, VicRoads will continue to inspect and monitor the road and perform maintenance works as
required.

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

Ms Wooldridge
Minister for Education
14 April 2016

ANSWER:
Investment in education and school infrastructure is a priority for the Victorian Government. This has been
demonstrated through its 2016-17 State Budget allocation of $1.1 billion to build, upgrade and maintain school
infrastructure across the state, ensuring that every community has access to a great local school, and every child
gets the chance to succeed. The Victorian School Building Authority will be established to deliver this construction
boom that will not just benefit students, but also create jobs for construction workers and local tradespeople.
I am delighted to confirm that, as part of this funding, the Victorian Government has allocated $12.6 million to
undertake significant upgrades at Montmorency Secondary College. The Department of Education and Training
will work closely with the school to plan and deliver this exciting capital project, ensuring the best outcome for the
school and local community.
The Department is also working closely with Catholic Education Melbourne to deliver the Government's election
commitment of $850 000 to modernise Saint Francis Xavier Primary School. I am advised that the school is
currently finalising its design development drawings. The funding agreement between the school and the sector
body is expected to be signed in June, triggering the first milestone payment.
The Department is excited to be working closely with the Catholic Education Commission of Victoria and
Independent Schools Victoria to deliver $120 million to build and upgrade non-government schools, and is
committed to ensuring that available funding is targeted to the areas of greatest need.

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

Mr Leane
Minister for Public Transport
14 April 2016

ANSWER:
Mr Leane (Eastern Metropolitan), thank you for your constituency question of 14 April 2016 in relation to the
Federal shadow Transport Minister's commitment that a Shorten Federal government would provide $100 000 to
improve the Box Hill transport interchange if elected. The Victorian Government would welcome a similar preelection commitment from the Turnbull federal government.

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

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Multicultural Affairs
3 May 2016

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government condemns all forms of violence and Victoria Police will continue to investigate and act
to bring to justice those who break the law.
In addition to increasing police responses, the engagement of Victoria's youth is especially important to secure the
future of our State. This is why a focus on youth crime prevention strategies and early intervention is a priority for
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the Government, recognising that a collaborative, holistic response, working across portfolios is required to effect
change.
Specific 2016-17 Budget commitments include:
– a $596 million Public Safety Package to ensure that police have the necessary resources to keep the community
safe. This includes funding for 300 new front line police.
– $38.3 million over five years to support refugee and asylum seekers through the multicultural affairs, health and
education portfolios.
– $53 million allocated to the Jobs Victoria Employment Network to assist disadvantaged Victorian job seekers,
including those with multicultural, refugee and asylum seeker backgrounds.
– $39.7 million over four years allocated to the English as an Additional Language Program, and Community
Language Schools.
Victorian Government departments and agencies will also continue to work closely with community leaders and
representatives from Victoria's culturally diverse communities to identify the underlying issues of social
disengagement and to ensure communities are an integral part of responses.

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

Mr Young
Minister for Agriculture
4 May 2016

ANSWER:
On 11 May 2016, the Wildlife (Prohibition of Game Hunting) Notice, which was published in the Government
Gazette No. S 73 on 24 March 2016 and prohibited the taking, destroying or hunting in Victoria of specified
indigenous game birds (waterfowl) at Lake Elizabeth State Game Reserve, was revoked. On 11 May 2016, Lake
Elizabeth State Game Reserve reopened to duck hunting.

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

Mr Melhem
Minister for Industry and Employment
4 May 2016

ANSWER:
The $20 million New Energy Jobs Fund was launched in December 2015 to help Victorian communities and
businesses develop projects that create jobs and support a clean energy future. The Fund supports growth in the
uptake of renewable energy generation, reduces greenhouse gas emissions, drives innovation in new energy
technologies, and assists community groups to develop renewable energy projects.
The Community category of the Fund supports feasibility studies and projects being developed by community
groups that assist families to access renewable energy and energy efficiency services. The other categories of the
fund support businesses to manufacture new energy technology components or systems, and to optimise, adapt or
integrate commercially available new energy technologies into their business.
The first round of the Fund made $5 million available and received strong interest from both community and
business. I look forward to making announcements regarding the successful applicants shortly.
Businesses in the west are also able to access the Local Industry Fund for Transition (LIFT) that supports capital
investment to set-up or expand operations in the communities most affected by the closure of the major car
manufacturers.
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Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Public Transport
4 May 2016

ANSWER:
The last kilometre into the Port of Geelong is majority owned by private landholders comprising the Port of
Geelong, (including Lascelles Wharf), and others such as Incitec Pivot.
The Murray Basin Rail Business Case did not assess building a rail connection on privately owned land for a
private company. Instead, the focus of the Business Case was to improve competition and access to Victoria's ports
and increase the potential for private investment across the rail network and associated supply chains.

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

Mr Leane
Minister for Veterans
5 May 2016

ANSWER:
I will be happy to consider the option for future years — consideration needs to be given to the requirements of the
Parliament, but I agree that some dedicated time for this important annual commemoration is very worthwhile. I
thank the Member for his suggestion and I will be happy to take the matter further, for consideration.

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

Ms Bath
Minister for Agriculture
5 May 2016

ANSWER:
I do not have the power to exempt individuals or organisations from Victorian law.

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

Ms Lovell
Minister for Public Transport
5 May 2016

ANSWER:
V/Line has advised that automated announcements are made at unstaffed stations on the Shepparton line, including
Murchison. There are no plans to install Passenger Information Displays (PIDs) at this station.
Murchison does not have the facilities to sell tickets at the station. Passengers are able to purchase tickets from the
Murchison Post Office which acts as the ticketing agent.
Further, passengers can subscribe to SMS and email alerts that notify passengers of delayed and cancelled trains.
This information is also distributed via twitter, the V/Line mobile phone app and the V/Line website. Passengers
can visit https://www.vline.com.au/Timetables/Staying-in-touch for a complete guide to passenger information
channels.
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Southern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Pennicuik
Minister for Planning
5 May 2016

ANSWER:
The Kew Residential Services project is compliant with the requirements of heritage permit conditions. Major
Projects Victoria (MPV) is working closely with stakeholders, including Kew Development Corporation (KDC), a
subsidiary of Walker Group Holdings Pty Ltd; the Department of Health and Human Services and Heritage
Victoria to ensure the site's heritage values continue to be protected.
The heritage outcomes achieved to date by the project include the following:
– preservation of heritage listed trees on the site;
– installation of interpretive signage (currently underway); and
– preliminary works carried out on buildings in the Heritage Core.
Heritage works remaining to be completed prior to the expiry of the heritage permit include the completion of
required works on the buildings in the Heritage Core. An application for an extension of the Project Term has been
received from KDC. MPV is considering whether KDC is entitled to an extension of the Project Term under the
terms of the Project Agreement, taking into account the status of the project and expert advice.

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

Ms Shing
Minister for Veterans
5 May 2016

ANSWER:
I thank the Member for Eastern Victoria for her question, and commend her interest in acknowledging the
important service of those who served in other roles, such as nurses, in past conflicts. It may not be possible to
amend the Honour Roll at the local shire, as it is now a heritage item and the sentiments and thinking of the period
did not always include nurses in official recognition of service, even though many men serving owed their lives to
the gallant nurses who risked a great deal to care for them. The Anzac Centenary Community Grants program
however exists to assist communities in remembering important people like Louise Blanche Riggall, and you may
wish to encourage the local community to devise an appropriate way to recognise her service and sacrifice, and
apply for a grant to assist in delivering that recognition. Full information on veterans' grants is available on the DPC
website, or you may wish to contact the Veterans Branch direct.

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

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Sport
5 May 2016

ANSWER:
Unfortunately I was unable to attend the National Breast Cancer Foundation run in Geelong on Mother's Day,
however I acknowledge and thank all of the runners who raised funds to support the National Breast Cancer
Foundation and the local organisers of the event.
With over 4000 Victorians diagnosed with breast cancer and over 700 Victorians dying every year from the
disease, it is events such as these that raise both awareness of breast cancer and much needed funding for research
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into the disease. I'm pleased that the Victorian Government provides over $42 million every year to screen for
breast cancer, as well as funding for world-class treatment services and research.
I commend the National Breast Cancer Foundation for raising money for vital research into the prevention and cure
of breast cancer.
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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, 7 June 2016
Kindergarten funding
Raised with:

Minister for Local Government

Raised by:

Ms Crozier

Raised on:

23 February 2016

REPLY:
This is a matter for the Minister for Families and Children. I advise you to direct your question where appropriate.

Maitreya Festival
Raised with:

Minister for Local Government

Raised by:

Mr Morris

Raised on:

24 February 2016

REPLY:
Thank you for your question regarding the proposed Maitreya Festival.
The Buloke Shire Council is the responsible planning authority for the area. I understand from public statements
that the Council had no objection to allowing the festival to go ahead, provided the required documents were
provided, and consents were achieved, by the applicant to enable a planning permit to be issued.
I am advised that Buloke Shire Council worked closely with the event promoter over several months however it
reached a decision that a planning permit could not be issued.
The details for that decision can be found at the Council’s website: http://www.buloke.vic.gov.au/
I am also advised that the applicant appealed the decision to VCAT and that the decision of the Council was
supported.
I would note that as Minister for Local Government I have no authority to intervene in planning matters such as
this.

Local government reform
Raised with:

Minister for Local Government

Raised by:

Mr Eideh

Raised on:

8 March 2016

REPLY:
The initial stages of the review have provided opportunity for councillors, council employees and members of the
public to identify issues to be addressed and present ideas for reform. To date, approximately 350 written
submissions have been received on a Discussion Paper released in September 2015. In February and March 2016
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nine community forums were held throughout Victoria to provide feedback on submissions to the discussion paper
and give the community and stakeholders further opportunity to present suggestions for reform.
Reform options are currently being considered to address weaknesses in the current Act that will provide benefits to
your constituency and indeed, the rest of Victoria.
Options being considered will aim to provide a logical, streamlined and contemporary Act to ensure that
communities can better understand and value the role of councils in delivering local services, amenity,
infrastructure, leadership and advocacy to the community.
The review will seek to ensure that decisions affecting citizens will be transparent and the processes to arrive at
them clear and accountable by exploring more deliberative engagement by councils within their community and
providing simpler and more enforceable offence provisions.
The review will also seek to create a culture of efficiency and innovation in council operations by considering
options to encourage collaboration between both councils and state agencies and to reinforce sound financial
practice across the sector.
There will continue to be opportunity for the community and sector to inform the review. A directions paper will be
released later this year and it is proposed that an exposure draft of a new Local Government Act will be released for
consultation in 2017.
All persons with an interest in local government, including Members of Parliament, can participate in the review by
reading submissions and background papers on issues identified as well as putting forward their own reform ideas
on the review website at www.yourcouncilyourcommunity.vic.gov.au

Acland Street, St Kilda, pedestrian mall
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Ms Pennicuik

Raised on:

8 March 2016

REPLY:
The Acland Street tram terminus upgrade is being undertaken by Public Transport Victoria (PTV) and Yarra
Trams.
The new tram stop/terminus will improve accessibility and safety.
Yarra Trams and PTV will continue to work together on this important project.
I have asked PTV to monitor bus services once the tram is upgraded to identify whether further improvements to
transport connections are required.

Level crossings
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Mrs Peulich

Raised on:

10 March 2016

REPLY:
The previous Liberal Government did not remove a single level crossing on the Frankston line and only planned to
remove 4 level crossings between Caulfield and Dandenong. The Andrews Labor Government is removing
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11 level crossings on the Frankston line and all 9 level crossings between Caulfield and Dandenong. Construction
on the removal of crossings on the Frankston line and Dandenong corridor is underway.
The previous Government’s plans for the Caulfield to Dandenong corridor involved two tracks, as does the current
Government’s project.
Social pinpoint is a valuable community engagement tool that the Level Crossing Removal Authority (LXRA) is
using to capture feedback on the Andrews Government’s commitment to remove 50 of Victoria’s worst level
crossings and other major projects.
To protect the integrity of the process people who decline to provide a name, email or postcode are unable to use
Social Pinpoint and comments that are picked up by the Social Pinpoint profanity filter are moderated off.

Duck season
Raised with:

Minister for Agriculture

Raised by:

Mr Young

Raised on:

24 March 2016

REPLY:
Ms Pennicuik’s motion listed on the notice paper as at 24 March 2016 would, if agreed by the House, have had the
effect outlined by the Member.
The Government however, does not intend on removing restrictions placed on the 2016 duck season as published
in the Victorian Government Gazette 532 on Monday 29 February 2016.
The joint decision-making on arrangements for 2016, undertaken by myself and the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water, was based on independent advice from the Game Management Authority. Various
factors were considered to ascertain whether duck hunting and duck populations can be sustained. These include
duck numbers and species distribution across South Eastern Australia, breeding indices, habitat availability, and
other environmental factors.
Seasonal conditions play an important role in duck populations. This year’s analysis indicated that below average
rainfall has reduced duck numbers and habitats. The government took note of the dry seasonal conditions in many
parts of Victoria in deciding to modify the normal daily limits down to eight ducks for opening day and four ducks
for the remainder of the season, and to prohibit the hunting of Blue-winged Shoveler.

Ballarat police resources
Raised with:

Minister for Police

Raised by:

Mr Morris

Raised on:

13 April 2016

REPLY:
I appreciate your continued interest in policing in the Ballarat area. I am informed that police in the Ballarat area
have established a range of new crime response teams, including a team focusing on burglary and recidivist
offenders.
A Family Violence Unit has also been created for the Ballarat area. I am advised that the new unit will focus on
recidivist family violence offenders and provide an increased capacity to support repeat victims, as well as support
community based initiatives, like the Koori Family Violence Protocol.

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
2922

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 7 June 2016

The Andrews Labor Government recently announced a $596 million Public Safety Package as part of the 2016-17
State Budget, delivering on our promise to give police the necessary resources to respond to gang-related crime,
gun crime, terrorist threats and family violence. This reflects the government’s commitment to work with the Chief
Commissioner to ensure we provide the resources to police that will keep our community safe.
Victoria Police will soon have an extra 406 sworn police officers and 52 support personnel, bringing the total
number of new police personnel funded by the Andrews Government since it came to office to 1156.
Of the additional 406 sworn police officers, 300 will be general duties frontline police deployed across Victoria.
The Chief Commissioner has stated that deployment of those 300 general duties police will focus on responding to
local crime issues in growth corridors and other areas of greatest need, to be determined in consultation with The
Police Association.
The remaining 106 sworn police officers will be specialist police officers appointed to teams targeting issues such
as gangs and illicit trafficking.
The government will also deliver $36.8 million to replace or refurbish 22 regional and rural police stations and
10 residences, to give our police officers in country Victoria the resources they need. This significant investment
will mean more police and new and upgraded police stations across regional Victoria.
The full deployment of 400 Police Custody Officers, funded in last year’s budget will be fast tracked by six months
to the end of 2017, further freeing up police officers to return to the frontline.
On 11 January 2016, Ballarat became one of the first six locations to receive Police Custody Officers (PCOs).
Victoria Police advises that five PCOs have been deployed to Ballarat and have already shown themselves to be
valuable assets in prisoner management, freeing up police personnel.
Policing across Ballarat and the surrounding area is managed in a flexible manner to ensure the best possible use of
available police resources for community safety.
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.
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. The decision of how and
where resources are deployed is appropriately a matter for the Chief Commissioner.

Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals
Raised with:

Minister for Agriculture

Raised by:

Mr Bourman

Raised on:

14 April 2016

REPLY:
The Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (RSPCA) is an important animal welfare organisation
in Victoria, undertaking valuable work both in the areas of advocating for better animal welfare outcomes and the
work undertaken by its inspectorate in investigating and resolving cases of animal cruelty reported to it. These are
complimentary yet clearly separate functions of the same organisation. Government funding supports the latter
function.
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On 25 May, the RSPCA announced an independent review of its Inspectorate to be conducted by the former Chief
Commissioner of Victoria Police, Mr Neil Comrie, and a report is expected to be released in September 2016.
It is crucial that organisations such as the RSPCA that receive Government funding, look to ways to improve
operational performance and efficiency so that it is able to deliver a quality inspectorate service.
The Government will take a keen interest in the review and its findings.

Geelong-Bacchus Marsh Road
Raised with:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety

Raised by:

Mr Ramsay

Raised on:

3 May 2016

REPLY:
I can confirm that the section of Bacchus Marsh Road between Little River Ripley Road and Ballan Road is ranked
amongst the highest in terms of crash rates within the region. As such, the Andrews Government has committed to
improving this section of Bacchus Marsh Road as part of Victoria’s new Road Safety Strategy and Action Plan,
Towards Zero 2016-2020.
The Victorian Government has set the most aggressive road safety target in Victoria’s history, a 20 per cent
reduction in road deaths over the next five years. Our Towards Zero Action Plan is about putting more effort and
investment where most fatalities happen, on country roads.
Geelong-Bacchus Marsh Road has seen a tragic number of deaths and serious injuries, and that is why we are
working on innovative solutions to keep Victorians safer. VicRoads is now talking to the local community in the
area about these infrastructure solutions, and how this road can be made safer for the community.
The project will involve the installation of centre median safety barrier, overtaking lanes to reduce overtaking risks,
sections of left side barrier to shield unprotected hazards (trees, power poles, steep batter slopes, culverts),
increased traffic lane and road shoulder widths and improvements to key intersections to make them safer. The
project will provide safer local access arrangements to properties and side roads, with some breaks in the barrier
and enhanced turning arrangements at selected locations.
This project aligns with the focus of the Safe System Road Infrastructure Program, aspiring to eliminate death and
serious injury from Victorian roads by embracing a ‘Towards Zero’ vision.
VicRoads will provide regular community updates as that project scope is finalised. Work is expected to
commence in 2017. I commend VicRoads for working with the community on this important safety initiative.

Cowes police station
Raised with:

Minister for Police

Raised by:

Mr O’Donohue

Raised on:

3 May 2016

REPLY:
The Andrews Government is committed to providing Victoria Police appropriate facilities to support police in the
work they do in keeping our communities safe.
Cowes police station has been announced as a one of seven police stations that will be built by June 2018 in a
$36.8 million package for regional areas in the recent 2016-17 Victorian Budget. This package also includes
funding to upgrade a further 15 police stations and 10 police residences.
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Funding of $3 million has been allocated for the new Cowes police station. The new station will enhance service
delivery in the area. Rebuilding the station will provide for the capacity to accommodate additional resources,
specialist units, or external agencies such as family violence partner agencies and victim support services. The new
station will also allow offenders to be held and processed in Cowes rather requiring transportation to Wonthaggi
police station.
The Andrews Labor Government recently announced a $596 million Public Safety Package as part of the 2016-17
State Budget, delivering on our promise to give police the necessary resources to respond to gang-related crime,
gun crime, terrorist threats and family violence. This reflects the government’s commitment to work with the Chief
Commissioner to ensure we provide the resources to police that will keep our community safe.
Victoria Police will soon have an extra 406 sworn police officers and 52 support personnel bringing the total
number of new police personnel funded by the Andrews Government since it came to office to 1156.
An extra 300 frontline general duties police will be deployed across Victoria. The Chief Commissioner has
indicated that deployment will focus on responding to local crime issues in growth corridors and other areas of
greatest need, to be determined in consultation with The Police Association.
We are also making a major investment in police equipment and technology to put Victoria Police at the forefront
of providing smarter more responsive policing. For the first time, police will have mobile technology, including
mobile tablets, enabling police to access and exchange up to date information while in the field. Combined with
new body worn cameras, this investment will significantly enhance Victoria Police’s frontline operations.
The community safety package will ensure police officers stationed in regional areas have secure and modern
facilities.

Centre Road, Bentleigh, level crossing
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Ms Crozier

Raised on:

3 May 2016

REPLY:
The previous Liberal Government did not remove a single level crossing on the Frankston line. The Andrews
Labor Government is removing 11 level crossings on the Frankston line.
Work is progressing quickly with removals at Centre Road, Bentleigh Road and North Road all fast tracked and
due for removal by August this year.
The Level Crossing Removal Project has put in place a number of specific initiatives to support local traders which
are detailed at the “Open for Business” website http://northmckinnoncentre.com.au/
Further detailed information on all aspects of this exciting project, including car parking, can be found at
www.levelcrossings.vic.gov.au.
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Prostitution exit programs
Raised with:

Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence

Raised by:

Dr Carling-Jenkins

Raised on:

4 May 2016

REPLY:
The Royal Commission into Family Violence heard evidence on the impact of family violence on sex workers’
health and wellbeing. In particular, the Commission paid specific attention to the challenges that sex workers face
in reporting family violence to police and specialist services. The Commission recommended that Victoria Police
amend its Police Code of Practice for the Investigation of Family Violence to describe the difficulties that women
in the sex industry face in reporting this harm to police.
The Commission also heard evidence that for some sex workers, it was their experience of family violence that led
them to enter the sex industry. These women can be particularly vulnerable to further harm.
Throughout Victoria there are a range of services and organisations that cater for the diverse needs of individuals
within the sex industry, including those people who do not want to leave. For women who do wish to leave the sex
industry, they often face a range of challenges including finding alternative employment. That’s why the 2016-17
State Budget allocates $1.7 million over four years to the Inner South Community Health Service in St Kilda to
support their Pathways to Exit program This initiative provides case management and pathways to education,
training and job placement opportunities for individuals wishing to leave the sex industry.
The Victorian Labor Government also provided $60 000 in 2015-16 to Project Respect. Since it was established in
1998, Project Respect has worked with women to support them in leaving the sex industry as well as those who
have been trafficked for sexual exploitation. This funding will enable Project Respect to redesign its funding and
service delivery model, so that it can continue to support women wishing to leave the sex industry.

Gum Scrub Creek primary school
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Mr Mulino

Raised on:

5 May 2016

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
Investment in education and school infrastructure is a priority for the Victorian Government. This has been
demonstrated through the Government’s 2016-17 State Budget allocation of $1.1 billion to build, upgrade and
maintain school infrastructure across the state, ensuring that every community has access to a great local school,
and every child gets the chance to succeed. The Victorian School Building Authority will be established to deliver
this construction boom that will not just benefit students, but also create jobs for construction workers and local
tradespeople.
I was delighted to confirm funding of $13 million to build the proposed Gum Scrub Creek Primary School in
Officer. This funding will allow for construction of Stage 1 works at the school. I have asked the Department of
Education and Training to work closely with the local community in delivery of the project, and I very much look
forward to hearing about the progress of these works as they get underway, and of course visiting the community
there.
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Body safety education
Raised with:

Minister for Training and Skills

Raised by:

Ms Patten

Raised on:

5 May 2016

REPLY:
This matter falls within the portfolio responsibilities of the Minister for Education. I am informed as follows:
Body safety education and teaching that focuses on ‘protective behaviours’ enables children to recognise and
respond to situations in which their personal space and sense of safety might be compromised. Effective respectful
relationships education in schools should include a focus on protective behaviours and provide developmentally
appropriate information and skills building.
As well as what we know about how the curriculum should be delivered by classroom teachers and lessons
embedded throughout the year, we also know that for respectful relationships education to be delivered
successfully, applying a whole school approach, we need to build the capacity and professional judgement of
teachers to deliver this education. In some cases, schools may wish to consider using external providers, or invite
experts in to support delivery, but this should only be to complement core curriculum being taught by teachers. It is
for this reason that the establishment of specialist accreditation for body safety educators and extra funds to
increase the number of external providers with this specialism is not deemed necessary or appropriate in this
context.

St Georges Road median strip
Raised with:

Minister for Water

Raised by:

Mr Barber

Raised on:

5 May 2016

REPLY:
Melbourne Water (MW) acknowledges that the pathway along St Georges Road is one of the busiest and most
significant cycle routes in Melbourne. The challenge therefore is to consider the existing uses of St Georges Road,
community amenity, safety, and the requirement to ensure a safe, secure water supply for our city.
MW has been actively engaging with State and local government and multiple community stakeholders, including
Bicycle Network Victoria, Darebin Bicycle User Group and Protect St Georges Road Landscape Group to develop
a reinstatement master plan. This has focused on balancing diverse requirements and helping ensure St Georges
Road is a safe, active and visually appealing transport corridor for all users.
MW has already held a series of interviews and workshops with all concerned stakeholders to assist with this
project and continues to consult to further develop details such as arrangements for a temporary bike path and
revegetation selection.
More information and ongoing updates can be found on the MW website:
http://www.melbournewater.com.au/whatwedo/proiectsaroundmelbourne/Pages/Preston-Reservoir-to-Merri-Creek
-Water-Main-Renewal-Project.aspx.
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Council of Single Mothers and their Children
Raised with:

Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence

Raised by:

Ms Springle

Raised on:

5 May 2016

REPLY:
I commend the Council of Single Mothers and their Children for the valuable work they do to support mothers and
their families.
In its submission to the Royal Commission into Family Violence, the Council of Single Mothers and their Children
outlined how children are often used as a means to monitor and control women’s behaviour by their abusive
partners. My cabinet colleagues and I are deeply concerned with the reality of perpetrators using shared parental
responsibilities as a means to further traumatise their victims.
The Royal Commission into Family Violence made a series of recommendations in relation to reforming the justice
system to better protect victims and hold perpetrators to account for their actions. The Royal Commission has
tasked the Victorian Labor Government to amend the Family Violence Protection Act 2008 (Vic) to establish a
rebuttable presumption that, if an applicant for a family violence intervention order has a child who has
experienced family violence, that child should be included in the applicant’s family violence intervention order or
protected by their own order.
However, if we are going to achieve the generational reform we pursue, our responses must go beyond the justice
system that is all too often described as a re-traumatising experience for victims. That’s why our 2016-17 State
Budget provides a $104 million boost to specialist family violence services. We have also invested $122 million to
help ensure children impacted by this harm receive more support, so they are no longer silent victims.
My office will be in contact shortly to arrange a meeting with the Council of Single Mothers and their Children to
learn more about their advocacy.

Athletics funding
Raised with:

Minister for Sport

Raised by:

Mr Leane

Raised on:

5 May 2016

REPLY:
I refer to the Adjournment Debate you have raised in the Legislative Council on 5 May 2016 regarding support for
athletics facilities across Victoria.
Providing high quality sport and recreation facilities is a key aim of the Victorian Government, and is integral to the
health and well-being of all Victorians.
In 2015 I launched the Government’s $100 million Community Sports Infrastructure Fund that will facilitate the
upgrade and development of community sports facilities over four years. I have recently approved over
$1.7 million towards 13 projects that benefit athletics through the 2016-2017 Community Sports Infrastructure
Fund.
The 2017-18 funding round is currently open and the guidelines for this program can be found at
www.sportvic.gov.au/grants-and-programs. I would note however that only local government authorities are
eligible to apply for funding. Any athletics clubs wishing to apply for funding should speak directly with their local
government authority.
Thank you for raising this matter with me. I trust this information has been of assistance to you.
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Post-correctional housing
Raised with:

Minister for Corrections

Raised by:

Ms Patten

Raised on:

24 May 2016

REPLY:
In my first two weeks as the Minister for Corrections I too have seen first-hand the hard work and dedication of
staff at prisons including the Metropolitan Remand Centre and the Dame Phyllis Frost Centre.
In January 2015, Corrections Victoria implemented a new approach to providing prisoners with transitional support
for their successful reintegration into the community upon release. Assessment and planning for a prisoner’s
transition back into the community commences upon entry into prison, and transitional activities continue
throughout a prisoner’s sentence.
Prisoners participate in Offending Behaviour Programs, education, training and prison-based employment, which
help develop their skills and employability. Exiting prisoners receive relevant pre-release services that focus on
practical information and strategies to support reintegration into the community, which include referrals to
Centrelink, Drug and Alcohol services, financial support services and Legal Aid. Those prisoners with the greatest
transitional need receive targeted, intensive pre-release assistance and individualised support post-release. As part
of a prisoner’s transition needs assessment, where a post-release housing need is identified, appropriate referrals are
made.
Since 2009, Corrections Victoria has administered two housing programs for exiting prisoners, in
acknowledgement of the importance of stable, supported accommodation in the successful transition from prison to
the community. These programs are the:
– Corrections Victoria Housing Program (CVHP)
– Corrections Housing Pathway Initiative (CHPI)
The CVHP provides additional accommodation options for exiting prisoners who have a history of homelessness or
are at risk of being homeless upon release through the provision of 47 dedicated properties to exiting prisoners.
The CHPI is a joint Department of Justice and Regulation and Department of Health and Human Services
initiative, established in 2002, which aims to reduce homelessness among people exiting prison by directly
connecting prisoners with specialist housing services and support prior to release.
The CHPI provides specialist outreach workers in prison locations that assist prisoners find accommodation prior to
exiting. The CHPI also provides access to 40 transitional housing properties managed by the Department of Health
and Human Services.
Corrections Victoria continues to work with the Department of Health and Human Services to assist exiting
prisoners with housing.
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VicRoads relocation
Raised with:

Treasurer

Raised by:

Mr Morris

Raised on:

25 May 2016

REPLY:
The matter you have raised falls within the portfolio responsibilities of the Hon Luke Donnellan MP as the Minister
for Roads.
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WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Wednesday, 8 June 2016
East Gippsland planning scheme amendment
Raised with:

Minister for Planning

Raised by:

Mr Davis

Raised on:

9 February 2016

REPLY:
I refer to the Adjournment debate matter you raised on 9 February 2015 in respect of East Gippsland Planning
Scheme Amendment C115 (the amendment).
You have requested that I ask my department to meet with representatives of the East Gippsland Shire Council to
discuss my decision to refuse the amendment and for me to subsequently reconsider my decision. I am pleased to
confirm that I met with representatives of the East Gippsland Shire Council on 23 March 2016 to discuss my
decision.
It should be noted that my decision resulted in no change to the existing planning provisions for the affected areas
on the Gippsland Lakes.
My decision was fully informed by the information available at the time and made on the basis of ensuring that the
risk to communities is not increased through an inability to provide emergency service access to new dwellings and
residents in remote locations around the Gippsland Lakes.
My department was involved in discussions with East Gippsland Shire Council (council) officers throughout the
amendment process and had indicated to them that there was significant concerns with what was being proposed.
Despite this, the council determined to proceed and the former Minister for Planning authorised preparation of the
amendment.
I understand that council is intending to undertake further investigations into how development could be allowed in
these locations and my department had indicated to them that any such efforts should first involve an assessment of
risk (eg. bushfire, flooding and climate change) and environmental impact.
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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, 7 June 2016
Premier
4898.

MR BARBER — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Premier): Since the commencement of
this government, by month, how much public funds have been expended on advertising, promotions
and post boosts associated with the Premier’s Facebook page
https://www.facebook.com/DanielAndrewsMP.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
We are reducing expenditure by moving to more effective, efficient and targeted advertising such as digital.
We’ve spent an average of $15 million less on advertising each year than the previous government.
The most recent Government Advertising Report showed the Government is beginning to achieve reduction in
expenditure with 2014-15 expenditure down to $94.9m from a previous average of more than 100m —
http.//www.dpc.vic.gov.au/index.php/communication/victorian-government-annual-advertising-expenditure
The amount spent on digital advertising was made publicly available and reported on in an article on March 31,
2016.

Families and children
4943.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In her answers to Questions on
Notice 1337 through 1345, the Minister confirmed that information relating to whether children in
out-of-home care are separated from, or are placed together with, their siblings is contained in
individual client records:
(1)
(2)

Why does the Department of Health and Human Services not collect aggregate data about whether
children are placed with or apart from their siblings; and
Does the Department have any plans to collect this data in the future.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Health and Human Services maintains this information on individual electronic client records.
Aggregated numerical data does not provide detailed information as to the reasons why children are placed with, or
apart from, their siblings. The Department is currently developing processes to enable regular reporting of data
recorded about sibling groups.
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Families and children
4949.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many foster carers have been
recruited since the Minister launched the government’s Foster Carer Recruitment and Retention
strategy.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to making a difference to the lives of all children. Since coming to
government, we have been working to better support everyday people, from all walks of life, who offer their hearts
and their homes to children and young people in need.
Finding suitable foster carers for children and young people is an ongoing challenge; a challenge that under the
previous Government was ignored.
Despite losing more foster carers from the system than were entering, the former Coalition government had no
strategy nor a coordinated approach to attracting, recruiting and retaining carers. This function was undertaken by
each individual foster care agency in Victoria.
This is why I announced a $1.5m recruitment strategy in the first 100 days of our government coming into office.
Last year, I held a number of roundtables with foster carers across the State and listened to them directly about both
the challenges of being a foster carer but also the rewards of being a foster carer.
This is why our first budget provided $31.3 million over four years for an increase in carer payments-the first
increase in a decade. This has benefited our foster carers, kinships carers as well as our permanent carers.
We also provided $3.2 million towards a foster care recruitment and retention strategy, including through a public
campaign and support program. This has enabled 26 foster care agencies in Victoria to come together for the very
first time under one centralised approach to the attraction, recruitment and retention of foster carers.
The 2016-17 Budget further invested $16.2 million to provide increased support for carers and children. This
initiative addresses barriers to the recruitment and retention of foster, kinship and permanent carers by providing
additional funding to support the children with the most complex needs.
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to home based care in Victoria and work in this area did not start or
end with the launch of Fostering Connections, it is ongoing work.

Families and children
4950.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many foster carers have left
the system since the Minister launched the government’s Foster Carer Recruitment and Retention
strategy.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to making a difference to the lives of all children. Since coming to
government, we have been working to better support everyday people, from all walks of life, who offer their hearts
and their homes to children and young people in need.
Finding suitable foster carers for children and young people is an ongoing challenge; a challenge that under the
previous Government was ignored.
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Despite losing more foster carers from the system than were entering, the former Coalition government had no
strategy nor a coordinated approach to attracting, recruiting and retaining carers. This function was undertaken by
each individual foster care agency in Victoria.
This is why I announced a $1.5m recruitment strategy in the first 100 days of our government coming into office.
Last year, I held a number of roundtables with foster carers across the State and listened to them directly about both
the challenges of being a foster carer but also the rewards of being a foster carer.
This is why our first budget provided $31.3 million over four years for an increase in carer payments-the first
increase in a decade. This has benefited our foster carers, kinships carers as well as our permanent carers.
We also provided $3.2 million towards a foster care recruitment and retention strategy, including through a public
campaign and support program. This has enabled 26 foster care agencies in Victoria to come together for the very
first time under one centralised approach to the attraction, recruitment and retention of foster carers.
The 2016-17 Budget further invested $16.2 million to provide increased support for carers and children. This
initiative addresses barriers to the recruitment and retention of foster, kinship and permanent carers by providing
additional funding to support the children with the most complex needs.
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to home based care in Victoria and work in this area did not start or
end with the launch of Fostering Connections, it is ongoing work.

Roads and road safety
5022.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety):
In relation to your September 2015 overseas travel to the UK, Sweden and the Netherlands:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

did any Departmental official accompany you and your staff and if so, what was the cost and class
of their airfares paid;
what were the accommodation costs paid by the Department for this Departmental official;
what meetings, events or locations detailed in your travel report did this Departmental official
exclude themselves from during the trip;
what was the breakdown of the additional costs paid by the Department;
were you offered an upgrade on any leg of your flights and did you accept that offer; and
did you claim Frequent Flyer (or any other alternative scheme) points as part of this travel and if
so, how many.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All information pertaining to my Ministerial overseas trip can be found at
http://economicdevelopment.vic.gov.au/our-ministers-and-parliamentary-secretaries/ministerial-travel-reports.

Families and children
5068.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: As at 8 March 2016, how many
‘stand up’ staff carers have been employed for residential care units for night shifts.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Residential care services are delivered by community service organisations and they employ the staff in accordance
with staffing requirements. All records of employment are maintained by community service organisations that
employ the staff.
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Residential care services are delivered under the DHHS Standards and are monitored through the Quality and
Compliance audit process. Since April 2015, they have also been subject to spot audits for the first time.
In the first 100 days of our Government coming into office, I announced $16m to increase staff in standard
residential care units, including stand-up overnight staff and for the first time, $1.5 million for spot audits of
residential care facilities.
The 2016-17 State Budget provides $35.9 million over the next two years to continue and expand funding in
residential care to provide additional over-night staff and safety plans for all residential care units.

Families and children
5069.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: As at 8 March 2016, how many
residential care facilities employ a ‘stand up’ staff member on duty overnight.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Residential care services are delivered by community service organisations and they employ the staff in accordance
with staffing requirements. All records of employment are maintained by community service organisations that
employ the staff.
Residential care services are delivered under the DHHS Standards and are monitored through the Quality and
Compliance audit process. Since April 2015, they have also been subject to spot audits for the first time.
In the first 100 days of our Government coming into office, I announced $16m to increase staff in standard
residential care units, including stand-up overnight staff and for the first time, $1.5 million for spot audits of
residential care facilities.
The 2016-17 State Budget provides $35.9 million over the next two years to continue and expand funding in
residential care to provide additional over-night staff and safety plans for all residential care units.

Families and children
5070.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: As at 8 March 2016, how many
residential care facilities in Victoria do not have at least 2 staff members on duty each night.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Residential care services are delivered by community service organisations and they employ the staff in accordance
with staffing requirements. All records of employment are maintained by community service organisations that
employ the staff.
Residential care services are delivered under the DHHS Standards and are monitored through the Quality and
Compliance audit process. Since April 2015, they have also been subject to spot audits for the first time.
In the first 100 days of our Government coming into office, I announced $16m to increase staff in standard
residential care units, including stand-up overnight staff and for the first time, $1.5 million for spot audits of
residential care facilities.
The 2016-17 State Budget provides $35.9 million over the next two years to transition residential care targets to
complex level of support. This means young people in residential care will receive ‘stand-up’ staffing in units
throughout the night, as well as daytime care.
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Families and children
5071.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: As at 8 March 2016, how much of
the $16 million announced to introduce ‘stand up’ staffing has been expended.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As this funding is to be expended in the 2015-16 financial year, it is not yet exhausted as the financial year is yet to
end.
The 2016-17 Victorian Budget invests $35.9 million over the next two year to transition residential care targets to
complex level of support. This means young people in residential care will receive ‘stand-up’ staffing in units
throughout the night, as well as daytime care.

Families and children
5072.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: As at 8 March 2016, how many
places in the residential care system have moved from the status of “intermediate” to “complex”.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In 2014 there were media reports of children in out of home care, particularly in residential care in Victoria being
sexually abused and exploited.
In March 2014, the Victorian Auditor-General found that “... There has been a fundamental failure to oversee and
ensure the safety of children in residential care.”
Despite the former Minister for Community Services, Mary Wooldridge, admitting in Parliament in 2014 that she
was aware of children being sexually abused and exploited in residential care as far back as 2012, it is
unconscionable that the former Minister did not implement any measures to address the safety of children in
residential care.
In the first 100 days of our Government coming into office, I announced $16m to increase staff in standard
residential care units, including stand-up overnight staff and for the first time, $1.5 million for spot audits of
residential care facilities.
In the 2016-17 State Budget, the Andrews Labor Government has provided $35.9 million to transition residential
care targets to complex level of support. This means young people in residential care will receive ‘stand-up’
staffing in units throughout the night, as well as daytime care.
Ultimately, these investments will improve the care, safety and supervision of young people in residential care.

Families and children
5073.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: As at 8 March 2016, how many
residential facilities had increased the number of day time carers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Residential care services are delivered by community service organisations and they employ the staff in accordance
with staffing requirements. All records of employment are maintained by community service organisations that
employ the staff.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
2938

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 7 June 2016

Residential care services are delivered under the DHHS Standards and are monitored through the Quality and
Compliance audit process. Since April 2015, they have also been subject to spot audits for the first time.
In the first 100 days of our Government coming into office, I announced $16m to increase staff in standard
residential care units, including stand-up overnight staff and for the first time, $1.5 million for spot audits of
residential care facilities.
The 2016-17 State Budget provides $35.9 million over the next two years to transition residential care targets to
complex level of support. This means young people in residential care will receive ‘stand-up’ staffing in units
throughout the night, as well as daytime care.

Families and children
5077.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: What specific training for working
with vulnerable children is available for direct-care staff in residential care facilities managed by the
Department of Health and Human Services.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Residential care workers receive training so they are equipped to deal with complex behavioural issues.
There has been $3 million allocated over two years for the Department of Health & Human Services to enhance the
professional skills and capabilities of all residential care staff.
In addition to this, the Department also provides the Centre for Child & Family Welfare over $600 000 annually for
training of residential care staff under the Residential Care Learning and Development Strategy (RCLDS).
In 2015-16, there are 14 specific courses offered through the RCLDS to support residential care staff working with
vulnerable children. This includes topics such as youth mental health, sexual exploitation, substance abuse, cyber
safety, conflict management and working with Aboriginal children and young people.
Despite the former Coalition Government being aware in 2014 that approximately one third of residential care staff
had no relevant qualifications, they took no action to address this.
In May 2016, I announced $8 million for mandatory vocational training for all Victorian residential care workers.
The training scheme will accelerate the up-skilling of the workforce that provides essential care and support
services to extremely vulnerable children and young people.

Families and children
5082.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: As at 8 March 2016, what is the total
number of residential care units in Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Health and Human Services maintains a database of all properties owned or leased by the
department to deliver a range of services including social housing, disability support and out-of-home residential
care. A manual review of every property on the database would be required to determine which properties were
being used for out-of-home residential care. The most recent such review was undertaken at 31 December 2015 and
on that date there were 219 out of home residential care properties in use.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 7 June 2016

COUNCIL

2939

Families and children
5099.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: What were the ten recommendations
of the Commission Review Committee on child deaths provided to the Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Under practice established by the former Government, child death inquiry reports are confidential reports that are
not released publicly. I am advised that all recommendations of the Commission Review Committee in relation to
child death inquiry reports reviewed in 2014-15 are either completed or underway.

Families and children
5100.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Has the Department of Health and
Human Services implemented all of the recommendations made by the Commission Review
Committee on child deaths.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Under practice established by the former Government, child death inquiry reports are confidential reports that are
not released publicly. I am advised that all recommendations of the Commission Review Committee in relation to
child death inquiry reports reviewed in 2014-15 are either completed or underway.

Families and children
5101.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Which recommendations of the
Commission Review Committee on child deaths has the Department of Health and Human Services not
implemented.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Under practice established by the former Government, child death inquiry reports are confidential reports that are
not released publicly. I am advised that all recommendations of the Commission Review Committee in relation to
child death inquiry reports reviewed in 2014-15 are either completed or underway.

Families and children
5102.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Has the Department of Health and
Human Services amended its practice advice in relation to high risk infants as recommended by the
Commission Review Committee on child deaths.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The high risk practice advice was amended to incorporate the Commission’s Review Committee recommendations,
as noted in the Commission for Children and Young People 2014-15 Annual Report.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
2940

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 7 June 2016

Families and children
5104.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many staff-to-child sexual
abuse Category one incidents were reported in 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Incident reporting data is a snapshot in time of allegations made by clients of the Department of Health and Human
Services. They are recorded and remain as incidents regardless of whether further information becomes available to
substantiate or disprove an event. Incident reports include disclosures of historic abuse and assault that were alleged
to have occurred before a client entered state care.
Category One incidents are the most serious incidents and include incidents such as death of clients, allegations of
physical or sexual assault and serious client behavioural issues that impact on client or staff safety.
Where there is an allegation, it is met with a strong response that includes medical, attention (should this be
required), a report to police if it involves an allegation of physical or sexual abuse or a client is a victim of a crime,
and counselling and support being offered to all parties.
Data relating to Category One incidents for Child Protection and Family Services is available on the Department of
Health and Human Services website.

Families and children
5106.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Category one client
incident reports from residential care facilities in 2015, how many were due to —
(a)
(b)
(c)

medication error;
rape; and
poor quality of care.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Incident reporting data is a snapshot in time of allegations made by clients of the Department of Health and Human
Services. They are recorded and remain as incidents regardless of whether further information becomes available to
substantiate or disprove an event. Incident reports include disclosures of historic abuse and assault that were alleged
to have occurred before a client entered state care.
Category One incidents are the most serious incidents and include incidents such as death of clients, allegations of
physical or sexual assault and serious client behavioural issues that impact on client or staff safety.
Where there is an allegation, it is met with a strong response that includes medical attention (should this be
required), a report to police if it involves an allegation of physical or sexual abuse or a client is a victim of a crime,
and counselling and support being offered to all parties.
Data relating to Category One incidents for Child Protection and Family Services is available on the Department of
Health and Human Services website.

Families and children
5107.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to child protection
workers and practitioners —
(1)

how many new child protection workers were recruited between June 2015–8 March 2016;
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how many child protection workers resigned or left the employ of child protection in 2015; and
how many child protection practitioner positions were vacant as at 8 March 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The 2015-16 State Budget resources an additional 148.8 FTE workers in child protection-the largest ever single
increase to the number of child protection positions.
These significant improvements will give the Department of Health and Human Services a greater capacity to
respond to the increasing number of children being reported to child protection, to investigate reports where
required and to provide longer term intervention and support where necessary.
The 2016-17 State Budget provides a further $5.76 million to recruit more child protection workers plus a Child
Protection Specialist Intervention Unit.
Further information regarding our recruitment campaign can be found at
http://www.premier.vic.gov.au/more-child-protection-workers-to-keep-kids-safe/

Families and children
5125.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: As at 8 March 2016, how much of
the $12.8 million allocated for Health and Education Assessments was expended.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Only $6.4 million of the original $12.8 million allocated between 2011-12 to 2014-15 was expended on the Health
and Education Assessment Initiative (HEAI). Over $4 million of the remaining HEAI budget was reprioritised by
the previous Coalition Government.
In stark contrast, the Andrews Labor Government is committed to improving the health and education outcomes for
children and young people in out of home care in Victoria.
We have established new LOOKOUT Education Support Centres to help ensure vulnerable children and young
people in out of home care stay remain engaged in education.
As part of the initiative, the Government will provide $13.2 million over four years and $4.8 million ongoing from
2019-20 to establish the centres to help about 6000 vulnerable children and young people overcome the challenges
they face in education and training.
The new LOOKOUT centres will work with schools and carers to advocate for, and protect, the rights and interests
of school-aged children and young people in Victoria who are in out-of-home care.
The HEAI continues to receive $2.8 million in ongoing recurrent funding.
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Families and children
5136.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: When will the review of the Critical
Incident reporting system be completed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Under the previous Government, the Department commenced work to change the way it manages client incidents.
The new system will focus on the most serious incidents and will strengthen processes, systems and workforce
capability to prevent and effectively manage client incidents.
The completion of the review and subsequent development and implementation of the new client incident
management system will occur throughout 2016.

Attorney-General
5148.

MS PENNICUIK — to ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Attorney-General): In relation
to the recent report by the Australian Bureau of statistics that highlights that Aboriginal people are
locked up at 11 times the rate of the non-Aboriginal population —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

(5)

(6)

what justice reinvestment initiatives is the Government putting in place to address the rise of
indigenous people in prison;
what metropolitan and regional diversionary programs is the Government putting in place which
are culturally appropriate for Aboriginal people;
does the Attorney-General recognise the value of 24 hour custody notification services and if so,
does the Attorney-General agree they should be adequately funded;
does the Attorney-General recognise the value of Aboriginal field officers to establish equity and
access points to courts and if so, does the Attorney-General agree they should be adequately
funded;
will the Government consider introducing “Gladue reports” to ensure that any sentence imposed
on an Aboriginal offender takes into consideration his or her particular circumstances as well as all
available sanctions other than imprisonment that are reasonable in the circumstances;
(a) will the Government provide additional resources to Koori Courts and further roll them out;
and
will the Government provide additional resources to the Victorian Aboriginal Legal Service to
ensure that they are able to fully service all Koori Courts.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian Aboriginal Justice Agreement (AJA) is a partnership between the Victorian Government and the
Koori Community. This partnership includes the Aboriginal Justice Forum (AJF), the Regional Aboriginal Justice
Advisory Committee network, and the Local Aboriginal Justice Action Committee network. The AJA commenced
operation in 2000, and is now in its third phase (AJA3). Victoria was the first jurisdiction to introduce a Closing
The Gap justice target in 2013, committing to close the gap in the rate of Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal people
(youth and adult) under justice supervision by 2031.
A priority initiative of the Aboriginal Justice Forum is the Koori Women’s Diversion Project (KWDP). The
KWDP aims to reduce Koori women’s contact with the criminal justice system, by developing community-based
alternatives and diversionary options for Koori women. The Mildura Koori Women’s Diversion Pilot Project
commenced in October 2015.
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For Koori men on community based orders, who would otherwise be at risk of imprisonment, there is a culturally
appropriate residential facility, Wulgunggo Ngalu Learning Place based in Gippsland.
In regard to custody notification services, Victoria Police is required to notify the Victorian Aboriginal Legal
Service (VALS) within one hour when a person of Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander descent is taken into
custody. Funding of $1 246 909 over three years (July 2014 to June 2017) has been provided to support Aboriginal
Community Justice Panels (ACJP) to provide after hours community support to Aboriginal people taken into
custody.
There are several roles in Victoria which ensure equity and access points to courts for Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander people, including Client Service Officers, Local Justice Workers, Koori Offender Support and Mentoring
Program Workers, Koori Court Officers, Koori Community Engagement Officers, and Koori Liaison Officers.
Victoria currently has several safeguards to ensure fairness in indigenous sentencing. Koori Courts involve
community elders in the sentencing process. The Bail Act 1977 directs decision makers to have regard to any issues
that arise in relation to a person’s Aboriginality, including their cultural background and ties to extended family or
place, pre sentencing reports. This is in addition to specific requirements under the Sentencing Act 1991, which
direct judicial officers to consider a CCO with restrictive conditions before they conclude that a sentence of
imprisonment is the only appropriate sentence.
There are currently 11 adult Koori Magistrates’ Courts in Victoria and 12 Children’s Koori Courts in Victoria.
On 31 March 2016 I launched the Geelong Koori Court, which will serve the Barwon South-West region. Options
to expand the current Koori Court program to additional venues across the State will continue to be explored.
Options to expand the current Koori Court program to additional venues across the State will continue to be
explored.
In 2015, I approved an increase in funding to VALS of $75 000 per annum, in addition to existing funding of
$225 000 per annum (totalling $900 000 over three years-2015-16 to 2017-18) to support the Koori Court
Initiative.
In 2015-16, the Victorian Government provided additional one-off funding to VALS through the Community
Legal Centre Assistance Fund and Family Violence Duty Lawyer Fund.

Attorney-General
5149.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Attorney-General): Circle
sentencing has proven to be successful in reducing recidivism amongst aboriginal people. However,
concerns have been raised that a non-guilty accused may plead guilty in order to have access to the
Murri Court process. Given both the success of circle sentencing and the concerns raised to justify
making it more widely available —
(1)
(2)

will the Government extend the availability of circle sentencing in the criminal justice system; and
is the Government considering allowing an aboriginal accused to have access to circle sentencing
if he or she is pleading not guilty.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Murri Court is a Queensland Magistrates’ Court that deals with the sentencing of Aboriginal offenders in
Queensland. Circle sentencing is an alternative sentencing court for adult Aboriginal offenders in New South
Wales.
In Victoria, the Koori Court was established in 2002. The Koori Court aims to reduce offending behaviour and
reduce the number of Koori people being sentenced to a period of detention. The Koori Court operates in the
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Children’s, Magistrates’ and County Court jurisdictions for defendants who plead guilty and have shown an
intention to take responsibility for their actions.
The Koori Court process is often referred to as a sentencing conversation. The judicial officer sits across the table
from the accused or young person, and has an Elder or Respected Person on either side of them.
On 31 March 2016 I launched the Geelong Koori Court, which will serve the Bannon South-West region. Options
to expand the current Koori Court program to additional venues across the State will continue to be explored.

Families and children
5254.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many WorkCover claims were
there in the Secure Services division of the Department of Health and Human Services during 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The 2014-15 Department of Health and Human Services Annual Report details occupational health and safety
measurements and reported a decrease in the overall number and rate of WorkCover claims.
Significant improvement has been realised in the number of WorkCover claims in Secure Services over recent
years, with record lows for contemporary times.
Claim rates per 100 FTE for the month of July 2013 were in excess of 20. Since then, there has been a decrease in.
rates, including a rate of 9.03 per 100 FTE in March 2016.

Families and children
5256.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many youth justice employees
from the Secure Services division of the Department of Health and Human Services were on stress or
extended leave as at 22 March 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Youth justice workers help young people in youth justice to address their underlying problems, understand the
impact of their offending and learn to be accountable for their actions.
Staff undergo training to work in a youth justice environment, including managing difficult situations and
behaviours.
Any injury sustained by staff is treated seriously and adequate support is provided.
Youth justice workers have access to a range of leave provisions to help them balance their work and personal
commitments. This includes annual leave, personal/carers leave, long-service leave, paid parental leave and a range
of other special leave options.
For employees who are on sick leave or off work as a result of a work related injury, including stress, the
department maintains contact with the employee to ensure they can return to work when they are fit to do so.
There is always someone responsible for ensuring the needs of vulnerable children and young people in the system
are met.
The Andrews Labor Government has increased the oversight powers of the Commissioner for Children and Young
People to ensure they receive reports of serious incidents involving a child or young person in a youth justice
facility.
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The previous Coalition Government only published Category One incident data annually on the Department of
Human Services website.
I have instructed the Department of Health and Human Services to publish quarterly data on Category One incident
reports in youth justice services on the Department of Health and Human Services website as well as other data
relating to youth justice services.

Families and children
5272.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: What was the percentage of children
identifying as Pacific Island or Maori in residential care for the calendar year 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Not all children and young people disclose their cultural background on coming into out of home care.

Roads and road safety
5279.

MS DUNN — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety): In
relation to the safety of users of the Moonee Ponds Creek Trail (MPCT), which has been impacted by
the CityLink-Tulla Widening Project creating a dangerous blind corner near the entrance to Strathmore
Secondary College —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

what was the process which allowed for changes resulting in the creation of a corner on the
MPCT;
was the safety of school children, pedestrians, cyclists and workers (of the CityLink-Tulla
Widening) taken into account, if so, in what way;
how long do you anticipate the changes to the MPCT, which create a blind corner, to be in place;
and
will you install convex mirrors to mitigate the dangers faced by all users of the MPCT.

ANSWER:
(1)

Any changes to shared paths go through a consultation and/or approval process that includes Bicycle
Network Victoria, the relevant council and relevant bicycle user groups.

(2)

The approved design was developed in accordance with the Austroads Guide to Road Design (Part 6A:
Pedestrian-Cycles and Paths). Temporary fencing will be installed to separate the works from the public.
While plant/machines are brought into and out of the work zone, a spotter will be in place to manage the
public and the plant/machine interface. While the plant/machines are behind the fence during works, a spotter
will not be required.

(3)

VicRoads expects detours to be in place until December 2016. Cyclists and pedestrians are encouraged to
visit the project website for further information on detours:
<citylinktullawidening.yic.gov.au/cyclists-and-pedestrians>.

(4)

VicRoads has installed a pavement marking and a mirror has been placed in the area for students, pedestrians
and cyclists using the path behind the Strathmore Secondary College.
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Police
5284.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In the
2014-2015 period, how many premises were raided in the Northern Metro region on suspicion of selling
drug-related paraphernalia.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Searches of properties must only be conducted in accordance with the Victoria Police operational policy. Victoria
Police advises that no searches of properties were undertaken on suspicion of selling drug-related paraphernalia
during the relevant period.
Information about raids where drug-related paraphernalia was found, may be held in individual files captured in
briefs of evidence for police investigations. However, access to this information would require an unreasonable
diversion of Victoria Police resources in providing a response.

Police
5285.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In the
2014-2015 period, how many premises were raided in the South-Eastern Victoria region on suspicion of
selling drug-related.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Searches of properties must only be conducted in accordance with the Victoria Police operational policy. Victoria
Police advises that no searches of properties were undertaken on suspicion of selling drug-related paraphernalia
during the relevant period.
Information about raids where drug-related paraphernalia was found, may be held in individual files captured in
briefs of evidence for police investigations. However, access to this information would require an unreasonable
diversion of Victoria Police resources in providing a response.

Police
5286.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In the
2014-2015 period, how many premises were raided in the Southern Metro region on suspicion of selling
drug-related paraphernalia.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Searches of properties must only be conducted in accordance with the Victoria Police operational policy. Victoria
Police advises that no searches of properties were undertaken on suspicion of selling drug-related paraphernalia
during the relevant period.
Information about raids where drug-related paraphernalia was found, may be held in individual files captured in
briefs of evidence for police investigations. However, access to this information would require an unreasonable
diversion of Victoria Police resources in providing a response.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 7 June 2016

COUNCIL

2947

Police
5287.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In the
2014-2015 period, how many premises were raided in the Eastern Metro region on suspicion of selling
drug-related paraphernalia.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Searches of properties must only be conducted in accordance with the Victoria Police operational policy. Victoria
Police advises that no searches of properties were undertaken on suspicion of selling drug-related paraphernalia
during the relevant period.
Information about raids where drug-related paraphernalia was found, may be held in individual files captured in
briefs of evidence for police investigations. However, access to this information would require an unreasonable
diversion of Victoria Police resources in providing a response.

Police
5288.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In the
2014-2015 period, how many premises were raided in the Western Metro region on suspicion of selling
drug-related paraphernalia.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Searches of properties must only be conducted in accordance with the Victoria Police operational policy. Victoria
Police advises that no searches of properties were undertaken on suspicion of selling drug-related paraphernalia
during the relevant period.
Information about raids where drug-related paraphernalia was found, may be held in individual files captured in
briefs of evidence for police investigations. However, access to this information would require an unreasonable
diversion of Victoria Police resources in providing a response.

Police
5289.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In the
2014-2015 period, how many premises were raided in the Eastern Victoria region on suspicion of
selling drug-related paraphernalia.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Searches of properties must only be conducted in accordance with the Victoria Police operational policy. Victoria
Police advises that no searches of properties were undertaken on suspicion of selling drug-related paraphernalia
during the relevant period.
Information about raids where drug-related paraphernalia was found, may be held in individual files captured in
briefs of evidence for police investigations. However, access to this information would require an unreasonable
diversion of Victoria Police resources in providing a response.
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Police
5290.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In the
2014-2015 period, how many premises were raided in the Northern Victoria region on suspicion of
selling drug-related paraphernalia.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Searches of properties must only be conducted in accordance with the Victoria Police operational policy. Victoria
Police advises that no searches of properties were undertaken on suspicion of selling drug-related paraphernalia
during the relevant period.
Information about raids where drug-related paraphernalia was found, may be held in individual files captured in
briefs of evidence for police investigations. However, access to this information would require an unreasonable
diversion of Victoria Police resources in providing a response.

Police
5291.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In the
2014-2015 period, how many premises were raided in the Western Victoria region on suspicion of
selling drug-related paraphernalia.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Searches of properties must only be conducted in accordance with the Victoria Police operational policy. Victoria
Police advises that no searches of properties were undertaken on suspicion of selling drug-related paraphernalia
during the relevant period.
Information about raids where drug-related paraphernalia was found, may be held in individual files captured in
briefs of evidence for police investigations. However, access to this information would require an unreasonable
diversion of Victoria Police resources in providing a response.

Police
5292.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In relation to
raids on suspicion of selling drug-related paraphernalia in the 2014-15 period —
(a)
(b)

how many charges were laid for the offence of displaying under section 80U of the Drugs,
Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981;
how many of those charges resulted in convictions.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer to my response provided to Questions 5284 to 5291.
Searches of properties must only be conducted in accordance with the Victoria Police operational policy. Victoria
Police advises that no searches of properties were undertaken on suspicion of selling drug-related paraphernalia
during the relevant period.
As such, a response cannot be provided in relation to questions (a) or (b) above.
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Police
5293.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In relation to
raids on suspicion of selling drug-related paraphernalia in the 2014-15 period —
(a)
(b)

how many charges were laid for the offence of selling under section 80V of the Drugs, Poisons
and Controlled Substances Act 1981;
how many of those charges resulted in convictions.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer to my response provided to Questions 5284 to 5291.
Searches of properties must only be conducted in accordance with the Victoria Police operational policy. Victoria
Police advises that no searches of properties were undertaken on suspicion of selling drug-related paraphernalia
during the relevant period.
As such, a response cannot be provided in relation to questions (a) or (b) above.

Police
5294.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In relation to
raids on suspicion of selling drug-related paraphernalia in the 2014-15 period —
(a)
(b)

how many charges were laid for the offence of supplying under section 80W of the Drugs,
Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981;
how many of those charges resulted in convictions.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer to my response provided to Questions 5284 to 5291.
Searches of properties must only be conducted in accordance with the Victoria Police operational policy. Victoria
Police advises that no searches of properties were undertaken on suspicion of selling drug-related paraphernalia
during the relevant period.
As such, a response cannot be provided in relation to questions (a) or (b) above.

Local government
5335.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister
for Local Government):
(a)
(b)

what was the Minister’s ‘Ministerial Office’ air travel expenditure from the beginning of calendar
year 1 January 2015 to 29 February 2016; and
what is the breakdown of that expenditure, including but not limited to, flight locations, individual
cost and type of class (i.e. first, premium economy or economy) of travel undertaken.

ANSWER:
Flights required to perform ministerial responsibilities are factored into the budget allocated to Departments.
Department expenditure is published in their Annual Report. Guidelines for the use of flights are outlined in the
Victorian Public Sector Travel Principles, which is available online.
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Police
5427.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In relation
to children in residential care:
(1)
(2)

Since 1 January 2015 can you provide the total number of children in residential care who
committed crimes that was reported to Victoria Police.
Can you confirm that Victoria Police also provide this data to the Department of Health and
Human Services.

ANSWER:
I am informed:
(1)

It is not possible to identify the offences recorded by Victoria Police that relate to the number of children in
residential care, as the location type specific to residential care is not recorded by Victoria Police.
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CARLING-JENKINS, Dr (Western Metropolitan)
Adjournment
End-of-life choices, 2889
Organ harvesting, 2811
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Coal seam gas, 2894
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2894
Dairy industry, 2894
End-of-life choices, 2894
Larmenier school, 2894
Local government reform, 2894
Palliative care, 2895
Registered training organisations, 2894
Technical schools, 2894
Youth employment, 2894
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Bills
Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill 2016 and Budget Papers 2016–17,
2713
Justice Legislation (Evidence and Other Acts) Amendment Bill
2016, 2883, 2884
Road Management Amendment (Bus Stop Delivery Powers) Bill
2016, 2881, 2882
Rural Assistance Schemes Bill 2016, 2886, 2887
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Amendment (Public
Safety) Bill 2016, 2807
Points of order, 2672, 2678, 2686
Questions without notice
Code Club Australia, 2764
CommunicAsia, 2674, 2675
Emergency services funding, 2676, 2677
Gambling advertising, 2676
Leader of the Government, 2676
United States trade mission, 2845
Standing Committee on the Environment and Planning
Rate capping policy, 2739
Written responses to questions without notice
Code Club Australia, 2905
CommunicAsia, 2901
Emergency services funding, 2902
Gambling advertising, 2901
International trade, 2898
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade, 2898

Points of order, 2678, 2683, 2775
Standing Committee on the Environment and Planning
Rate capping policy, 2682
Statements on reports and papers
Department of Treasury and Finance: budget papers 2016–17,
2804
DUNN, Ms (Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Rail high-capacity signalling, 2730
Bills
Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill 2016 and Budget Papers 2016–17,
2717
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Amendment (Public
Safety) Bill 2016, 2856, 2863, 2864, 2865, 2866
Constituency questions
Eastern Metropolitan Region, 2848
Members statements
Doncaster and Rowville rail lines, 2742
Points of order, 2864
Questions without notice
Leadbeater’s possum, 2762
VicForests, 2762
Rulings, 2694, 2756
EIDEH, Mr (Western Metropolitan)

DALLA-RIVA, Mr (Eastern Metropolitan)
Bills
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Amendment (Public
Safety) Bill 2016, 2861
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
Alert Digest No. 8, 2682

Adjournment
Western Metropolitan Region soccer, 2814
Youth employment, 2891
Bills
Witness Protection Amendment Bill 2016, 2874
Constituency questions

DAVIS, Mr (Southern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Level Crossing Removal Authority, 2813
Local government reform, 2892
Publication funding guidelines, 2731
Bills
State Taxation and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2016, 2853

Western Metropolitan Region, 2766
Members statements
Joan’s Garden, 2742
Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre, 2686
Rulings, 2752, 2753
Statements on reports and papers
Ombudsman: public transport fare evasion enforcement, 2801

Constituency questions
Southern Metropolitan Region, 2679
Members statements
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2741
Petitions
Elevated rail proposal, 2737, 2819

ELASMAR, Mr (Northern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Centre, 2733
Constituency questions
Northern Metropolitan Region, 2767, 2848
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Portability of long service leave entitlements, 2737, 2738
Members statements
Banyule City Council, 2743
Battle of Long Tan commemoration, 2743
Maronite community, 2688
Memorial Day, 2688
Rulings, 2680, 2681, 2683, 2686
Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General: Technical and Further Education Institutes —
2015 Audit Snapshot, 2803
FINN, Mr (Western Metropolitan)

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2757
Members statements
Melbourne Regional Landfill, 2687
Points of order, 2680
Production of documents, 2683
Questions without notice
Western distributor, 2677
Standing Committee on Legal and Social Issues
End-of-life choices, 2829
Statements on reports and papers
Environment, Natural Resources and Regional Development
Committee: Country Fire Authority Fiskville training college,
2800

Adjournment
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2733
Larmenier school, 2892
Sunbury police numbers, 2814
Bills
Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill 2016 and Budget Papers 2016–17,
2715
Constituency questions
Western Metropolitan Region, 2681, 2849
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2791
Members statements
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2687
Points of order, 2681, 2753
Rulings, 2800, 2804
FITZHERBERT, Ms (Southern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Ambulance services, 2816
Palliative care, 2894
Bills
Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill 2016 and Budget Papers 2016–17,
2722
Constituency questions
Southern Metropolitan Region, 2848
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2793
Members statements
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2744
Standing Committee on Legal and Social Issues
End-of-life choices, 2827
HARTLAND, Ms (Western Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Assistance dogs, 2809

HERBERT, Mr (Northern Victoria) (Minister for Training and
Skills, Minister for International Education and Minister for
Corrections)
Adjournment
Ambulance services, 2818
Assistance dogs, 2817
Box Hill transport interchange, 2817
Child protection, 2817
Former Lands Department chemical inquiry, 2817
Glenaladale mineral sands mine, 2817
Greening the Pipeline project, 2817
Level Crossing Removal Authority, 2817
Local government reform, 2818
Northeast Health Wangaratta, 2817
Organ harvesting, 2817
Parkville College, 2817
Poowong Consolidated School, 2817
Regional Network Development Plan, 2817
Sunbury police numbers, 2817
VicRoads relocation, 2817
Western Metropolitan Region soccer, 2817
Whittlesea Community Connections, 2818
Bills
Witness Protection Amendment Bill 2016, 2875
Points of order, 2756
Questions without notice
Deaths in custody, 2673
Prisoner transport, 2763, 2764
Written responses to questions without notice
Deaths in custody, 2900
Dhurringile Prison, 2897
International students, 2897
Long-range acoustic devices, 2896
Prisoner transport, 2905
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LEANE, Mr (Eastern Metropolitan)

Points of order, 2680, 2681, 2753

Adjournment

Questions without notice

Box Hill transport interchange, 2813
Technical schools, 2890
Bills
Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill 2016 and Budget Papers 2016–17,
2703

Health funding, 2844, 2845
Standing Committee on Legal and Social Issues
End-of-life choices, 2826

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2768

MIKAKOS, Ms (Northern Metropolitan) (Minister for Families and
Children and Minister for Youth Affairs)

Members statements

Adjournment

Members of Parliament family members, 2833
Road Trauma Support Services Victoria, 2743
Points of order, 2775
LOVELL, Ms (Northern Victoria)
Adjournment
Dairy industry, 2888
Regional Network Development Plan, 2808
Constituency questions
Northern Victoria Region, 2678, 2768
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2773
Members statements
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2689
Give Me 5 for Kids, 2743
Shepparton showgrounds redevelopment, 2743
Petitions
Christmas carols in schools, 2681
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2681
Points of order, 2752, 2756, 2815
Questions without notice
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2763
MELHEM, Mr (Western Metropolitan)

City Life, 2735
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2735
Country Fire Authority Lara brigade, 2735
Local government reform, 2735
Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Centre, 2735
North Road, Ormond, level crossing, 2735
Pedestrian safety, 2735
Police numbers, 2735
Power-assisted bicycles, 2735
Publication funding guidelines, 2735
Rail high-capacity signalling, 2735
Warrnambool rail services, 2735
Ministers statements
Residential care reform, 2684
Points of order, 2675, 2775
Questions without notice
Child protection, 2844
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2763
Medical treatment consent, 2846
Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre, 2674
Wicked Campers, 2846
Youth justice centres, 2674
Written responses to questions without notice
E-cigarettes, 2899
Youth justice centres, 2900

Adjournment
Greening the Pipeline project, 2812
Local government reform, 2731
Bills
Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill 2016 and Budget Papers 2016–17,
2708
Constituency questions
Western Metropolitan Region, 2679, 2767
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2749
Economic, Education, Jobs and Skills Committee
Portability of long service leave entitlements, 2739
Members statements
Dr Brian Wood, 2834

MORRIS, Mr (Western Victoria)
Adjournment
Power-assisted bicycles, 2730
VicRoads relocation, 2811
Ballarat early years funding, 2797
Bills
Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill 2016 and Budget Papers 2016–17,
2710
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Amendment (Public
Safety) Bill 2016, 2859
Constituency questions
Western Victoria Region, 2679, 2767
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2768
Members statements
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2688
Questions without notice
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2763
Statements on reports and papers
Electoral Matters Committee: conduct of 2014 Victorian state
election, 2803
MULINO, Mr (Eastern Victoria)

Constituency questions
Northern Metropolitan Region, 2767
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2796
Members statements
Country Fire Authority volunteers, 2832
Points of order, 2674, 2675, 2677, 2678, 2694, 2764, 2800, 2847
Production of documents, 2698
Questions without notice
Code Club Australia, 2764
Leader of the Government, 2675, 2676
United States trade mission, 2845

Bills
Appropriation (Parliament 2016–2017) Bill 2016, 2729
State Taxation and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2016, 2842, 2849
Members statements
Pakenham social enterprises, 2687
Standing Committee on Legal and Social Issues
End-of-life choices, 2828
O’DONOHUE, Mr (Eastern Victoria)
Adjournment
Police numbers, 2734
Bills
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Amendment (Public
Safety) Bill 2016, 2857
Witness Protection Amendment Bill 2016, 2866

PATTEN, Ms (Northern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Parkville College, 2812
Bills
Regulation of Ridesharing Bill 2016, 2683
Ridesharing Bill 2016, 2681, 2744, 2745
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Amendment (Public
Safety) Bill 2016, 2859
Constituency questions
Northern Metropolitan Region, 2679
E-petitions, 2779, 2789
Members statements
Human Rights Law Centre, 2688
Points of order, 2766

Business of the house
Standing orders, 2820

Questions without notice
Medicinal cannabis, 2761

Constituency questions
Eastern Victoria Region, 2767
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2746,
2796
Members statements
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2690
Questions without notice
Deaths in custody, 2673
Prisoner transport, 2763, 2764
Standing Committee on Legal and Social Issues
End-of-life choices, 2820

Standing Committee on Legal and Social Issues
End-of-life choices, 2824
PENNICUIK, Ms (Southern Metropolitan)
Bills
Witness Protection Amendment Bill 2016, 2870
E-petitions, 2784
Members statements
Human Rights Law Centre, 2741
Returned and Services League of Australia centenary, 2741
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee

ONDARCHIE, Mr (Northern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2890
Bills
State Taxation and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2016, 2852

Victorian Auditor-General’s Office financial audit, 2831
Questions without notice
Animal welfare, 2846
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PEULICH, Mrs (South Eastern Metropolitan)

Points of order, 2671, 2675, 2678, 2843, 2864, 2865

Adjournment

Production of documents, 2690, 2700

City Life, 2735
Local government reform, 2816, 2893
Bills
Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill 2016 and Budget Papers 2016–17,
2878
Constituency questions
South Eastern Metropolitan Region, 2766
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2792
E-petitions, 2783
Members statements
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2689
Elevated rail proposal, 2834
Ramadan, 2689
Points of order, 2672, 2775
Standing Committee on Legal and Social Issues
End-of-life choices, 2825
Statements on reports and papers
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission: Operation
Ord, 2806
PRESIDENT, The (Hon. B. N. Atkinson)
Acknowledgement of country, 2671

Questions on notice
Answers, 2677
Questions without notice
Animal welfare, 2846
Answers to questions without notice, 2843
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2673,
2763, 2843, 2844
Game Management Authority, 2847
Leadbeater’s possum, 2762
Medicinal cannabis, 2761
Minister for Agriculture, 2764, 2765
Recreational fishing, 2762
VicForests, 2762
Western distributor, 2677
Written responses to questions without notice
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2899,
2904
Game Management Authority, 2906
Leadbeater’s possum, 2904
Medicinal cannabis, 2903
Minister for Agriculture, 2906
Recreational fishing, 2903
VicForests, 2904
Western distributor, 2902

Production of documents, 2701
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
Membership, 2671
Questions without notice
Written responses, 2677, 2765, 2847
Returned and Services League of Australia centenary, 2737

PURCELL, Mr (Western Victoria)
Adjournment
Coal seam gas, 2890
Warrnambool rail services, 2732
Constituency questions
Western Victoria Region, 2848

Rulings, 2672, 2674, 2675, 2678, 2764, 2766, 2815, 2829, 2843,
2845, 2847, 2890

E-petitions, 2788

Rulings by the Chair

Members statements

Member conduct, 2819
Ministerial responsibilities, 2765
Questions on notice, 2766

Jhett and Caleb Perry, 2740
Questions without notice
Emergency services funding, 2676, 2677

Suspension of members
Mr Leane, 2673

RAMSAY, Mr (Western Victoria)
Adjournment

PULFORD, Ms (Western Victoria) (Minister for Agriculture and
Minister for Regional Development)
Bills
Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill 2016 and Budget Papers 2016–17,
2684, 2876
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Amendment (Public
Safety) Bill 2016, 2726, 2862, 2864, 2865, 2866

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2891
Country Fire Authority Lara brigade, 2732
Former Lands Department chemical inquiry, 2814
Constituency questions
Western Victoria Region, 2680, 2768, 2849
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2777
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SYMES, Ms (Northern Victoria)

Members statements

Adjournment

Safe Schools program, 2686
Points of order, 2686, 2804
Statements on reports and papers
Electoral Matters Committee: conduct of 2014 Victorian state
election, 2805

Northeast Health Wangaratta, 2809
Bills
Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill 2016 and Budget Papers 2016–17,
2719
Constituency questions
Northern Victoria Region, 2680

RICH-PHILLIPS, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan)

E-petitions, 2781

Bills

Members statements

Appropriation (Parliament 2016–2017) Bill 2016, 2726
State Taxation and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2016, 2835
Members statements

Benalla mental health services, 2740
Standing Committee on Legal and Social Issues
End-of-life choices, 2823

Monash Freeway, 2833
Questions without notice
CommunicAsia, 2674
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2843
SHING, Ms (Eastern Victoria)

TIERNEY, Ms (Western Victoria) (The Deputy President)
Adjournment
Child protection, 2810
Constituency questions
Western Victoria Region, 2849

Bills
Witness Protection Amendment Bill 2016, 2868
Constituency questions
Eastern Victoria Region, 2679, 2848

Members statements
Military repatriations, 2689
National Reconciliation Week, 2740
Rulings, 2686, 2775, 2864

Members statements
Dairy industry, 2834
Latrobe Valley economy, 2685
National Reconciliation Week, 2685
The Presence of Giants, 2685
Points of order, 2756, 2757, 2845
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
Victorian Auditor-General’s Office performance audit, 2830

WOOLDRIDGE, Ms (Eastern Metropolitan)
Business of the house
General business, 2684
Constituency questions
Eastern Metropolitan Region, 2848
Members statements
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2685

SPRINGLE, Ms (South Eastern Metropolitan)

Points of order, 2671, 2766, 2843, 2845, 2847

Bills

Production of documents, 2692

Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill 2016 and Budget Papers 2016–17,
2701
Constituency questions
South Eastern Metropolitan Region, 2678
Members statements

Questions without notice
Answers to questions without notice, 2843
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 2673
Health funding, 2844, 2845
Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre, 2674

By Compass and Quran, 2685
Questions without notice
Wicked Campers, 2845, 2846
Standing Committee on Legal and Social Issues
End-of-life choices, 2822
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YOUNG, Mr (Northern Victoria)
Members statements
Christopher Walker, 2833
Questions without notice
Game Management Authority, 2846, 2847

