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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 12.06 p.m. and read the prayer.
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ACTING PRESIDENTS
The PRESIDENT laid on table warrant nominating
Mr Purcell to preside as acting president when
requested to do so by the President or Deputy
President and discharging Mr Finn as acting
president.

The PRESIDENT — On behalf of the Victorian
state Parliament I acknowledge the Aboriginal peoples,
the traditional custodians of this land which has served
as a significant meeting place for the first people of
Victoria. I acknowledge and pay respect to the elders of
the Aboriginal nations in Victoria past and present and
welcome any elders and members of the Aboriginal
communities who may visit or participate in the events
or proceedings of the Parliament this week.

The PRESIDENT — I have received a letter of
resignation from a parliamentary committee dated
7 August, which I will advise the house of. It reads:

ROYAL ASSENT

I hereby resign as a member of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee effective immediately.

Messages read advising royal assent on 27 June to:
Appropriation (2017–2018) Act 2017 (Presented to
the Governor by the Speaker of the Legislative
Assembly)
Appropriation (Parliament 2017–2018) Act 2017
(Presented to the Governor by the Speaker of the
Legislative Assembly)
Bail Amendment (Stage One) Act 2017
Parliamentary Budget Officer Act 2017
State Taxation Acts Amendment Act 2017.
The PRESIDENT — I would like to make a brief
statement to the house. It relates to those appropriation
bills that have been given royal assent by the Governor.
Members, I wish to indicate that the message conveyed
to the house states that on 27 June 2017, which was a
Tuesday, the Governor gave the royal assent to the
Appropriation (2017–18) Act 2017. Pursuant to
section 65 of the constitution the Speaker presented the
annual appropriation bill to become an act of
Parliament notwithstanding that the Council had not
passed the bill.

CLERK OF THE PARLIAMENTS
The PRESIDENT — I take this opportunity to
advise the house that we actually have a new Clerk of
the Parliaments, albeit in an acting capacity, that being
Andrew Young, on the basis that Ray Purdey has
indicated that he is retiring from the Parliament. That is
the official position that he has held as Clerk of the
Parliaments, being senior clerk of this state Parliament,
and on his retirement the Governor has been advised by
the Speaker and me that in fact Andrew Young will
assume that position in an acting capacity.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Membership

This resignation comes to me from Louise Staley, a
member in another place.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Electricity industry
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 privatised
power companies are making consumers pay for their
upgrades, while they take the profits. We the petitioners
highlight to the Legislative Council of Victoria that we
believe United Energy has:
tried to shift costs to consumers, related to maintenance
and upgrades of their assets;
failed to upgrade and maintain their assets, e.g.: corner
Hebert Street and Como Parade in Parkdale;
created a safety hazard and risk to the community next
to a kids playground, maternal and child health and
breastfeeding support building and powerlines
connected to an aged-care facility with people on life
support, in the municipality of Kingston.
The petitioners therefore request that the Premier of Victoria
and the government immediately conduct a wideranging
regulatory inquiry into the electricity industry covering:
(a) the practice of making consumers pay for maintaining or
upgrading assets, (b) the practice of forcing consumers to pay
specific companies to conduct such maintenance, (c) whether
electricity distributors such as United Energy are currently
meeting legal obligations, guidelines, ISO standards, safety
and maintenance obligations, (d) a review of Energy Safe
Victoria and the Energy and Water Ombudsman Victoria,
(e) whether the regulatory environment (including
enforcement, reporting and penalties) are ‘fit for purpose’,
(f) whether the energy and water ombudsman Victoria should
be a consumer advocate with broader powers.
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By Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (60 signatures).
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Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

Laid on table.

Neighbourhood Watch
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council the disgraceful
decision of Premier Daniel Andrews and the state Labor
government to cut the funding to Neighbourhood Watch.
The petitioners therefore respectfully request that the
Legislative Council calls on the Andrews Labor government
to reconsider its decision and to match the commitment of the
Liberal-Nationals coalition commitment to provide $2 million
over four years to reinvigorate, support and expand
Neighbourhood Watch programs across Victoria.

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

Tatura police station
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council the overwhelming
concern of members of the Tatura district community about
the reduced police presence in the township of Tatura.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
of Victoria ensures that the Andrews government provides, as
a matter of urgency, a significantly improved permanent
police presence assigned to the Tatura police station, to
service:
a.

the immediate township and community of Tatura,
and

b.

the outlying and neighbouring communities.

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

FIRE SERVICES BILL SELECT
COMMITTEE
Interim report
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan)
presented interim report, including appendix.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.

I am pleased to present the first interim report of the
select committee inquiry into the fire services
restructure. The report that is being presented today
reflects the work that the committee has undertaken
over the five weeks of its existence. As members of the
house know, when the Parliament last met in June a
resolution was passed establishing the select committee
and requiring a report by today.
The committee has been working diligently over the
last five weeks. We have undertaken public hearings in
Melbourne and also undertaken hearings across
regional Victoria in areas such as Wangaratta,
Traralgon, Swan Hill and Hamilton, and in total have
heard from approximately 90 witnesses. In addition to
hearing from approximately 90 witnesses, we have also
received over 1800 written submissions, which are still
being processed by the committee secretariat for
reasons that will be outlined in the substantive report of
this committee. The committee has been very
appreciative of the oral evidence that it received as well
as the written submissions from interested parties
across the state. Suffice to say, the assessment of that
evidence is something that requires considerable work
on the part of the committee. Indeed this report also
presents to the house today transcripts of the oral
evidence that we have received.
There have been a wide range of issues canvassed in
the course of the inquiry, and as part of the committee’s
follow-up work we are continuing to receive evidence
from witnesses in terms of responses to questions taken
on notice. Indeed, as members of the house would
probably be aware, an error was identified in the
whole-of-government submission which was initially
made to the committee. We received the replacement
submission from government yesterday, which the
committee will consider in its deliberations. The report
today highlights the work that has been undertaken to
date — where we have taken evidence, who we have
taken evidence from — and presents to the house the
transcripts. The committee looks forward to presenting
its final report, with findings and recommendations to
the house, expeditiously.
In closing, I would like to thank the committee
members for their work over the last five weeks in what
has been a very compressed time frame for such a
complex inquiry, but also I particularly would like to
thank the committee secretariat for their work, led by
Keir Delaney and supported by the Deputy Clerk, Anne

FIRE SERVICES BILL SELECT COMMITTEE
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Sargent. The complexity of this inquiry and the nature
of the submissions to this inquiry have created an
enormous workload for the secretariat, which is
continuing to process those. The committee is very
appreciative of the work that has been undertaken by
the secretariat in a very compressed time frame, and we
look forward to working with the secretariat in the next
week for the conclusion of the substantive report.
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encompass all of the problems and the possible
solutions to deal with them.

Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — Can I just
concur with the sentiments expressed by the chair. This
has been a report on a complicated matter that has been
undertaken on a very compressed time line. We have
had hearings right throughout the state. We have had
four days of hearings in regional Victoria and a number
of days of hearings in the metropolitan area. As the
chair indicated, we have received a substantial number
of submissions, which reflects great interest in this
matter. Can I also concur with the chair in saying that
the secretariat has provided a great deal of support, and
continues to.

Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I too
would particularly like to thank the staff who have done
quite a remarkable job over these last few weeks. This
has been a complex issue. I would actually urge people,
if they have the time, to read the transcripts because
some of the evidence that was presented at the hearings
goes right to the heart of the problems we are trying to
resolve. I would particularly urge people to read the
transcripts of Steve Warrington, Craig Lapsley and
Greg Mullins and also all of those career and volunteer
firefighters who put real effort into their submissions
and came along and gave evidence about what this
means for them. It has been a difficult five weeks.
There has been a massive amount of work done. I hope
that we will very quickly have the final report. That will
greatly be because of the incredible work that the staff
has done as well as the members of the committee.
Thank you.

Can I also just reflect — and I think this is consistent
with what the chair has said — that this is a matter that
has been of considerable public interest for some time
and of great interest to the legislature, both the other
place and this place. I think it is a matter that everybody
in this place would like to see resolved as quickly as
possible. While we are submitting an interim report
today, and in so doing complying with the original
motion which created this committee, I think it is also
fair to say that all members of the committee would like
to see the final report submitted as a matter of some
urgency, given the nature of this issue and the fact that
people in the sector and the community are looking for
certainty on this issue as quickly as possible. As the
chair foreshadowed, we are looking, if possible, to
submit a final report over the next week or so — out of
session next week if at all possible.

Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I would also
like to thank the secretariat for the time that they put
into this report over the winter break. It has been an
extremely time consuming effort for them because of
the high volumes of submissions that the committee did
receive. So thank you very much to Keir Delaney,
Anne Sargent and the team and particularly to the
Hansard reporters as well. I would also like to thank the
witnesses who gave their time to come and give
evidence in each of our hearings. Mr Rich-Phillips
outlined the hearings that were held. We had career
firefighters and senior and middle management from
the Country Fire Authority, the Metropolitan Fire
Brigade and the emergency services commissioner,
who gave up their time to be there to give evidence.
Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria of course also
attended on two occasions.

Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — I too would
like to quickly add my comments. I agree with both the
chair and the deputy chair of the select committee that
this has been quite a complex issue and has had quite a
large amount of public interest. It has been a big, big
undertaking by both the secretariat and the members
involved with the committee. I would like to express
my thought that the interim report being tabled today is
in fact the most appropriate course of action for the
time being. Any further reporting would not have been
complete and would not have been able to fully
encompass all the issues that were brought up during
this inquiry. It is such a serious issue that, yes, we
would all like to see the full report as soon as possible,
but it needs to be done in an appropriate time frame to

I would particularly like to thank the volunteers,
because it was the volunteers who took time away from
work to be at the hearings and to give evidence. Their
passion about what they do in protecting their
community came through in spades. We heard from
them of their desire to see strong and workable fire
services in Victoria going forward. What I did not see
or hear in any of the hearings was anyone saying that
this was the ideal model to go forward. There were
problems raised by career firefighters. There were
problems raised by volunteers. There were problems
raised by everybody who presented at the hearings, and
I think we have a way to go. I look forward to seeing
the final report when it is tabled in the house and to the
debate that will ensue on this bill going forward.
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Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) — I would
also like to make some brief comments in relation to
the inquiry into the Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights
Compensation and Fire Services Legislation
Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017. First of all I would
like to thank the committee for the work that they did. It
was done in a very cooperative manner in terms of
trying to get to the bottom of the complex issues that
we were asked to deal with. There is no doubt there are
two distinct and different views in relation to this
legislation, and the committee went about it in a terrific
way in terms of trying to work through those issues.
I would also like to make mention of the secretariat,
Anne Sargent and Keir Delaney, and their team for
their work. With such a truncated time frame to go out
and hold the hearings, the work that they did in terms of
turning around the transcripts with Hansard and
preparing the information they have for the committee
was first-class. It was terrific that the committee was
able to get out into the country regions — Wangaratta,
Swan Hill, Traralgon and Hamilton — as well as
holding hearings in Melbourne. We were able to hear
from career firefighters and volunteers plus a whole
range of other people directly involved with the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB) and the CFA and a
whole range of other experts who presented as well.
The passion was very clear. It came through in relation
to the fire services. There is no doubt the people
involved in keeping the community safe are very
passionate people, whether they be from the MFB or
the CFA. I would certainly like to make mention of that
passion. The passion that these organisations have is in
the best interests of communities and people who live
here in Victoria. The interim report handed down today
is one thing, but we will get to the fulsome report in the
coming week or two.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — I rise today to
make a few comments in relation to the interim report
of the inquiry into fire services reform and the bill
which introduces a series of modernisation features
along with presumptive rights legislation for Victorian
firefighters. In doing so, along with the commentary
and the comments of other speakers in this chamber, I
would like to extend my thanks and gratitude to the
secretariat staff and to Hansard, who have assiduously
provided assistance to the committee in what has been a
complex and very time consuming effort as far as
conducting this inquiry within the time frames
proposed in the greatest part of the motion that was
voted on before the winter break.
I note in particular that well in excess of
1500 submissions have been received. They speak to a
number of views, to a number of positions and to a
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number of proposals around a system which has, at
least as far as the vast majority of people have
indicated, required improvement, upgrade, renewal and
revitalisation for some time. In order to make sure that
we are doing the right thing by our volunteer
firefighters, by our career firefighters and most
importantly by reference to improvements to
community safety across the board we need to take
account of these views and this evidence as it has been
provided to make sure that the outcome which is
generated as a consequence of this inquiry and the
investigation by this committee — alongside the
various reforms which are being implemented at an
operational level — can in fact stand our fire services in
good stead, in better stead and in the best possible
position to respond to risks and to emergencies into the
future, including as our population grows.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I will be very
brief. I would like to have the opportunity to put on
record my appreciation also for the work done by the
committee and specifically by the chair, Gordon
Rich-Phillips. I would like to thank my colleague
Wendy Lovell for allowing me an opportunity to share
in some of the work of the committee, and I thank the
other committee members. For me, as a farmer in a
regional area, it is very important that this work is done
and done thoroughly in relation to providing Victoria
with the most appropriate fire service and fire service
response, and the timing is critical now as we are
leading up to what will be a very significant fire season
given the fuel loads across regional Victoria.
I do appreciate there has been an enormous amount of
work done. I think submissions are still coming in —
over 1800, somewhere like that, at present — so an
awful amount of work for the staff, and I do
congratulate and acknowledge the tremendous work
that they have done. So I do await, obviously, as do
others, the final substantial report being tabled in the
Parliament, and my hope is that Victoria will be in a
good place in relation to the up-and-coming fire season.
Motion agreed to.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 10
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan)
presented Alert Digest No. 10 of 2017, including
appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.
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Regulations and legislative instruments review
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan)
presented 2016 report, including appendices.
Laid on table.
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East Gippsland Planning Scheme — Amendment C136.
Frankston Planning Scheme — Amendment C116.
Greater Dandenong Planning Scheme —
Amendment C199.
Horsham Planning Scheme — Amendment C77.

Ordered that report be published.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — Ministerial Orders for
the following approvals in relation to —
A license in relation to Eureka Stockade Public Park and
Recreation Reserve, dated 20 June 2017.
A lease in relation to W.G Little Reserve Portarlington,
dated 16 July 2017.
Gambling and Lotteries License Independent Review
Panel — Report on the Lotteries Licensing Process, 31 May
2017 (Ordered to be published).
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 — Public Lottery Licence
and an Ancillary Agreement with Tattersall’s Sweeps Pty.
Ltd. pursuant to section 5.3.11 of the Act, dated 16 July 2017.
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 —
Notices pursuant to section 32 in relation to Statutory
Rules Nos. 45, 50 and 52.
Melbourne City Link Act 1995 —
Melbourne City Link Thirty-Sixth Amending Deed
pursuant to section 15(2) of the Act.

Hume Planning Scheme — Amendments C212 and
C219.
Indigo Planning Scheme — Amendment C66.
Knox Planning Scheme — Amendment C151.
Latrobe Planning Scheme — Amendment C91.
Manningham Planning Scheme — Amendments C112
and C121.
Melbourne Planning Scheme — Amendments C311 and
C312.
Melbourne, Moreland, Port Phillip and Yarra Planning
Schemes — Amendment GC68.
Melton Planning Scheme — Amendments C176 and
C187.
Monash Planning Scheme — Amendments C134 and
C135.
Moreland Planning Scheme — Amendments C163 and
C168.
Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme —
Amendment C208.
Mount Alexander Planning Scheme —
Amendment C56.
Murrindindi Planning Scheme — Amendment C64.

City Link and Extension Projects Integration and
Facilitation Agreement Twenty-Fourth Amending Deed
pursuant to section 15B(5) of the Act.

South Gippsland Planning Scheme —
Amendments C103 and C108.

Exhibition Street Extension Seventeenth Amending
Deed pursuant to section 15D(6) of the Act.

Stonnington Planning Scheme — Amendments C242,
C254 and C256.

Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes —

Strathbogie Planning Scheme — Amendment C4
(Part 1).

Ballarat Planning Scheme — Amendment C178.

Surf Coast Planning Scheme — Amendment C119.

Banyule Planning Scheme — Amendment C111.

Swan Hill and Yarra Planning Schemes — Amendment
GC73.

Banyule, Baw Baw, Darebin, Mornington Peninsula and
Whittlesea Planning Schemes — Amendment GC64.
Boroondara Planning Scheme — Amendment C177.
Brimbank Planning Scheme — Amendment C194.
Cardinia Planning Scheme — Amendments C208, C214
and C221.
Central Goldfields Planning Scheme —
Amendment C27.

Victoria Planning Provisions — Amendment VC137.
Wellington Planning Scheme — Amendments C51, C90
and C92 (Part 1).
Whitehorse Planning Scheme — Amendments C182
and C189.
Yarra Ranges Planning Scheme — Amendment C160.
Public Interest Monitor — Report, 2016–17.
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Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament —
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use)
Act 1992 — Nos. 68 and 69.
Building Act 1993 — Nos. 65 and 66.
Child Wellbeing and Safety Act 2005 — No. 62.
Corrections Act 1986 — No. 60.
Country Fire Authority Act 1958 — No. 61.
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 —
No. 76.
Environment Protection Act 1970 — No. 72.
Fisheries Act 1995 — No. 58.
Heavy Vehicle National Law Application Act 2013 —
No. 75.
Livestock Disease Control Act 1994 — No. 57.
Local Government Act 1989 — No. 64.
Marine Safety Act 2010 — No. 74.
Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 — No. 53.
Rail Safety (Local Operations) Act 2006 — Nos. 77 and
78.
Road Safety Act 1986 — No. 79.
Retirement Villages Act 1986 — No. 67.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Nos. 54, 56 and
70.
Tobacco Act 1987 — No. 63 and 73.
Treasury Corporation of Victoria Act 1992 — No. 80.
Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Act 2007 — No. 52
and 71.
Witness Protection Act 1991 — No. 55.
Working with Children Act 2005 — No. 59.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule
Nos. 41, 42, 46, 52 to 74 and 76 to 82.
Legislative Instruments and related documents under
section 16B in respect of —
Catchment and Land Protection Act 1994 —
Declaration of Certain Plants to be State Prohibited
Weeds, Regionally Prohibited Weeds, Regionally
Controlled Weeds, or Restricted Weeds, dated
18 July 2017.
Fisheries Act 1995 — Amendment to Initial
Abalone Quota Order, dated 4 July 2017.
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Gambling Regulation Act 2003 — Amendment of
a Standard — Keno Technical Standard Version 2,
dated 6 June 2017.
Project Development and Construction
Management Act 1994 — Order Divesting Land
from the Melbourne Market Authority to the
Crown, dated 18 July 2017.
Tobacco Act 1987 — Ministerial Guidelines for
Certification of Specialist E-Cigarette Retail
Premises, dated 8 June 2017.
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous)
(Ticketing) Regulations 2017 — Specification of
Railway Stations for the Purposes of the Definition
of ‘Compulsory Ticket Area’, dated 13 June 2017.

Proclamations of the Governor in Council fixing
operative dates in respect of the following acts:
Building Amendment (Enforcement and Other Measures) Act
2017 — sections 3(2), 17(1), 18(1), 19, 26, 27, 31 to 38, 49,
50(2), 51, 53, 55, 66(1) and 83 — 16 August 2017 (Gazette
No. S257, 1 August 2017).
Children Legislation Amendment (Reportable Conduct) Act
2017 — 1 July 2017 (Gazette No. S216, 27 June 2017).
Corrections Legislation Amendment Act 2016 —
section 16 — 1 July 2017 (Gazette No. S216, 27 June 2017).
Creative Victoria Act 2017 — 1 July 2017 (Gazette No. S206,
20 June 2017).
Lord Mayor’s Charitable Foundation Act 2017 — 1 July
2017 (Gazette No. S206, 20 June 2017).
Small Business Commission Act 2017 — 1 July 2017
(Gazette No. S216, 27 June 2017).

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Clerk — I have received the following letter
from the Attorney-General relating to the resolution of
the Council of 7 June 2017 relating to the proposed
changes to the Country Fire Authority and Metropolitan
Fire Brigade in the Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights
Compensation and Fire Services Legislation
Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017:
I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 7 June 2017
ordering the production of documents relating to the proposed
changes to the Country Fire Authority and Metropolitan Fire
Brigade in the Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights
Compensation and Fire Services Legislation Amendment
(Reform) Bill 2017.
The government has identified 47 documents that fall within
the scope of the Legislative Council’s order, and has assessed
these documents against the factors listed in my letters to you
on 14 April 2015 and 29 April 2016, which note the limits on
the Council’s power to call for documents and the
government’s approach to claiming executive privilege.
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In final satisfaction of the Council’s order, the government
has determined to:
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(3) notice of motion given this day by Mr Rich-Phillips in
relation to the production of certain documents relating
to the Criminal Procedure Act 2009;

(1) produce 15 documents in full (enclosed);
(2) produce four documents in part (enclosed);

(4) notice of motion given this day by Ms Pennicuik
seeking to refer a matter to the Legal and Social Issues
Committee;

(3) not produce 28 documents in full; and
(4) not produce parts of the four documents referred to
in (2) above.
The government considers that producing the documents, or
the parts of the documents, referred to in (3) and (4) above
would be prejudicial to the public interest. Accordingly, the
government, on behalf of the Crown, makes a claim of
executive privilege in relation to those documents or parts of
those documents, on the grounds set out in the enclosed
schedules.
Some of the documents produced by the government contain
the personal information of individuals. In the interests of
personal privacy, those details have been excluded.

A schedule of documents is also attached.
I have also received the following letter from the
Attorney-General relating to the resolution of the
Council of 21 June 2017 relating to the production of
more documents, including advice and/or information
from Victoria Police to the Minister for Police in
relation to firearms in 2015, 2016 and 2017 to date. The
letter is as follows:
I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 21 June 2017,
seeking the production of all documents including advice
and/or information from Victoria Police to the Minister for
Police in relation to firearms in the years 2015, 2016, and
2017 to date.
The Legislative Council’s date for production of the
documents by 9 August 2017 does not allow sufficient time
for the government to respond to the Council’s resolution.
The government is in the process of collating and considering
the relevant documents for the purpose of responding to the
order. The government will endeavour to provide a final
response to the order as soon as possible.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
General business
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — By
leave, I move:
That precedence be given to the following general business
on Wednesday, 9 August 2017 —
(1) order of the day 2, second reading of the Game
Management Authority Amendment Bill 2017;
(2) order of the day 1, resumption of debate on the Crimes
Amendment (Ramming of Police Vehicles) Bill 2017;

(5) notice of motion 438 standing in the name of
Ms Fitzherbert in relation to the production of the Muir
report into the youth justice riots;
(6) notice of motion 442 standing in the name of
Mr O’Donohue in relation to the production of certain
documents relating to the Brighton siege; and
(7) notice of motion given this day by Mr Davis in relation
to crime in Stonnington.

Motion agreed to.

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Youth justice system
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — When we came into government we
inherited a broken youth justice system that suffered
from poor political leadership and chronic
under-resourcing. Our government is taking decisive
action to strengthen and modernise Victoria’s youth
justice system. That is why in the middle of last year I
commenced a business case that led to a new youth
justice centre being fully funded in this year’s budget.
The other key initiative was to commission the first
comprehensive review of the youth justice system in
more than 17 years.
The Ogloff-Armytage review, Meeting Needs and
Reducing Offending, spans more than 700 pages, and its
scope is far broader and deeper than any current or
previous youth justice inquiry. I thank Professor Jim
Ogloff and a former Secretary of the Department of
Justice, Penny Armytage, for their many months of
work. Our government has accepted or accepted in
principle the review’s 126 recommendations. On
releasing this report on Saturday I announced
$50 million to address 42 priority recommendations,
including a new custodial operating model; better risk
and needs assessment tools by which to assess and
rehabilitate young offenders, including the
establishment of a classification and placement service
for the first time; measures to improve workforce
capability, including training of the same duration as
Corrections Victoria staff; 21 additional safety and
emergency response team staff; the biggest ever
expansion of rehabilitation programs; and more
resources to tackle Koori over-representation. Another
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63 recommendations that do not require additional
investment or legislative change are already underway.
In just three years the Andrews Labor government has
made the largest ever investment in youth justice; this
represents an increase of 60 per cent compared to the
previous government’s four budgets. The government’s
response to the review will be the broadest reform of
the youth justice system ever and will make our
community safer by reducing recidivism, strengthening
our facilities and establishing programs that work,
delivered by a better equipped workforce.

Aboriginal prisoner rehabilitation
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — I rise
to update the house on the Andrews Labor
government’s important programs that assist in the
rehabilitation of prisoners, in particular Aboriginal
prisoners in the corrections system. Last Tuesday I had
the pleasure of launching the Koori Art Trail expansion
at the beautiful Beaufort Lake, which features
12 artworks painted by prisoners from the nearby Langi
Kal Kal prison. I take this opportunity to thank and
congratulate the Pyrenees Shire Council for the role that
they have taken in making sure that this project was
implemented and is a very successful initiative.
Not only is the art trail a terrific showcase for talented
Aboriginal artists at Langi Kal Kal but it is also a great
example of how engaging prisoners in meaningful
activities can assist in their rehabilitation and help them
give something back to the Victorian community. The
initial Koori art trail launched inside the grounds of
Langi Kal Kal last year has allowed the participating
prisoners to demonstrate their considerable talents as
well as share their culture with fellow prisoners, staff
and visitors. Every piece of work on this trail, whether
in the prison or around Beaufort Lake, offers a window
onto the cultural upbringing of the prisoners and the
stories and traditions of their people. The Koori art trail
is a terrific example of the work being done right across
the corrections system to support Aboriginal prisoners
and offenders through culturally focused programs.
Earlier this year I had the privilege of launching the
Kaka Wangity Wangin-Mirrie grants. Administered by
Corrections Victoria, these grants are investing almost
$2.5 million over three years in a range of Aboriginal
cultural programs in prisons and community
correctional services. The successful programs,
including 32 being delivered this year, have been
chosen because of their capacity to strengthen cultural
connections and develop important life skills.
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As corrections minister I am committed to
working closely with the Aboriginal community
and Corrections Victoria to provide meaningful,
culturally focused programs to help Aboriginal
prisoners and offenders break the cycle of
reoffending.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Greater Shepparton Sports Hall of Fame
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — Last Friday
night it was my great honour to join over 300 people in
attending the Greater Shepparton Sports Hall of Fame
inaugural induction ceremony held at the Eastbank
Centre. The Greater Shepparton Sports Hall of Fame
was the idea of a former member for Shepparton, Don
Kilgour, and it aims to recognise athletes from
Shepparton who have reached the highest level of
sporting representation and achievement in their chosen
disciplines.
I would like to congratulate all 27 inductees and their
families on this wonderful honour and recognise their
contribution to Greater Shepparton’s rich sporting
history. The inaugural inductees include: Max Carlos,
boxer; Kate Church, Paralympian swimmer; Andrew
Cleve and Dave Power, motorcycle speedway riders;
Betty Curtis, nee Knight, cyclist; Michael Dobbie,
Paralympian tennis player; Christine Dobson, hockey
player; Louise Dobson, hockey player; Grace Edwards,
croquet player; Stephen Fairless, cyclist; Jack Findlay,
motorcyclist; Mary Grieve, croquet player; Jack
Halsall, motorcyclist; Edna Harling, lawn bowler;
Glenn James, football umpire; Margo Koskelainen,
softball umpire; Brett Lancaster, cyclist; Mavis
Meadowcroft, lawn bowler; Lee Naylor, runner; Shaun
O’Brien, cyclist; Clarice Power, lawn and indoor
bowler; Bruce Quick, pistol shooter; Michael
Scandolera, badminton player; Elizabeth Taylor, nee
Tadich, cyclist; Elizabeth Boniello, nee Taverner,
netballer; John Thorsen, track cyclist; and Barry Wood,
rifle shooter.

Casey City Council
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) — In
2015, following an anti-Islamic tirade from Casey
councillor Rosalie Crestani, I said in a member’s
statement:
It is our responsibility as community leaders to be proactive
and consistently strive for a cohesive, harmonious
multicultural society, despite our differences.

That was two years ago. Islamophobia remains a
persistent problem, as evidenced by a recent study by
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Charles Sturt University and partners examining attacks
against Australian Muslims. The study found that
women represented nearly 80 per cent of victims, and
one in three women had children with them at the time
of the incident. Most physical assaults occurred in New
South Wales, at 60 per cent, and Victoria, at 26.7 per
cent.

personally will miss his smile and his helpful nature
within the halls of Parliament. His funeral was a true
celebration of his life, with the theme, ‘It’s hard to
forget someone who gave us so much to remember’.
Rest in peace, Nick.

Within Casey council inflammatory rhetoric remains
the norm. In July Casey council unanimously supported
a motion to lobby federal ministers to consider
reintroducing compulsory national service. Last week
Cr Crestani proposed an unsuccessful motion for the
council to lobby federal MPs to oppose marriage
equality. Mayor Sam Aziz has said councillors need to
focus on their core local business and less on federal
issues. But this is not simply a case of a technical or
jurisdictional issue. The rhetoric coming out of the
Casey council is damaging and divisive. It undermines
trust and it puts targeted groups at risk of harassment,
marginalisation and assault. It has to stop, not just
because these issues are outside the jurisdiction of the
council but because it is fundamentally wrong.

Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I too rise to pay my respects
to Nick Paraskavas and offer my condolences. Nick is
survived by his wife, Fiona Durham, and his sisters. I
pay my respects to his extended family. His extended
family of course includes his colleagues in this place,
who will have felt his passing acutely. I also join with
Dr Carling-Jenkins in saying that I too will miss his
friendly demeanour and his cheerful personality
regardless of whatever was happening in this place or
whatever time of day or night it was happening. His
passing was very quick, and the illness attacked him in
a way we would not want to see our worst enemy
experience. So I rise to pay tribute to the man who was,
and I certainly offer my deepest sympathies and respect
to his family and friends on his passing.

Nick Paraskavas

Australian Conservatives
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I rise today to speak about my recent
move to the Australian Conservatives. A few months
ago I was approached by Senator Bernardi, the founder
and leader of the Australian Conservatives, and entered
into discussions about an opportunity to become the
party’s first state representative and parliamentary
leader in Victoria. Based on shared conservative
principles and values, it was clear that this move would
be the very best way to give the conservative voice in
our state the strongest chance of making a difference.
For too long the conservative voice has been drowned
out by minority voices, including the Socialist Left,
who have opposed our values time and time again.
Victorians are sick of it and I am sick of it. Joining the
Australian Conservatives means that I now have
increased support to stand up for freedoms and
traditional family values. Kevin Bailey, AM, has
accepted the position of state director for the Australian
Conservatives, and together we look forward to uniting
conservatives in Victoria and presenting a better way
for Victoria.

Nick Paraskavas
Dr CARLING-JENKINS — While this was the
highlight of my winter break, this break also brought
the heartbreaking news of the passing away of Nick
Paraskavas in July. Nick’s passing was sudden, and
words do not do justice to comprehending his loss. I

World Hellenic Inter-Parliamentary
Association
Mr DALIDAKIS — The reason I was not able to
attend Nick’s funeral was that I was overseas with my
family in Greece on a family holiday. I wish to also
note that I had the pleasure of speaking in the Hellenic
Parliament and seconding the nomination of a former
member of this place to take over as president of the
World Hellenic Inter-Parliamentary Association, none
other than Peter Katsambanis, who is now a member of
the Western Australian Parliament in the lower house,
having moved from their Council. I wish him the very
best in his term of office.

Dr Carling-Jenkins
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — As
a proud member of the Liberal Party on the social
conservative wing, can I just say that the south-east has
a very strong voice in those communities. I welcome
Dr Carling-Jenkins to her new position and wish her all
the very best of luck, but I assure her that there is very
strong representation on that side of the ledger.

Frankston line elevated rail proposal
Mrs PEULICH — I also commend all those local
anti-sky rail protesters for maintaining the fight against
something that is ostensibly not sensible for a beautiful
part of our coastal community. Three hundred people
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attended a protest on a Sunday morning, on 23 July, in
Seaford to make their views known and keep the fires
burning. I would like to thank David Hodgett, shadow
Minister for Public Transport, and David Davis, the
shadow Minister for Planning, for attending, as well as
a number of Liberal councillors. There was not a single
Labor MP in sight, there was not a single Labor
councillor in sight and there was not a single Green
anywhere. That is an absolute crying shame.
Of course we are calling for the undergrounding of all
those level crossings — something that we initiated and
something that if done correctly is totally
uncontroversial. People will not be bought off. We
welcome the $50 million being committed to Carrum
but call on the government to make sure that these level
crossings are undergrounded. The exception is Eel Race
Road, where a local community group is now saying
that they would even prefer Eel Race Road to remain a
vehicular connector to the Nepean Highway rather than
being closed. With those few words, I say: keep the
fires burning and let common sense prevail.

Homelessness
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise today to
talk about an event I attended last week run by the
homeless services network in Eastern Metropolitan
Region. For the first time they organised Homeward
Bound: A Walk to End Homelessness. The event was
to raise awareness specifically of the issue of
homelessness in Eastern Metropolitan Region. We
often think that the east is a very affluent place, and
indeed it is. It is a very leafy, green place. However, it
is startling to learn of the statistics of homelessness in
the east of Melbourne.
The services assisted over 13 300 people in 2015–16. In
terms of the people who are homeless in the east, 17 per
cent are aged under 25, 69 per cent are between 25 and
55, and 14 per cent are over 55. The under-25 cohort is
mainly female, at 71 per cent, and the main reason for
homelessness is relationship issues, with 48.4 per cent
stating it was because of family violence.
What really came home to me was that if we look at the
municipality of Maroondah, at this point in time in
2017 only 2 per cent of all rentals there are affordable.
What that equates to on the ground is only 15 properties
that are affordable to low-income families in the whole
Maroondah municipality. It is clear that our housing
system is failing these vulnerable people.
I also just want to say thank you to the Council to
Homeless Persons for their generosity yesterday and to
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Jason Russell for his generosity in telling us his story of
homelessness in Collingwood.

Nick Paraskavas
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I also
rise to pay tribute to Nick Paraskavas, who recently
passed away. As we know, Nick was one of the
attendants here in the Legislative Council. He had
worked here since November 2011, and I had become
well acquainted with him during my time in this place.
He was also a constituent in my electorate of Western
Metropolitan Region.
As an attendant in the Council Nick was recognised as
a hard worker, a trusted colleague and an all-round
good guy, respected by members and staff alike. Nick
often took on additional duties, including joining the
ranks of the public tour guides — tours being one of the
important ways in which the Victorian Parliament seeks
to engage with the community. Nick often received
very positive feedback in public tour surveys. In recent
months Nick was appointed to a new content
contributors work group within Parliament that has
been set up to identify social media and other internal
communication opportunities. Nick’s appointment to
this group was indicative of his enthusiasm for extra
tasks within the Parliament that were designed to
improve engagement with the community.
In 2016 Nick was over the moon when his — and
my — beloved Western Bulldogs won the AFL flag for
the first time in his lifetime. You could not wipe the
smile off his face.
Nick passed away at the Peter MacCallum Cancer
Centre on Monday, 17 July. He is survived by his wife,
Fiona, his sisters, his extended family and his many
friends. I want to take this opportunity to thank the staff
who provided Nick with tremendous support during
that difficult period. In particular I want to point out
Greg Mills, our chief attendant, who was tremendous in
his support of Nick and his family through that difficult
period. If you ever need someone to be on your side in
a difficult time, you could not find a better person than
Greg Mills. I thank him again for all the support he
provided to Nick and his family.

Drug law reform
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — Welcome
back to everyone. I would like to thank the Parliament
for the opportunity I had over this break to travel with
the Law Reform, Road and Community Safety
Committee. We were able to visit Portugal,
Switzerland, the UK, Canada and the US to learn how
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other jurisdictions are dealing with a whole range of
issues around illicit drugs and prescription drugs. We
got the opportunity to meet with people at the World
Health Organization and the Global Commission on
Drug Policy.
A particular highlight for me was the fact that for the
first time a committee travelled with a police officer.
We were lucky to have Assistant Commissioner Rick
Nugent travelling with us. It gave us a great entree into
police services overseas. We had some very candid
conversations with New Scotland Yard, the Vancouver
police and the Portuguese police, the Lisbon police in
particular. They all stated that drug use is a health issue
and should not be treated as a criminal issue. I really
reflect on that in this week, Homelessness Week, when
we see the effects of drug use and mental health in
homelessness. This was reiterated to us particularly in
Vancouver where they are losing four people a day to
opioid overdoses and they say that homelessness is one
of the big factors in that.
Finally, I am very pleased to see the Deputy President
here today and that he made it safely back to Australia.
I was very disappointed that he was not able to
complete the trip with us and I really look forward to
hearing an explanation and an apology.

St Kilda Road
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I want to
inform the chamber today of a very significant walk
that I went on with Dr Judith Buckrich, the author of
Melbourne’s Grand Boulevard: The Story of St Kilda
Road, and a group of committed supporters. We owe a
debt to Dr Buckrich for the work she has done in
documenting the magnificence of St Kilda Road, now
given some recognition nationally and perhaps
internationally. This is a very significant boulevard, and
my concern is that the state government does not appear
to have recognised or understood this.
We all support the Metro Tunnel project. We support
the provision of better public transport services. But
other great international cities appear to be able to
preserve their heritage and deliver major transport
projects, unlike, it appears, this current government in
Victoria which seems determined to remove major
vegetation, remove major historical points and do the
project in a way that causes maximum dislocation and
disruption. This is a serious failure. I have to say that
for anyone who doubts the significance of St Kilda
Road to Victorians, Australians and internationally the
book by Dr Buckrich, Melbourne’s Grand Boulevard:
The Story of St Kilda Road, as it is titled, is a very good
place to start understanding it.
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Sheepvention
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills) —
This week I attended my 11th Sheepvention in
Hamilton, a fantastic western Victoria agricultural show
and a cultural institution celebrating its 39th year. As
ever, it was a great opportunity to meet constituents.
Sheepvention incorporates the Hamilton and Western
District Sheep Show, Suffolk being this year’s feature
breed. Diversity — around 1000 sheep exhibited this
year — is an ongoing theme, with merinos and
representation from heritage breeds, the prime lamb
breeds, dual-purpose breeds and indeed wool breeds.
The pen of five rams sale system draws sellers and
buyers from all over Australia, all great evidence of the
health of Victoria’s rural economy. Walking through
the showgrounds yesterday you could see the
innovation and the confidence we have in rural
industries, and 25 000 people are expected to have gone
through the turnstiles yesterday and today.
What stood out for me the most yesterday was the
number of people who went into a pavilion that had a
bulk-billed skin testing service. This was a fantastic
service, particularly for farmers and others in the
agricultural sector who spend a lot of time outdoors.
Before 11 o’clock yesterday I understand eight people
had been diagnosed with melanoma at Sheepvention,
and many other additional specimens had been sent for
testing. I applaud the proactive efforts and encourage
farmers and others in regional Victoria to check on their
skin health. I encourage them to go to their doctor or
take up this offer at various field days and agricultural
shows over our state in the coming months.

Electricity supply
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — Victoria is
blessed with vast natural resources. For our state to be
facing an energy crisis is nothing short of criminal.
Skyrocketing power bills make the lives of working
families a misery, and many pensioners and
low-income earners cannot afford to heat their homes in
the coldest winter we have experienced in some years.
Some are spending most of the day in bed just to keep
warm.
This is a national scandal. We used to be the home of
cheap, plentiful electricity. It gave Victoria the edge in
industry and produced jobs for hundreds of thousands.
Sadly, this is no more. I have to say I commend my
federal colleague Senator Jane Hume on the work she is
doing to ensure we properly utilise our natural
resources.
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Victorians are suffering when they need not do so. The
imminent blackouts need not occur. If only the
Andrews government had not shackled itself to an
extremist hard-left green agenda. The great irony is that
many Victorians are freezing to stop something that
does not actually exist. There are quite a few of us who
would kill for some global warming just about now.
This is a heartless government that puts its hardline
leftist ideology ahead of the needs of Victorians. It is a
cruel government, and Victoria deserves better —
much better. A Matthew Guy government will deliver it
in spades.

Early childhood education
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) —
Following on from my recent adjournment matter to
Minister Mikakos requesting her to organise a visit to a
local kindergarten in my electorate of Northern
Metropolitan Region, I was delighted to attend a launch
of the 10-year Marrung Aboriginal Education Plan.
Progressive programs like this are helping local Koori
families to get greater access to kindergartens and will
improve current participation rates, and I would like to
thank the minister for that.

Darebin citizenship ceremony
Mr ELASMAR — I attended the Darebin City
Council’s citizenship ceremony — you,
Acting President Patten, were there as well — held on
28 June in Gower Street, Preston. It was a great night,
and after the presentation and speeches I was happy to
mingle and chat with our new Australian citizens. I
thank the City of Darebin officials for, as usual,
organising a splendid event.

Bastille Day
Mr ELASMAR — On 14 July I was honoured to
attend the celebration of Bastille Day, a day the entire
French Republic celebrates together. I was reminded of
how lucky we are in Australia in many ways. We did
not need to fight a revolution to install our democratic
system of government. It was my great pleasure and
honour to meet the French ambassador and other
dignitaries and to participate in this historic celebration
of revolution which ultimately resulted in democracy.

Mallee Machinery Field Days
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) — Just last
week I had the pleasure of attending the Mallee
Machinery Field Days up at Speed in the Mallee. These
annual field days are very well attended, with over
10 000 people in attendance and with some
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350 exhibitors. I attended the field days with my leader,
Peter Walsh in the Assembly, and the member for
Mildura in the Assembly, Peter Crisp. We had many
people come to our site and speak to us about a whole
range of issues that are of concern to them, particularly
in relation to the changes to the Country Fire Authority.
There were many people who were very worried about
the impacts that that may have.
I would like to thank and congratulate the committee
who put these field days together, particularly Jacko
Kiley, the president; Andrew McLean, the secretary;
Phil Down, the treasurer; and the committee members
for the work that they do. The field days are one of the
major fundraisers for the local community
organisations that participate, whether that be by getting
involved in the car parking, cooking the barbecues or
whatever it is within the field days. They play their role,
and some of the money that is raised goes to those
organisations. It was great on both days. It was
particularly wet on the second day, which was terrific
for all the farmers up there who are very much looking
forward to having a pretty reasonable harvest with the
rain that they have had so far.

Fuel drive-offs
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Last week
the Liberal-Nationals coalition outlined a
comprehensive ‘Get tough on fuel drive-offs’ policy as
part of a zero tolerance approach to crime. From fuel
drive-offs and multiple offending while on bail to the
revolving door of juvenile justice and the failure of the
government’s own Minister for Police to report
tap-and-go credit card fraud, Victorians are simply sick
and tired of criminals virtually getting off scot-free
under this government’s watch. The current system of
turning a blind eye and treating fuel drive-offs as civil
debt matters has not worked, with fuel drive-offs in
Victoria having escalated alarmingly in recent years,
thereby increasing costs for consumers and businesses
alike. The Andrews government’s parliamentary
committee report into petrol drive-offs has failed to fix
this growing problem.
The Liberal-Nationals believe a decisive zero tolerance
approach must now be taken, with all fuel drive-offs
dealt with seriously as criminal theft unless assessed or
proven otherwise, accompanied by a central online
reporting system to properly record and investigate all
fuel drive-off theft across Victoria and an improved
system of identifying and reporting stolen
numberplates.
Despite fuel retailers having in recent years invested
tens of millions of dollars in better surveillance,
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security and crime prevention, they are sick and tired of
being treated as a soft, easy touch by criminals who
have no care or understanding of the impact on small
businesses of fuel theft and associated crime, which is
estimated at over $20 million per annum in Victoria
alone. Fuel drive-offs and associated numberplate thefts
are often deemed a gateway crime where offending
behaviour can quickly escalate to more serious crime,
including carjackings, home invasions and armed
robberies. Enough is enough. Theft is theft, and fuel
drive-offs should be treated as such.

Nick Paraskavas
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
friend Nick Paraskavas passed away on Monday,
17 July, at the Peter McCallum hospital. Many people
here saw him as a colleague, but Nick and I had a
special friendship. We chatted often, never about
politics and never about the business of this house. He
talked about his love of the environment, he talked
about his love of his beloved Bulldogs and he talked
about his love of people. We had a deal that he and I
would never talk about his illness.
He was a gentleman and a gentle man, and I had the
privilege of listening to the many tributes to Nick at his
funeral at Overnewton on 26 July. Of the many tributes
to this wonderful son, husband, brother and mate, I was
particularly moved by the tribute offered that day by his
friend and boss, principal attendant Greg Mills. I also
joined many of the parliamentary staff on Sunday,
30 July, for Run Melbourne, and I confess it was a walk
for me but it was a walk for Nick. I send my love and
prayers and that of my family to Fiona, his family and
of course all his mates here and beyond. Rest in peace,
mate.

CHILDREN AND JUSTICE LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (YOUTH JUSTICE
REFORM) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 22 June; motion of
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture); and
Ms CROZIER’s amendment:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place ‘this bill be withdrawn and part 3
redrafted so that certain of the proposed additional powers in
part 3 be instead made available for existing orders for young
offenders’.

Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Children and Justice Legislation
Amendment (Youth Justice Reform) Bill 2017. This
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bill has been introduced to propose some changes to the
way our justice system operates and tackle some recent
events that are confronting our youth, but also it is
important to note that recently there has been some
dramatic reduction in the number of children and young
people sentenced each year by the Children’s Court.
However, it is a small group of young people who enter
the criminal justice system early and reoffend more
often, and that has become a major problem.
The Andrews Labor government is committed to
reforming the youth justice system to enhance the
protection of the community by ensuring the courts
have the tools to deal with serious young offenders. We
want to make it clear that offending and reoffending is
not acceptable. A few days ago the Andrews Labor
government accepted a report which was the first
comprehensive independent review of Victoria’s youth
justice system in 17 years to help strengthen and
modernise Victoria’s youth justice system. That report
was commissioned in mid-2016.
Minister Mikakos announced an initial investment of
$50 million over four years to respond to the review’s
priority recommendation, and the government accepts
in principle the 126 recommendations from this report.
The initial investment will implement
42 recommendations of the report, and we will be
working on the other 63 recommendations which are on
the way. Investment will support a new custodial
operating model to better manage young people in
custody and greater workforce capability by providing
better training and a targeted recruitment campaign,
21 additional safety and emergency response team
members and also address Aboriginal
over-representation by employing additional Aboriginal
liaison officers.
One of the areas the legislation will deal with, which
has become a trend in the last year and a half, is where
we have adults using children to commit crimes. The
bill will introduce a new offence in order to address that
problem, particularly in relation to more experienced
criminals. In many cases these adult criminals do not
participate in the crimes at all but enrich themselves on
the proceeds of these crimes.
We have seen that time and time again where these
adults hide behind closed doors. They use these
vulnerable kids — the overwhelming majority of them
are under the age of 18, a large number of them are
somewhere between the ages of 13 and 15 — they prey
on these kids and they get them to go and commit a
crime, whether it is a house burglary or carjacking. In
committing a crime the logic is ‘If you commit that
crime, we’ll pay you a bit of money; you’re not likely
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to get serious jail time’, but these adult criminals hiding
in their homes and behind closed doors get the full
benefit out of that crime, but they do not do the time
because these kids end up doing the time.
To address this issue the bill will create a new offence
of recruiting a child to engage in criminal activity. This
offence will target people aged 21 years or older who
benefit financially from a child’s offending and will be
punishable by a maximum of 10 years imprisonment. I
think that is a very important matter. People talk about
the Apex gang, for example. We all know these people
were organised by some serious criminals in our
society, and they were all adults. They used these
young kids to basically go and commit crimes. I want
to thank and acknowledge the good work done by
Victoria Police to dismantle that particular gang. They
have done a great job. Most of these people are now
behind bars, particularly some of the ringleaders. If this
bill passes, there will be a new offence so we can deal
with these serious criminals. Hopefully we keep them
away from these kids, because at the end of the day we
need to make sure that kids are looked after to make
sure they do not offend in the first place. If they do
offend, we need to make sure mechanisms are put in
place to make sure they do not reoffend and are not
used by adults to go and commit a crime on the basis
that the adults do not want to get caught but are happy
to get the benefit out of these children.
The bill will also increase the consequences for serious
youth offending. It will create two categories of
offences to reflect their seriousness. Category A
offences deal with murder, attempted murder, arson
causing death, culpable driving causing death,
manslaughter, child homicide, causing serious injury
intentionally in circumstances of gross violence,
commonwealth terrorism offences, aggravated home
invasion and aggravated carjacking. Category B
offences deal with areas like rape, rape by compelling
sexual penetration, causing serious injury recklessly in
circumstances of gross violence, home invasion and
carjacking.
The bill obviously also provides for dual-track
sentencing. The dual-track system will allow adult
courts in certain circumstances to sentence young
offenders aged 18 to 21 years to a custodial sentence in
a youth detention facility rather than an adult prison.
The bill will limit the ability for serious young
offenders aged between 18 and 21 years to be
sentenced to a period of detention in a youth justice
facility. Where an offender is convicted of a category A
offence or a category B offence after having previously
been convicted of a category A or B offence, the option
of youth detention will no longer be available as a right.
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Instead, if a custodial sentence is imposed, it must be
served in an adult jail unless the court is satisfied that
exceptional circumstances exist.
The bill will also make it a requirement that the court
will need to give consideration to community safety in
sentencing. The bill creates a new sentencing option
called a youth control order that will offer intensive
monitoring and supervision of young offenders who
would otherwise be sentenced to detention. I think it is
very important to be able to monitor what these kids are
doing. As I said earlier, number one is seeing if you can
prevent the crime from occurring in the first place, but
should one of these young people commit a crime, we
need to make sure we have enough tools in place to
make sure they do not go and reoffend. That youth
control order will go a long way to try to achieve that.
The other area the bill addresses is the increased
consequences for young people who assault custodial
officers. We know this has been an issue not just in
Victoria but in New South Wales, where youth go and
assault staff. That is an area the government is taking
very seriously. As I said, it is not just unique to
Victoria; the New South Wales youth justice system is
facing similar circumstances. This bill will now look at
strengthening some of the laws we have in place to
make sure that these youth will be told in no uncertain
terms that, should they continue to go and assault staff,
then they will be dealt with, and they will be dealt with
properly.
A detainee aged 18 years or over sentenced for causing
serious injury recklessly against a youth justice
custodial worker will be sentenced to a minimum of
two years imprisonment for that offence. There will be
higher statutory minimum sentences applied for the
more serious offences of causing serious injury
intentionally or of causing serious injury recklessly or
intentionally in circumstances of gross violence.
For detainees under 18 the bill creates a presumption
that any sentence of detention for assaulting a custodial
worker while in custody will be served cumulatively on
any other period of detention. That should be used as a
deterrent to basically say to these young kids, ‘If you
commit another crime while you’re in custody, that will
be added to whatever sentence you’re already serving’.
Hopefully that will be a further deterrent to these kids
to make sure that they do not go and assault the people
who are there to look after them. These workers are
entitled to go to work and go home safely without being
subjected to an assault by these young people.
The bill also talks about tougher penalties for escaping
and the youth diversion program which we put in place.

CHILDREN AND JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (YOUTH JUSTICE REFORM) BILL 2017
Tuesday, 8 August 2017

COUNCIL

More importantly, it is important that we go and give
the resources to our police to be able to do their job and
give the tools to our judges to be able to apply the
correct sentences. It is also about making sure we have
enough diversion programs and training, rehabilitation
and education for these kids to make sure they do not
reoffend.
More importantly, adults who actually go and groom
these kids to commit the crime in the first place are the
ones who should be the number one target. They are the
ones who should be locked up and locked up forever,
because they are the true criminals. They should be
locked up, not just the young kids, because most of
these young kids are vulnerable. Unfortunately in many
cases they are unable to find a job or they come from
broken families. They are unable to go to school for
whatever reason, and then they are preyed on by these
adult criminals. I think they should be dealt with
harshly.
Hence the government is investing resources and
investing money as well to make sure all the resources
are put in place and, referring to what Minister Mikakos
announced a few days ago, also building the
super-maximum custodial centre in Werribee. I think it
is very important to actually invest in a purpose-built
facility to make sure all the resources are put in place to
make sure that when the custodial officers go to work it
is safe for them to go to work and they have the ability
to deal safely with these inmates who decide to go and
wreck the joint, as they did previously, because this
facility was not built properly to deal with these
difficult cases.
So I commend the government for making the decision,
biting the bullet and investing in a maximum-security
facility in Werribee. I think it is very important. The
New South Wales government is looking at doing
something similar to what the Victorian government
has already announced. I know there is a lot of work
that needs to be done in this space, and a lot of things
have been said about youth crime in Victoria over the
last 12 to 18 months, but what I can say is there is a
record investment by this government to address this
issue.
I think it is very important for both sides of politics to
stop playing politics with this issue. We need to make
sure we focus on the real solution and on eliminating
the problem. I think the government is doing that, and I
think we should take a bipartisan approach, not play
petty politics. This issue did not just occur suddenly in
the last year or two. It has been an ongoing issue. It is
an issue in New South Wales. It is an issue across the
board. Let us not go and play politics. Let us focus on

3875

finding the solution. I think this legislation will go a
long way towards addressing that problem. I am
pleased that the crime figures are going down, that they
are not going up. Hopefully we will get some dividend,
we will continue to improve safety for the custodial
workers who work in our prison system and we will
make sure the rate of youth offending in this state goes
down, not up. I am confident that with these changes
we will achieve that result. With those comments I
recommend the bill to the house.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — In rising to
speak on the Children and Justice Legislation
Amendment (Youth Justice Reform) Bill 2017 I am
tempted to give a prize for the question that has been
asked the most in 2017. I would suggest that the winner
of that prize would be the person who has asked the
question the most, ‘How does Jenny Mikakos keep her
job?’. That is the one question that has been asked of
me time and time again. As this government just moves
from one stuff-up to another, the minister for pizza and
Coke keeps her job. We on this side of the house, or
indeed anyone anywhere else in the state, cannot
understand how she keeps her job. I could make some
assumptions — I could make them publicly here
today — but they might be highly unparliamentary, and
that is not something that I would wish to be involved
in.
It really is quite extraordinary that over two and a half
years after this government came to office
Minister Mikakos over there still refuses to take
responsibility for her job. She refuses to accept that
what we have seen — the youth riots, the destruction of
Parkville, the breakouts at Malmsbury — has all
happened on her shift. There is no denying that, and she
surely cannot deny that with any credibility — not that
she has got a great deal anyway. We heard Mr Melhem
finish off with a flare. I think it was a flare. He told us
how much money the Andrews government was
spending on this particular matter, and I thought to
myself, ‘Where have I heard this before? Where have I
heard a Labor government get up and tell us how much
they are spending?’. What they never tell us is the
results they are getting. That is my judgement. I judge
on how effectively a dollar is spent and on the result
that it gets, not on how many dollars you actually
spend.
We just have to go back to earlier this year when
Minister Mikakos announced a new youth justice centre
for Victoria. I vividly remember the day I heard about
this because I was contacted by a number of people in
my electorate who said, ‘They’ve announced a youth
justice centre. You’ll never guess where’. I said, ‘Well,
I would assume it would be down near Bacchus Marsh
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Road, where the current prisons are, or up near
Ravenhall’. There are a number of places around where
you could have a jail and where it would make sense.
But they said, ‘No, you will not believe this’, and fair
dinkum I did not, and I still have trouble believing it:
this government decided to put a youth jail in Werribee
South — next to Point Cook, next to housing, next to
the tourism precinct that is the highlight of the City of
Wyndham and right next to the new development in
Werribee South. This is just absolutely staggering.
I think I took more calls that day than I have taken on
any day that I have been in this house. I took hundreds
of calls. People were outraged. Ms Crozier and I
attended a huge rally in Werribee just a few days later; I
think it was less than a week later. The uprising among
the local populace was instantaneous. There was fury,
be they Liberal voters, Labor voters or even Greens
voters — we have got a couple down there. They all
came together in fury against the minister’s decision.
Unfortunately on this occasion the minister was unable
to join us, and that disappointed the 7000 or
8000 people who had gathered in the centre of
Werribee on a cold and wet Tuesday night, as I recall.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — It is very, very interesting that I am
asked that question, because the fact of the matter is
there was not one single Labor member of Parliament
there, despite the Labor Party representing that entire
area.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — No, Mr Pallas was not there.
Mr Languiller from the Assembly was not there; in fact
we are not sure where Mr Languiller was just at that
time. We know where Mr Nardella from the Assembly
was. And of course Ms Hennessy was missing — I was
going to say ‘in action’ but it is more missing in
inaction in her particular case. Mr Melhem has gone,
which is very sad. Mr Melhem was not there. Mr Eideh
was not there — he was probably nicking out to get a
visa. It was quite extraordinary that you had thousands
and thousands of local people in Werribee and the
Labor Party was not interested in talking to them. There
must not have been an election coming up; that is the
only thing that you can say to explain there being not
one Labor member in that huge crowd that engulfed the
centre of Werribee earlier this year. As I say, the
minister did not show and she was not on her own.
We have had this situation where without consulting
anybody the government went out and announced that
this youth jail was going to be put in Werribee South.

Tuesday, 8 August 2017

This outraged the community, but despite the fact that
Mr Pallas said on a number of occasions that he did not
particularly care about what the locals thought — nor
would he because he does not live in Werribee or
anywhere near Werribee — the government had to turn
around and do a backflip. The government had to do a
backflip.
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, Acting
President, whilst we have heard this speech from
Mr Finn before and he is seeking to make false claims
about what the Treasurer has said in the past, these
matters do not relate to the subject matter of the bill in
any way. I ask you to direct the member to come back
to the contents of the bill. That might be a first for
Mr Finn, to actually talk about a bill or the contents of a
bill.
Mr FINN — On the point of order, Acting
President, whilst I can understand the minister’s
discomfort with what I am saying, the fact is I am
relating my comments directly to the contents of the bill
because if it were not for what they had done earlier this
year, this bill would not be necessary.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) —
Thank you, Mr Finn. If you would like to continue your
contribution with some mention of the bill, that would
be great.
Mr FINN — This bill is the Children and Justice
Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice Reform) Bill
2017. As I was saying, the government did not care
what happened in Werribee. I sat in question time in the
other place day after day watching as the Treasurer
laughed and cackled away while his constituents were
outraged at what was going on. It was a total disregard
for what the people of Werribee thought, but in the end
even the Premier, the man they call Despot Dan, had to
back down. Even he had to back down and do a
backflip.
Ms Shing — On a point of order, Acting President,
much as I am enjoying Mr Finn’s commentary, I think
that the term he has used to describe the Premier is
unparliamentary. I would seek that he withdraw it.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) —
Members must refer to the Premier by the right title, so
I would ask Mr Finn to withdraw.
Mr FINN — I am happy to withdraw. I apologise. I
have been listening to my constituents again, and that is
unfortunately what they call him. I have got to stop
doing that. I have got to be more like members opposite
and not listen to my constituents at all. That would be
more like we have come to expect.
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We now have, after the outrage of earlier this year, a
youth detention centre being built somewhere.
Apparently at some stage Dick Wynne, the Minister for
Planning, will give it — well, he might or he might not
depending on what is discovered down there. I
understand there are a number of things down there that
will prevent it from being built at Cherry Creek.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr FINN — There are a number of environmental
and Aboriginal heritage issues that again the minister
and the government are not particularly concerned
about.
The bill is I suppose some indication that after almost
three years in office the government is taking some
responsibility, because what we have seen over the last
two and a half years is a remarkable, dramatic and
disturbing increase in the number of young people
involved in crime in this state. Representing the western
suburbs and coming from that area, I have seen that far
too often. I have seen my constituents, indeed many of
them quite often young people, who have been
assaulted, who have been robbed by other young
people. That is deeply, deeply distressing. You have got
to wonder what hope some of these young people who
are engaged in these sorts of activities have. It is my
very strong desire that anybody who arranges for a
child to commit a crime — as is happening with home
invasions and car thefts and car hijackings — and those
adults involved in that process feel the full brunt of the
law. Indeed it would be my very, very strong wish that
they not see the light of day again for a very, very long
time, but unfortunately our magistrates and judges —
some of them, anyway — might have other ideas on
that subject. That is a matter for another day.
The people of Victoria have had enough of what this
government has done with youth justice. I know the
people in my electorate have well and truly had enough.
They have had more than a gutful of what this
government has allowed to occur over the past three
years. They are concerned about the sort of money that
is going to be used to pay for the Parkville
rebuilding — it is rebuilding, really, is it not? It is
rebuilding at Parkville.
Ms Crozier — They trashed it.
Mr FINN — They have, as Ms Crozier says. It has
been trashed and the government has allowed it to be
trashed —
Ms Crozier — Multiple times.
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Mr FINN — Multiple times — and we have had
multiple youth riots in both Parkville and Malmsbury.
And who could ever forget the day we had the big
breakout at Malmsbury and they took off up the Calder
Freeway heading towards Bendigo? They went
everywhere — it was a pretty scary time for a good
number of people in that area. You would hope that one
day this minister might actually do her job and get this
system under control. She might actually like to take
some responsibility for the job that she has. She is not
there just to fill a spot — apparently — but she needs to
do her job, and I ask her to at some stage consider
doing that, because Victoria deserves better than what
we are getting now.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I too rise to
make my contribution to the Children and Justice
Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice Reform) Bill
2017. I would begin just by saying I concur very much
with the statements that Mr Finn has made in his
contribution insofar as that youth justice in this state is
indeed in crisis and we have a minister refusing to take
responsibility for that crisis and do anything about it.
I thought I might just in passing make some comments
regarding the specifics of the bill and note some of the
main provisions of the Children and Justice Legislation
Amendment (Youth Justice Reform) Bill 2017. Some
of the main provisions within this bill may relate to,
say, clause 4, which creates a new offence that applies
to an adult over the age of 21 who recruits a child under
the age of 21 to commit a crime on their behalf. This is
something that we have unfortunately seen occur all too
regularly in the community — that those older and in a
position of greater power are recruiting those who are
younger to commit crimes. Often they are committing
these crimes without fear of any punishment that will
follow the committing of such a crime. I recall from
back in my teaching days that one of the great teachers
I worked with — Tony Chursky, a great Canadian
teacher — told me it is not the severity of the
consequence but the certainty of a consequence that is
important. If someone is going to do the wrong thing,
you need a consistent approach to ensuring that there is
going to be a punishment that is going to follow that
wrongdoing. Unfortunately those opposite with their
soft-on-crime approach would much prefer that people
get a whack on the wrist with a limp piece of lettuce
rather than a genuine consequence for the crimes that
they commit.
When we see crimes committed by young people —
breaking into jewellery stores, smashing the joint up
completely, terrorising the shop holders and members
of the public — this government refuses to ensure there
are appropriate penalties put in place for those who go
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to commit these crimes. It is something that I hear on a
daily basis — that those within the community, my
constituents, are absolutely ropable with this
government because they refuse to ensure that criminals
receive the sanctions that they deserve. The police in
the community receive high praise, but unfortunately
what happens is that the police catch the criminals, they
catch the bad guys —
Mr Finn — Sometimes.
Mr MORRIS — They do sometimes catch them —
it would not hurt if this government actually gave them
the resources that they need. Rather than cutting the
number of frontline police, as they are at the moment,
they should be adding frontline police. It is absurd
when we know that Victoria is growing — Victoria is
growing by 100 000 people a year — that this
government, rather than giving us additional police, is
actually cutting the number of frontline police. It is
absurd to think this government would do so, but they
are and they continue to do so.
What we are seeing is that when young people commit
these crimes, unfortunately due to the decisions of this
government they are cycling through the justice system.
This government actually tries to spruik the fact that
there are a number of people who are going through
court. Unfortunately these people going through the
court are the same people. The reason that there are so
many people going before the courts is that they go
before the courts, they get released, they go back, they
break the law and they come before the courts again.
Rather than doing this, what would be a better idea is
that this government should ensure that those who do
break the law receive the appropriate sanctions.
I recall some discussion at a recent committee hearing
about the fact that rather than young people being
cycled through the youth justice system, they should be
given the opportunity to receive an education or they
should serve a longer period to ensure that they can be
properly reformed and removed from those who are
influencing their lifestyle choices and indeed the crimes
they are committing. Perhaps then our community
would be better off. It is indicative of the soft-on-crime
approach of this government that we are seeing more
and more crimes being committed.
I will refer to clauses 9 to 19 of this bill, which
introduce youth control orders (YCOs). These provide
for intensive supervision and monitoring as an
alternative to detention and require offenders to engage
in education, training, work, treatment or counselling.
YCOs may include curfews and other restrictions.
Further on, clauses 20 to 22 insert two categories of

Tuesday, 8 August 2017

serious youth offences. Clause 27 inserts a presumption
that a person over 16 accused of a category A offence
be tried in a higher court with category B offences,
including consideration for the uplift of that particular
hearing.
Clauses 32 to 33 give the secretary wide discretion to
consider factors when making a decision to transfer a
detainee between youth justice facilities. Clause 40
gives the secretary powers to grant permission for the
publication of details that may identify a child who has
escaped from a youth justice facility. This is something
that will be widely used under this government. I think
this minister will be able to sit back once she has
finished her career and say, ‘Escapes from youth justice
facilities and the destruction of youth justice facilities
are a hallmark of my tenure’.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MORRIS — I know you like to blame
everybody else but you, but at this point in time
Ms Mikakos is the minister, and she likes to lay blame
at everybody else’s feet. We all know, the community
knows, that she is responsible for her particular
portfolio. I understand she might say, ‘It’s all too hard’.
Well, if it is all too hard, Minister, then perhaps it is
time to give someone else a go. Ms Shing has been
auditioning all day. Actually Ms Shing has been
auditioning all year for this role. She has been
auditioning for years. This is the role she was born to
do. I think she needs to come on down and give it a go
because she has been working hard. Full marks for
effort —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) —
Order! Please continue, Mr Morris.
Mr MORRIS — Thank you very much, Acting
President. They are getting rather rowdy on the other
side. I might go on to clause 46, which provides for
tougher consequences for youths who assault youth
justice officers. We have seen the intimidation of youth
justice officers. We have seen the intimidation of
tradespeople working in youth justice centres.
Unfortunately what we have also seen are officers not
reporting intimidation and the like for fear of reprisal
from these same young people who are committing
these acts of intimidation and making threats against
officers. What we are seeing is a broken system that the
minister refuses to fix in any way —
Ms Fitzherbert — She broke it!
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Mr MORRIS — Indeed, very true, Ms Fitzherbert,
she did break this system. It is quite remarkable to think
that throughout the 2010–14 period there was no
problem in youth justice. You certainly did not read
about it in the papers. There were no issues or dramas at
all. But all of a sudden we get a minister with a
soft-on-crime approach who is flat out buying pizza and
Coke for those in our youth justice centres —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr MORRIS — From Dominos, indeed. To try to
get them down off the roof, to try to get them to stop
smashing up the joint she offered to buy them pizza and
Coke. I note there have been scathing comments about
this and recommendations made against providing
inducements to these young people —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MORRIS — I am sure you have read the report,
Minister, that says that you do not give inducements to
young people who are smashing up the joint to try to
get them to stop. Rather than giving them things to stop
them from smashing up the joint, maybe give them a
strong arm or some certainty about the punishments
that will be handed out to them for committing such
offences.
I will move on to clause 59 of this bill, which provides
for the Children’s Court to adjourn proceedings to
enable a child to complete a diversion program. If
successfully completed, no conviction will be recorded.
The child must acknowledge responsibility for the
offence to be eligible for this scheme. While we are
talking about the Children’s Court I think it is important
to acknowledge that it is under enormous strain due to
the number of cases that have been brought before it.
As I did note before, many of these cases involve the
same children coming before the courts on a revolving
door basis. This is not good for the community, it is not
good for the young people concerned, it is not good for
anybody at all, yet this minister again refuses to do
anything about it to ensure that it does not occur.
I think it is incumbent on those in this place to ensure
the minister is held to account for this. Several reports
have been drafted and indeed delivered to the
government that detail what is happening in youth
justice. I am sure they must be very critical of the
minister and the government’s handling of youth
justice. However, the community and this Parliament
more broadly have had no opportunity to examine these
documents because the government is burying them,
including the Muir reports, which the government and
this minister are refusing to release to the community.
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The community has a right to know why it is that youth
justice is in the state of crisis it is in and to know what
recommendations the Muir report has provided to the
government to ensure that youth justice can somehow
get back on track, as it was under the previous Liberal
government.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr MORRIS — There have been reviews and there
have been rorts — more than one could even imagine.
If someone were to write a script for what has happened
in youth justice and deliver it to a Hollywood producer,
they would say, ‘No, no, we couldn’t possibly do this.
This is absurd’.
Ms Fitzherbert interjected.
Mr MORRIS — It is unbelievable, Ms Fitzherbert.
Nobody could possibly expect that a system could
plunge into such crisis in such a short period of time.
You could not make this stuff up at all. Not only are we
seeing that youth justice is in crisis, we are also seeing
the same young people over and over again committing
offences that were once unheard of, certainly outside of
metropolitan Melbourne, in places like Ballarat. We
saw a group of young people in the Canadian State
Forest, as it was once called, attempt to carjack two
undercover police officers while they were sitting in the
forest. Two groups of youths in two cars attempted to
carjack undercover police officers. I must say that when
I heard of it, I thought, ‘This sounds insane’. This was
in Ballarat East, not south central Los Angeles. It was
hard to believe that such a thing would occur.
Fortunately those young people were caught and placed
before the courts.
However, the police officers who do this very important
and dangerous job need to be shown some respect by
this government. They need to be given the appropriate
resources that they need to do the important job they
do, but they also need to have the certainty that this
government is going to ensure that when people
commit a crime, whether they be young, old or in
between, the sentence for that crime is in line with
community expectation. That is one of the things that I
hear on a regular basis — that the community are
continually aghast over the types of sentences and the
types of punishments that are being handed out — and
this government is not doing anything about it. The
number one and most important job of any government
is to keep the community safe, and on this measure this
government is failing — and failing absolutely
miserably.
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In making my short contribution to the debate on this
particular bill I would urge this government to actually
take crime, youth crime in particular, more seriously to
ensure the safety of our community and to ensure as we
move forward from this day that the people of Victoria
feel safe in their homes, as is their right. At this
juncture, as we have heard from the Minister for Police
herself, people are not feeling safe in their homes, and
that is a disgrace.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I rise today to begin speaking to the
Children and Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth
Justice Reform) Bill 2017 with what voice I have.
Obviously I need to acknowledge that we have a
serious issue in crime and law and order in Victoria,
and this is having quite an impact on our community. I
would also like to acknowledge that there are strong
politics on crime here in Victoria, and that is
understandable, given the escalation of crime within
our community, but it is also something that I think we
should have more of a shared vision around.
I note that the statistics tell us that Victoria has had
some of the lowest youth crime rates and youth
imprisonment rates in the country, and the number of
10 to 17-year-olds committing crime has dropped over
the last five years. However, these good statistics have
been damaged by recent incidents, and I note of course
that the incidents we are hearing about that are
perpetrated by youth offenders are of increasing
violence and increasing magnitude.
I think it is good too to acknowledge the complexity
that the government of the day is faced with in having
to address this issue, and it is a good thing that we get to
debate and move forward on bills like this. There is fear
within the community and public sentiment around ‘Do
the adult crime, do the adult time’, which supports
sending youth offenders to adult prison. This is
something that we do need to listen to and we do need
to address.
I have also heard a number of concerns regarding
clause 21 of this bill, the effect of which will limit the
circumstances in which young people who commit
serious offences are sent to detention, meaning that they
will be sent to an adult prison. This is an alternative
view, and I respect the views presented by Hugh de
Kretser in the Herald Sun. He published some really
good comments in May this year. ‘Treating young
offenders harshly serves no purpose’ was the title of his
article.
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Youth justice in Victoria is at the crossroads —

according to Hugh de Kretser, who also said:
More evidence is coming to light of the neglect of the youth
justice system by successive governments that created the
conditions for these problems to arise.

Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Beechworth Correctional Centre
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister for Corrections. Minister,
between 10.30 p.m. on 25 July and 12.30 a.m. on
26 July three prisoners escaped from the Beechworth
prison. They went on to steal a car in Beechworth at
around 3.20 a.m. Minister, at what time did prison
authorities first become aware that three prisoners had
escaped?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — I thank
the member for his question. Of course escapes are not
acceptable under any circumstances, and there were
three people who escaped from the Beechworth
correctional facility on that evening. I do not have that
level of detail on me at the moment, Mr O’Donohue, in
terms of the time, but I am prepared to provide that to
you on notice.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I look
forward to the answer to that question tomorrow in
accordance with standing orders. I ask by way of a
supplementary question: Minister, for how long had
each of the three escapees — prisoners Sperling, Smith
and Pennell — been incarcerated at the Beechworth
prison before they escaped on the night of 25 July?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — Again
in terms of that sort of level of information I do not
have it on me at this point in time, but what I can say is
that they were considered to be low risk, they were all
at the end of their terms and they were being prepared
for release.

Victorian Training Market Report
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Training and Skills.
In light of the fact that it is now August, why have you
still not published the 2016 Victorian Training Market
Report?
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Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills) —
I thank the member for her question. We do welcome
the TAFE audit snapshot report. We do that, but the
fact of the matter in terms of the marketing report is that
it is tied to the National Centre for Vocational
Education Research (NCVER) report, as you well
know, and those numbers will be released in October.
Supplementary question
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Data on the 2015 year was published in May 2016,
while the report for the 2014 year was published in
March 2015. Former Minister for Training and Skills
Steve Herbert was also on the record telling this house
that these reports were usually completed within two or
three months. Can you detail the exact date the
department provided you or your office with a copy of
the report?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills) —
We have had this question before in the house. The fact
of the matter is that there is an agreement that the data
is released in October. The NCVER data is the data that
all jurisdictions subscribe to, and we moved to that
system some time ago.
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Ms TIERNEY — In terms of the interjection — I
cannot help myself — we have got nothing to hide
when it comes to this.
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Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Minister,
given the seriousness of the sexually explicit images
created, why has the Andrews government not taken
severe disciplinary action against these offenders or
called in police to investigate?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — I thank
the member for his question. This sort of activity, as I
said, is totally unacceptable, and actions have been
taken by Corrections Victoria.

MyEnvironment
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister for Agriculture. Minister,
why is the Andrews government not pursuing
MyEnvironment for the $1.2 million that the forest
protection group was ordered to pay VicForests back in
2015 for court costs on a legal suit that MyEnvironment
lost?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Mr O’Sullivan for his question and for his
interest in this matter. The question Mr O’Sullivan asks
relates to some legal proceedings that were quite some
time ago. As I recall from that time, there is quite a
period of time available to the government to make a
decision about whether to pursue costs or not, and that
time has not yet expired.
Supplementary question

Hopkins Correctional Centre
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister for Corrections. Minister, six
prisoners at the Hopkins prison in Ararat, a prison that
houses many convicted sex offenders, were reportedly
able to make child pornography from behind bars.
Minister, how is it that under your watch convicted sex
offenders are free to manufacture their own child
pornography?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — The
fact of the matter is that that sort of activity is totally
unacceptable and totally unacceptable in the prison
context as well. Now, the staff did detect this activity in
March. It was a small number of prisoners who had
worked out a way to save screenshots from free-to-air
television. Of course when this was discovered this
function ceased. Corrections Victoria will continue to
closely monitor prisoners’ use of the system and, as
with all Victorian prisons, at the Hopkins correctional
facility prisoners do not have access to the internet.

Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) — My
supplementary question is: the Andrews government
appointed one of MyEnvironment’s directors to your
Forest Industry Taskforce in December 2015. Can you
confirm this appointment was made despite the fact that
MyEnvironment had already indicated months earlier it
would not willingly pay the outstanding $1.2 million
debt to VicForests?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Mr O’Sullivan for his interest in the work that has
been undertaken by the Forest Industry Taskforce. As
members in this place are perhaps aware, the Forest
Industry Taskforce was established by the government
and includes representatives from the environmental
movement, from the timber industry and from the
CFMEU, the union that represents people working in
the timber industry. They have had some time and on
many, many occasions gotten together both as a core
group and as a larger group to discuss issues relating to
the sustainability of the forest industry. The appointees
really were a matter for each of the representative
groups that came together in combination with the
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government to seek to work on a consensus about the
way in which we can provide the most secure and
sustainable footing for the forest industry whilst also
protecting environmental values.

Parkville Youth Justice Precinct
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Families and Children.
Minister, can you confirm that cells in the Westgate
unit and others at Parkville are being used to house
young offenders prior to the completion of the official
commissioning of these units, which increases safety
risks and may allow young offenders to escape?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. I can
advise the member that there has been very extensive
work that has been undertaken at the Parkville youth
justice facility following what occurred in November.
That work was urgently undertaken by my department.
That work has recently been completed in relation to
the four damaged accommodation units at Parkville, as
well as the programs area that was damaged. That work
has been completed. These units are now able to be
utilised to address the needs of the youth justice system.
I make the point also that, as the member would be well
aware, the government did in fact inherit a youth justice
facility at Parkville that had been identified by former
chief commissioner Neil Comrie as not being fit for
purpose. We know for a fact that the member’s leader,
who is sitting next to her, shelved a secret plan for the
Parkville youth justice facility. The previous
government, including Matthew Guy in the Assembly,
who might be the leader for another 20 minutes of the
Liberal Party —
The PRESIDENT — Minister, I obviously have
difficulty controlling interjections with a provocative
comment like that. Also I believe you are moving into
debating territory. The question was about a specific
area, and whilst I think you have given a fairly solid
answer to most of that question, the particular facility,
Westgate, was the focus of the question, and I think it
would be more appropriate for you to focus on that in
your answer without trying to provoke by making
gratuitous comments. Thank you.
Ms Crozier — Just name the four units.
The PRESIDENT — I have asked for that, and I
think I have done enough.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, President. Right at
the outset of my response I did in fact address the
question. I have referred to the completion of the
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fortification works at the four accommodation units, but
I do think it is important to see this in the broader
context, and that is that despite all that Matthew Guy
and the Liberal Party have had to say about crime
issues and youth crime issues, they did fail to take
action in relation to Parkville. We did put in place steps
to fortify the Parkville facility. I in fact commissioned a
business case in the middle of last year, ahead of what
happened in November, that led to a fully funded youth
justice facility in the budget this year, and we have
supplemented that with further funding in the budget
this year to undertake extensive fortification works at
the entire youth justice facility. So whilst we have
completed the work that needed to happen in relation to
those accommodation units that were damaged in
November, we are now proceeding to undertake
strengthening and fortification works at the entire
Parkville site and, further to that, to also undertake the
necessary works at Malmsbury as well.
So we are taking a range of measures to address the
needs of our youth justice system. We have responded
also to recommendations given to the government from
former Chief Commissioner of Police Neil Comrie.
That particular part of the Parkville facility actually
looks very different to what it did in the past.
Additional fencing works have been put in place to
ensure that if there are future incidents young offenders
can be properly contained, in particular in more isolated
locations at that facility. So we have got on with what is
required in so many respects, including also
undertaking the most comprehensive review of the
youth justice system, a report that I publicly released on
Saturday — more than 700 pages of an extensive
review of the system.
Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister for her answer to the question. My
supplementary is: Minister, given your previous
comments on the fortification of the Parkville youth
justice centre and your previous commitment that all
cells would be safe prior to housing young offenders,
how were two young offenders able to escape from
their Parkville cells into the roof cavities on Saturday,
29 July?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I am aware of course that we have a bill
before the house as we speak in relation to these
matters. I have not raised issues in relation to
anticipation. So I take it from Ms Crozier’s questions
that she is therefore not intending to address issues
around specific incidents in relation to the bill debate
that we have before us.
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The PRESIDENT — Can I just comment on that. I
actually accept the minister’s position on that. I should
advise the house, because I did note it, that in that
debate there was significant debate outside the
legislation — in other words, there was commentary on
a broader range of youth justice issues and facilities that
was outside the specific legislation we are dealing with.
So from that point of view, in regard to anticipation,
some other matters have been opened up. I am mindful
of that in the context that the minister has raised today.

that my understanding of the specific incident that the
member is referring to is that it was addressed by staff
very, very quickly. We have additional staff that have
been put in place in the youth justice system that were
funded by our government late last year. Just on
Saturday, as part of a further $50 million investment,
our government made a commitment to funding a
further 21 safety and emergency response team (SERT)
positions, which are the critical response staff that
respond to these particular types of incidents.

Ms MIKAKOS — So the view that I am taking
from the line of questioning I am getting from
Ms Crozier is that the bill debate that we will be
returning to shortly after question time will be focused
purely on the bill that we have before the house and
will not relate to these broader matters that I am now
happy to take questions on during the course of today’s
question time.

We have also brought in Corrections Victoria security
and emergency services group staff as well, who have
additional equipment available to them. These might be
matters that some members in the community or some
lawyers in particular are unhappy about, but they have
been equipped with things like capsicum spray and
other tools so that they can quickly respond to issues
and nip incidents in the bud quickly before they become
bigger issues for the system.

The point that I make to the member is to refer her back
to my substantive answer, and that is to explain to her
and to the house that the initial fortification works that
have now been completed at Parkville related to those
units that were extensively damaged in November, and
the department is now undertaking further fortification
works. The intention is to complete further fortification
works at the entire Parkville site. That means that there
are still some issues in relation to other units at
Parkville. It was not built to modern custodial
standards, but we will ensure that the entire site is
brought up to scratch and is fit for purpose, as is
required to meet modern needs.

Parkville Youth Justice Precinct
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is again to the Minister for Families and
Children. Minister, on Saturday, 29 July, two young
offenders in Parkville escaped from their cells and got
into the roof cavities. How long did it take for
authorities to realise that the two offenders were
missing, from the time they entered their cells to the
first warning signal for staff?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question, and I
again make the point that the member is asking
questions about specific incidents, so therefore the view
should be that they are not within the scope of the bill
before the house at the moment.
I make the point to the member, as I just did in relation
to the previous question in relation to the work that the
government has asked the department to undertake in
ensuring that the entire Parkville site is fit for standard,

I can obviously provide further details, but I do make
the point to the member that, where these incidents
occur and there are criminal offences that have been
committed, there obviously is a process that is
undertaken in relation to involving Victoria Police in
these issues to investigate and potentially lay charges if
criminal offences have occurred.
In relation to these types of questions more broadly, it is
important of course that we do not pre-empt these
processes. It is important that what I say about these
matters does not have any impact on any court process
that might take place subsequently.
What I would advise the member is that our investment
to date is ensuring that our staff are capably equipped
and that they are adequately trained. Our funding that I
announced on Saturday also goes to providing
additional training for staff. They will now be offered
training commensurate in duration to what is available
to Corrections Victoria staff for the first time, and as
well we are putting in place the additional SERT staff.
We have put all the measures in place, including
introducing the bill that we have before us to ensure
increased penalties for those offenders who commit
property damage in youth justice facilities or who
assault our staff. I make the point to the member that in
fact the reasoned amendment that the opposition have
moved seeks to threaten that bill. You are seeking to
defeat a bill that is seeking to put in place tougher
penalties for young offenders who commit offences
whilst in custody.
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Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) —
Minister, is it not a fact that the two offenders who
escaped from their cells and got into the roof cavities
actually stuffed their beds to make it look like they
were asleep and had several cell checks on them before
it was realised by authorities that they were actually not
in bed and were in fact missing?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — In fact, President, what we have seen from
this member time and time again is her coming in here
and putting false information — fake news — out there
into the community in relation to these issues. On the
contrary, the advice that I have is that this matter was
responded to and dealt with very quickly and that the
young people involved were asked to remove
themselves and that they immediately agreed.
We have got Ms Crozier coming in here and putting her
fake news out there, but I am far more interested in the
events that might take place in approximately
5 minutes, because we know that there is a lot of
explaining to do about Mr Guy’s links to organised
crime —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Thank you, Minister.
Consider yourself sat down, because I previously ruled
on those sorts of comments. I asked you not to, and you
have raised it again. It is not on.

Police retirement benefits
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — My question is for the Minister for
Police, represented by Minister Tierney, and relates to
the granting of retirement benefits to police under
criminal investigation. Minister Tierney, it has come to
my attention that serving police officers under serious
criminal investigation have been enabled to retire early
with full retirement benefits, even when pleading guilty
to serious charges against them.
Let me give you one example to illustrate. A senior
Victorian policeman was under investigation for online
identity theft where he posted explicit adult website
profiles of his ex-partner. While under investigation for
this crime, which he subsequently pleaded guilty to, he
was able to successfully apply for retirement benefits
without the need to declare these circumstances. This
has enabled him to further harass, traumatise, intimidate
and stalk his ex-partner without financial impediment
while she struggles to deal with ongoing and related
financial, legal and psychological issues.
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Minister, this is one of several examples brought to my
attention recently. Will the Minister for Police take
responsibility to address why retirement benefits are
being awarded to police who retire under criminal
investigation, including ones who plead guilty to such
charges?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills) —
I thank Dr Carling-Jenkins for her question. I will
obviously refer this matter to the Minister for Police for
clarification and a response.
Supplementary question
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — Thank you for taking the issue
seriously, Minister Tierney. Now that this has been
brought to your attention and will soon be brought to
the attention of the Minister for Police, what action will
the minister take to ensure that the retirement benefits
scheme does not continue to be misused in the way I
described in my substantive question?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills) —
I thank Dr Carling-Jenkins for her question. Obviously,
consistent with my answer to the substantive question, I
will seek clarification and a response.

Environment Protection Authority Victoria
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
question is for Mr Jennings on behalf of the Minister
for Energy, Environment and Climate Change. It is in
regard to the Coolaroo fire that started on 12 July. At
2.30 a.m. on 13 July the Metropolitan Fire Brigade
(MFB) were concerned about air quality but needed this
to be confirmed by sensitive Environment Protection
Authority Victoria (EPA) equipment as to whether they
needed to evacuate a further 800 residents. The EPA
were unable to provide staff who could read or move
the equipment, putting the community at risk. The EPA
member on duty informed the MFB that he would be
leaving at 3.00 a.m. because of long hours worked.
There was no replacement supplied until 6.50 a.m.
What action will the minister take to make sure that this
is not repeated at other major industrial fires?
The PRESIDENT — Minister?
Mr Jennings — I did not realise I was that minister,
President. I thought she was asking that question of
somebody else, because she was talking about the EPA
and she was talking about things in the middle of the
night. I did not realise it was for me; I thought it was for
a different minister. Thank you so much. I can either
make up an answer or take it on notice. I am in the
hands of the house.
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The PRESIDENT — Do you want to repeat the
question? Do we want to do it that way?
Ms HARTLAND — My question is to Mr Jennings
on behalf of the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change. It is in regard to the Coolaroo fire that
started on 12 July. At 2.30 a.m. on 13 July the MFB
were concerned about air quality but needed this to be
confirmed by sensitive EPA equipment before they
evacuated a further 800 residents. The EPA was unable
to provide staff who could read or move the equipment,
putting the community at risk. The EPA member on
duty informed the MFB that he would be leaving at
3.00 a.m. because of the long hours already worked.
There was no replacement of this staff member until
6.50 a.m. What action will the minister take to ensure
that there are adequate EPA staff at future industrial
fires?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — The
real benefit of the member asking the question again
and my opportunity to respond is for me to apologise to
the house for actually not hearing the question in the
first instance, not realising it went to me, because this is
a very serious matter, and the member has every right
to a decent response and a fulsome response from the
government on the performance of its agencies in
relation to this matter. As this government understands,
it is very important for the EPA to be supported, and
that is the reason we have introduced significant
legislative reform in relation to powers of the EPA. We
actually have learnt lessons that should have been learnt
in relation to the Hazelwood fire and in relation to air
quality technology and its application being a standard
procedure of the EPA.
The incident that the member referred to may have
been an incident where the overnight human resources
to support the technology in that response may have
been caught short in relation to the expectation that the
member has outlined. It is incumbent upon the EPA to
make sure that it acquits its statutory obligations. I am
certain that my ministerial colleagues will take these
questions seriously, whether they be the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change, who is
responsible for the EPA, or the Minister for Emergency
Services in relation to the timely and appropriate
response of the firefighting service in rising up to this
challenge of not only keeping our community safe
through putting out the fire but in fact acquitting in an
efficient fashion the work required to evacuate the local
community. It is absolutely a priority for this
government to make sure that we have the appropriate
systems in place and the personnel in place to acquit
our obligations.
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I know my colleagues will take these questions very
seriously. I hope that they will be able to provide a
more detailed and comprehensive answer in relation to
the specifics that the member has raised within the
information that is available to them. I understand that
my ministerial colleagues will be undertaking an
extensive review, supported by their agencies, in
relation to the effectiveness of the response at that time.
If that information is at hand at this point in time, I am
certain it will be provided. Otherwise I am certain also
that a more fulsome investigation will be undertaken by
the relevant ministers.

Recycling industry
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is also for the minister representing the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change.
Four Corners last night was a shocking exposé of a
broken and exploited recycling industry in Australia,
driven by a slump in commodities and a failure of
government at all levels. Substantial investigation
focused on New South Wales and Queensland, but the
Australian Council of Recycling president says Victoria
has serious problems too. Witnesses said this includes
underspend and inappropriate use of the landfill levy,
which has raised sufficient concern to warrant an audit
by the Victorian Auditor-General’s Office in 2017–18.
My question is: what action will this government be
taking to investigate in a thorough and accountable
manner the extent to which our recycling system is
broken and in need of urgent repair?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Ms Springle for her question. Whilst I similarly
lament the situation in relation to the viability of the
recycling industry or investment that has been made
into the appropriate re-use of the waste stream in the
Australian community, I am also mindful of the
difficulties that are sometimes created because of
different state-based regulatory environments, which
have meant that there have been adverse effects in the
migration of waste from one state to another. Indeed
recently there was a challenge to Victorian regulation in
relation to the restrictions on the exporting of our waste
to another jurisdiction. I certainly was very
disappointed that the legal advice, based upon federal
harmonisation and restrictions of trade, was that the
Victorian regulatory environment in effect was read
down to not be able to prevent waste travelling out of
Victoria into another jurisdiction. Environmental
protection and the ability to reclaim and re-use that
waste may be diminished by this inappropriate transfer
of waste from one jurisdiction to the other.
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Similarly, because of the concern that the member
raised in her question in relation to the commodity price
structure of the industry, in fact it has been very
difficult to generate private investment in this level of
activity. When I was minister for the environment I was
very keen to support industrial-scale re-use and
recycling and other forms of dealing with this waste
stream in a more efficient way rather than it going into
landfill. Those opportunities have not been taken up by
the private sector.
I also lament the fact that from my vantage point — and
I share this view — there has not been sufficient
support provided up until now to leverage that
investment with money that has been generated by the
landfill levy, so I volunteer that to you. The government
recognises that we have a need to support
industrial-scale recycling and re-use across Victoria. In
fact my colleague the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change in the most recent
budget has identified a number of projects that will be
designed to achieve greater use on an industrial scale
and support industrial-scale alternatives to landfill. That
is actually something that is a feature of this budget and
hopefully will be a feature of programs and
opportunities that are actually taken up.
So I have given you a fairly detailed response, even
though my ministerial colleague will actually provide
you with some more specific details, but in terms of
national harmonisation the regulatory environment is
not well harmonised to protect across borders in
relation to the transfer of industrial waste. There is a
lack of investment in relation to the recycling industry
based upon difficulties in the commodity market.
Primarily that has led to a lack of investment from the
private sector, but our government does recognise that
in terms of investment attraction and in terms of the
regulatory environment there is much work to do, and
we are determined to do it.
Supplementary question
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for his answer, and I do acknowledge
that my supplementary has been partly answered
already, but I might ask it anyway in case there is
something that he would like to add. How is the
government ensuring that current Environment
Protection Authority Victoria audits and interim
measures to limit stockpiling will not result in the
diversion of recyclables to landfill or export interstate
or overseas?
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Ms Springle for recognising that I actually tried
to cover the field generally, but I will ask my colleague
for any specific examples by which she can identify
how that in practice will be given effect to.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
have answers to the following 144 questions on notice:
7707, 7712, 10 190, 10 587, 10 593–5, 10 959–63,
10 971, 10 985–8, 10 993–6, 11 023–6, 11 030, 11 032,
11 034–7, 11 042, 11 074, 11 077, 11 100, 11 105–18,
11 145–61, 11 163, 11 224–7, 11 236, 11 240–1,
11 243, 11 248–9, 11 251, 11 258, 11 262–3, 11 265,
11 269, 11 271–3, 11 276–90, 11 296–301, 11 303–4,
11 306–9, 11 315, 11 318, 11 330–45, 11 354–5,
11 357–8, 11 360, 11 383, 11 385, 11 387–8, 11 392–4,
11 398.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Written responses
The PRESIDENT — In respect of today’s
questions, Mr O’Donohue’s first question to
Ms Tierney, both the substantive and supplementary
questions, one day. Mrs Peulich’s question to
Ms Tierney, just the supplementary question, one day.
Mr O’Sullivan’s question to Ms Pulford, just the
supplementary question, one day. That is in regard to a
time frame issue. It is around the timing of the advice of
MyEnvironment, the suggestion that they were not
going to pay and the appointment of the person — so
just clarification around that time frame. Ms Crozier’s
first question to Ms Mikakos, just the supplementary
question, one day. Ms Crozier’s second question to
Ms Mikakos, the substantive question, one day.
Dr Carling-Jenkins’s question to Ms Tierney, both the
substantive and supplementary question, two days.
Ms Hartland’s question to Mr Jennings, the substantive
question, which was the only one, two days.
Ms Springle’s question to Mr Jennings, whilst
substantive answers were provided, Mr Jennings has
undertaken to also refer the matter to the minister in
another place for any matters of detail to be provided,
and that is two days.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President,
notwithstanding your ruling, I ask that the minister also
review her answer to the substantive question. I think
she referred to a different report to the one that I asked
about. The report that I asked about draws on data
published by the National Centre for Vocational
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Education Research. It uses quarterly data produced by
that organisation, and that June 2016 data was actually
published in December 2016, within six months. The
minister actually referred to a different report to the one
that I was asking about, so in view of that could you
also ask that perhaps she answer the substantive
question as well?
The PRESIDENT — The minister will have an
opportunity to actually look at the question in Hansard.
Her understanding was that it was the same report she
was responding to. I will not give a direction on that,
but I will ask her to just check that matter.
Ms Crozier — On a point of order, President, in
relation to my first question you reinstated the
supplementary, but in terms of the substantive question
I do not believe the minister actually answered that in
relation to what I was asking, which was around the
completion of the official commissioning of these units.
I do not believe the minister actually answered that
question at all in her answer, and I would ask that it be
reinstated as well.
The PRESIDENT — Can I have a look at the
question, please? The minister is entitled to answer as
she sees fit. My view is that the minister answered that
question.
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, President, I
note your ruling in relation to the first question I posed
to Ms Tierney. I raise for your consideration the
supplementary of my third question. I asked the
minister why disciplinary action was not taken and why
the police were not called in to investigate. Now, the
minister in her response said that corrections, without
verballing her, took action. She failed to make any
reference to Victoria Police or to any actions of Victoria
Police.
The PRESIDENT — Nor does she have to. The
point is your question was, ‘What action has been
taken?’. You provided her with a range of people that
might have been called in. She did not need to take up
those. She simply had to say that she had taken action,
and she explained the actions she has taken. It is her
choice and her department’s choice as to who actually
provides that action. It was your suggestion that the
police should be brought in, but it does not have to be
the minister’s response that that is the agency she calls
in. The question was discharged properly.
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Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is on behalf of a constituent in
Nunawading and is directed to the Minister for Public
Transport. The question pertains to the new shared path
between Blackburn and Nunawading stations, part of
the Blackburn Road level crossing removal project. In
November 2016 residents on the northern side of
Laughlin Avenue were advised that they would have
their boundary fence replaced with a 2.1-metre-high
fence to provide privacy from the new shared path. On
5 April 2017 residents received a letter advising that the
design for the shared path had been finalised and they
would no longer need to remove and rebuild their
fence. On 6 July 2017 residents received a letter stating
that a $500 voucher towards timber screening or
planting would be offered on a confidential and
goodwill basis. However, now that the path has been
built it is possible to see into the backyards of those
residences on Laughlin Avenue. Will the minister
replace the existing fences with a new 2.1-metre-high
fence with lattice or louvre panels for the Nunawading
end of the shared pathway to ensure privacy for
residents per the original commitment?

Eastern Victoria Region
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport, and it relates to car parking at train stations.
It is obviously an issue of great importance in an area
with such rapid growth as exists in my electorate out in
the Pakenham, Officer and Beaconsfield area. There is
some extension of the car park in the area of Officer
scheduled. I would like to ask the minister to clarify
whether any other car parks at stations in that area are
due for extension in the near future.

Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Health. On 30 June the terms of
four board members at Goulburn Valley Health
expired. One member, Roslyn Knaggs, chose not to
apply for reappointment, and three applied to be
reappointed. I know of other high-quality applicants
who also applied to be appointed to the board. So far,
more than a month into the new board year, only one
appointment has been made to fill the four positions,
leaving three vacant positions on the board.
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Goulburn Valley Health is at a critical juncture in its
history with the appointment of a new chief executive
officer and a major redevelopment about to commence.
As such, it defies logic that the minister would fail to
extend the terms of experienced board members
Stephen Merrylees, Peter Ryan and Bill Parsons, the
latter two the immediate past chair and deputy chair
respectively. All three former directors brought various
areas of expertise to their roles, including engineering,
legal and corporate governance. Can the minister
explain her reasons for effectively sacking three
experienced board members, leaving the Goulburn
Valley Health board operating well below capacity at
this critical time?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My matter
is for the attention of the Minister for Public Transport,
and it relates to the sky rail within my electorate.
Around Carnegie, Hughesdale and Murrumbeena there
have been around 30 voluntary house purchases made
in recent months, but there is a hit-and-miss approach, a
divisive approach, being adopted by government.
Inexplicably some people are refused a voluntary
purchase and others who appear not to qualify for the
scheme are provided with voluntary purchase. I am
asking the minister directly: will she release a
stocktake, an audit, of those voluntary purchases — the
ones that have been accepted and the ones that have
been rejected — and a de-identified explanation as to
why they have been rejected and accepted? It is very
clear that this is being done to divide and conquer many
in the community. It is nasty; it is vicious. I seek the
assistance of the minister on that point. Will she release
that information?

Western Victoria Region
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
consistency question this afternoon is for the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety, the Honourable Luke
Donnellan, and it is in relation to the proposed Drysdale
bypass. The Drysdale-Clifton Springs Community
Association came to see me in my office and raised a
number of concerns about one of the options under
consideration by VicRoads. One of these options is to
replace the roundabouts from Portarlington Road to
Drysdale with three traffic light intersections, which
will create significant traffic jams for those who use the
new Portarlington-Drysdale bypass.
The question I am posing to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety is: has he considered if this is indeed a
preferred option by VicRoads, using new technology
where lights would actually turn on and off, like they
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do in other countries, depending on the peak volumes
of traffic, rather than having traffic stopped and started
within 500 metres three times, which would create a
significant logjam?

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. I refer the minister to the ongoing public
outrage about the government’s flawed plan to dig a
dirty, great ditch under the railway line at Buckley
Street in Essendon. On 6 June this year the member for
Essendon in the Assembly told the other place that John
Holland and KBR had been awarded the contract to
remove the Buckley Street level crossing. Revelations
since then indicate that that might not be strictly correct.
Will the minister clarify the contractual position for this
level crossing removal?

Western Metropolitan Region
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Public Transport. I have
been hearing from a number of my constituents about
the Essendon railway station, and I have been there
myself. This question is not about the level crossing
removal. I have a constituent who is nearly 80 years old
who says she is not able to access the station with her
husband, who is in a wheelchair, due to the steep
ramps, the gap between the platform and the train and
unsuitable toilets. She relies on the train for transport
and worries that soon she will be too old to navigate
these hurdles on her own, even without having to deal
with her husband in the wheelchair. What is the
government going to do in regard to disability access at
Essendon station?

Western Victoria Region
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Regional
Development, and it relates to the railway station
precinct in Ballarat. I must say the view of the Ballarat
community is clear, and that is that the government is
trying to sell the community a pup, but the community
is not buying it. The railway station precinct
redevelopment has been shown up to be an absolute
dog’s breakfast. Will the government now admit that
the current plan is now untenable and go back to the
drawing board, genuinely consult the community and
actually come up with a plan for the site that the
community will support?
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Eastern Victoria Region
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety. I have been contacted by a small
business owner on the Mornington Peninsula who is
concerned about Clyde Road, Berwick, between
Thompsons Road and Lindsell Boulevard, being shut
for roadworks for 17 days. He advises that a
15-minute trip is now taking at least 1 hour. My
constituent does a lot of work in the new estates in that
vicinity, and he advises that the road carries a lot of
school traffic and queries why school holidays would
not be a more logical time to shut the road down for
roadworks. He goes on to say:
We realise that some time these things are unavoidable.
However, with all the new estates they need workmen and
materials to keep working, which this closure is making a
very challenging task.

The question I have for the minister is: why has
VicRoads chosen to shut down Clyde Road between
Thompsons Road and Lindsell Boulevard for 17 days,
without taking into consideration shutting the road
during school holiday time or working around other
times to allow contractors like my constituent to
continue to have access to worksites?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
My question is also to the Minister for Public
Transport, and it relates to Domain station. Earlier this
year I asked the minister a question regarding
residents who had received works notifications telling
them that major works were scheduled to take place
on a continuous 24-hour cycle for a period of time and
that there was going to be some significant noise as
part of this work. The minister has advised that there
are a range of protection measures, which comes
down to earplugs, which I must say locals are not
impressed about. The minister has also advised that
residents who had special circumstances were
assessed on a case-by-case basis and offered
alternative accommodation accordingly. My question
to the minister is: how many people have had or have
been offered alternative accommodation as a
consequence of the works at Domain station?
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CHILDREN AND JUSTICE LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (YOUTH JUSTICE
REFORM) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I will now attempt to finish my
contribution. I was speaking before question time about
the politics of crime and the fear within the community
and the public sentiment around youth justice. I was
talking to the points raised by Hugh de Kretser in May
this year around youth justice in Victoria being at a
crossroads and his criticism of all successive
governments that the youth justice system has come to
this point of crisis. He said this:
Children in custody will be released at some point. The
question we have to ask ourselves is, what do we want to
focus on while they are detained? Do we want them coming
out hardened and on the path to a life of crime or do we want
to focus on giving them the best possible chance of living a
productive life in the community?

We see successful models in the US where they have
moved from mass incarceration to more
community-based models for addressing offending. I
certainly do promote such alternative models for youth
offenders. Community-based alternatives to adult
prisons are favoured over there and in other
jurisdictions across the world simply because we do not
want to be creating adult criminals. Hugh de Kretser
said:
Children in custody have their whole lives ahead of them.
Inhumane conditions in youth jails are in no-one’s interests.

I would have to agree with that.
I understand that a lot of the youth justice policy here is
coming from the A Balanced Approach to Juvenile
Justice in Victoria report. That cites R. v Mills as a
guide to the government’s direction for youth justice. I
think it is worth recording this. It says:
In the case of a youthful offender, rehabilitation is usually far
more important than general deterrence. This is because
punishment may in fact lead to further offending. Thus, for
example, individualised treatment focusing on rehabilitation
is to be preferred. Rehabilitation benefits the community as
well as the offender.

I think it is really worth putting these thoughts down
while we discuss such a bill. We do need to focus on
the fact that these are youths, and when they are
perpetrating such horrific crimes within our community
we need to take this seriously. We also need to be
looking at the underlying causes and looking at
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rehabilitation. This of course means more money and
more investment. And when the new detention centre is
built these things should be taken into account so the
systemic issues of the old centres are not simply
brought into the new centres.
In conclusion, I think that overall this bill is a step in the
right direction for protecting our community, and it is
certainly necessary within our current climate.
However, I do believe that a truly successful and
evidence-based reform approach needs to be taken
where we can learn from jurisdictions across the world,
including the US, and use their experiences to our
advantage. I believe that we need to present a
comprehensive suite of reforms, not just a stopgap
reform. This is the only way to provide a better way for
Victoria and for Victorians.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak briefly on the Children and Justice Legislation
Amendment (Youth Justice Reform) Bill 2017. As my
colleagues are aware, I sit on the Legal and Social
Issues Committee which is holding an inquiry into
youth justice in Victoria. We have received over
65 submissions and gathered days of expert evidence
via public hearings. That inquiry is now in its drafting
stage; we are due to report in less than a month. It has
been a very insightful process and we have heard a
really interesting and productive range of
evidence-based solutions. That is why I find it so
frustrating that we are debating this bill now while we
have got an inquiry going on. Instead of waiting for the
conclusions of that inquiry and listening to the expert
material that we gathered, we are steaming ahead with
this bill. My frustration is absolutely compounded when
we see the report that this government commissioned
on youth justice being brought down on the weekend. It
is a very good report. Penny Armytage and Professor
James Ogloff, who also gave evidence to our
committee and really outlined the significant issues
within our youth justice system, made a series of
162 recommendations which this government has
supported.
We have a backlog of over 24 bills in this house that we
are trying to get through, so why are we bringing this
bill on now? If we are going to support the
recommendations made by this report, we will be
seeing a whole new youth justice act being introduced
into this Parliament soon. I personally support the
recommendation that we need a completely new and
separate youth justice act. I think this is a very
significant report. I am disappointed that we are
debating this bill when these significant
recommendations have been made and when we have a
committee doing an inquiry into this area and being
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ignored. We are sitting here going through this bill, and
I would expect that we will be debating a new piece of
legislation on youth justice in the early part of next
year. As such I am quite ambivalent about this bill.
Despite what we have heard and despite what much of
the media may tell us, youth crime is actually
decreasing in Victoria. It has been doing that since
2010. This is also noted in the Armytage-Ogloff report.
But as Dr Carling-Jenkins mentioned, this is complex.
This is a complex area. Despite the fact that the number
of children sentenced in the Children’s Court has
halved over the last eight years, we are seeing troubling
trends of certain offence types. But what we know is
that cohort is a very small group, in fact as small as
180 young people. That is 1.6 per cent of youth
offenders, and very sadly they are committing 25 per
cent of crimes.
As I articulated just a few weeks before the break, in
my budget reply speech — and I am pleased that
Ogloff and Armytage agree — this cohort is so small
that these children could be reached really proactively.
Our focus should also be on the criminogenic factors
that drive offending. Let us look at the reasons children
are offending. That is how we will reduce offending.
That is how we will reduce recidivism. It is obviously
in the ultimate best interest of our community, of the
public safety of our community and of the wellbeing of
young people in our community.
There are so many tangible successes in other
jurisdictions that we should be learning from. I mean
the Netherlands is closing prisons down. They are
incarcerating 69 per 100 000 people compared to
138 per 100 000 people in Victoria. We spend $2000
per day to hold a child in youth detention. I think we
could be spending that money far more intelligently to
reduce youth offending in this state, but this bill does
not chart that path, and I note from the Armytage and
Ogloff report that 58 per cent of the budget is spent on
incarceration yet only 3 per cent is spent on court
diversion and other schemes to keep children out of
incarceration. As we have said, incarceration of young
people should be the very last option.
Just turning quickly to the key elements of the bill, the
bill creates a new children’s sentencing disposition —
the youth control order. I must say I am somewhat
supportive of a further non-custodial sentencing option
for children, but I am concerned that an exceptional
circumstances threshold upon breach will work against
any prospects of rehabilitation and will see children in
my opinion unnecessarily put back into incarceration. I
am very supportive of changes that introduce a
legislative basis for youth diversion, and certainly I
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think this is one of the better elements of this bill. We
know that youth diversion programs such as ROPES
have been hugely successful — so successful that
88 per cent of the participants in ROPES do not
reoffend. That is a much higher proportion than
low-level recorded outcomes when we incarcerate
children. It is this type of evidence-based policy that we
should be adopting in Victoria, and I do commend the
government for putting this into the legislation. It goes
to Mr Morris’s concerns about the recidivism and the
ongoing recidivism of our children, so supporting youth
diversion programs such as ROPES is great.
The dual-track system prevents young and vulnerable
offenders with good prospects of rehabilitation from
entering the adult system at a young age, and this is
abundantly sensible. I have been out to Malmsbury and
I have seen how that dual-track system can be effective
in giving those young people the tools they need, the
education they need and the skills they need to enter
back into society and certainly into the workforce or
into higher education. To limit the availability of the
dual-track system as this bill does, to limit it via offence
type rather than the prospects of reform, which the
dual-track system was always based on — the
prospects of rehabilitation — and now to deny that in
this bill and limit it to sentencing via offence will
ultimately burden our community more in the long run.
It works directly against the recommendations from
Armytage and Ogloff that the government has stated it
will support. So on one hand they are supporting the
recommendations of Armytage and Ogloff but on the
other hand we are introducing a bill that absolutely
contradicts those recommendations. As I have stated,
detention must remain an option of last resort.
Depriving a child of their liberty is detrimental to
adolescent development and dislocates young people
from protective factors.
There is no evidence and we have not seen any
evidence in our committee that custodial orders reduce
offending. Elevating the short-term protection of the
community as a sentencing consideration in some cases
is again less protective of the community in the long
run. Youth sentencing should focus, as I said, on the
reasons for offending — the criminogenic needs. This
change to youth sentencing considerations in this bill
does the opposite.
The mandatory parole charges in this bill are quite
curious; in fact I would have to say they are poorly
drafted. The new subsections 458A(1) and (3) insert
what conditions the Youth Parole Board must impose,
and then subsection (2) provides an exception so broad
that they will not need to impose those conditions. I
really think this is knee-jerk legislation, and I think we
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could have done better. I think we should have waited
for the parliamentary inquiry to report and waited to
consider the excellent report from Penny Armytage and
Professor James Ogloff. I commend the youth diversion
changes to the house, but I must say I am fairly
ambivalent about the rest. I look forward to hearing
more about this bill in the committee process.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) — I
follow of course Ms Patten and I have listened with
interest to some of the comments she has made about
the process that has brought us to this point, and she has
summed it up quite well I think. We have a tandem
process going in some ways. We have a committee
which is considering issues to do with youth justice and
the sad predicament we find ourselves in, we have this
legislation and then over the weekend we had the report
that has been prepared by Ogloff and Armytage, which
we have been waiting for for some time, and these
things are happening together in a way that I think is
obviously not well-planned. It is not streamlined. As
Ms Patten says, we have a big backlog of legislation in
this chamber, and yet we are being asked to deal with
this bill when — given that the government has said
that it will implement all recommendations of the most
recent report — we are going to be back here pretty
soon.
I also listened to Mr Morris’s contribution, and he made
a number of comments that accorded with my thoughts.
If you are going to look at legislation as a legacy of a
minister, this is a pretty sad legacy. I do not know if we
are going to know this as Jenny’s law in the future, but
a couple of parts of it in particular have been made
necessary simply because of the prevalence of attempts
at escape from youth justice centres, the number of riots
we have had over the last year or two, which are a
product of the current government and not what went
before, and also the incidence of attacks on staff who
are working within youth justice centres. The sheer
prevalence of this sort of highly undesirable
behaviour — to use a very mild term — means that we
are confronted with this legislation, and I think that is
an appalling legacy of this minister, who has overseen a
system in crisis and a markedly different standard and
trend of behaviour under her leadership.
There are a couple of parts of this bill that I would like
to speak to. There is of course the creation of a new
offence that applies to an adult who arranges for a child
to commit a crime on their behalf. This is an almost
Dickensian type of behaviour and clearly something
that should be strongly condemned, and adults should
pay a penalty for behaving in this sort of appalling
fashion, but I look also at some of the later stages of the
bill — for example, there are provisions about what is
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called euphemistically ‘information sharing’ between
the secretary, the Youth Parole Board and Victoria
Police. I think we probably see the origins of this in
some of the most recent escapes from youth justice
centres in Victoria.
The bill will allow the secretary to grant permission for
the publication of limited identifying information when
a child escapes from a youth justice facility. I think this
has its origins in the escape that we had a few months
ago where there was, as I understand it, a bit of a
stand-off, a breakdown in communication, between
police and the people who were running the youth
justice centres about who exactly had the right to make
that decision and how it should be communicated
publicly. There was evidence given on this publicly at
the current inquiry on youth justice, and it would almost
be laughable if it were not so serious, because what we
were seeing at the time was youth justice workers,
Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS)
staff and police trying to work out who could make this
decision and how, while we had young people engaged
in a rampage of criminal activity across the state, which
started in the north and moved across the state and saw
some random and very, very serious crimes, including
carjacking, assault and theft. It took some time for those
15 or 16 young offenders to be captured. It surely
would have been easier to do so if they could have been
identified. I understand that there are sensitivities
around this because they are minors — I get that — but
it is highly undesirable that we found ourselves in these
circumstances.
It is not the first time that there has been this sort of
dislocation between the police and DHHS staff, who
have been repeatedly called into youth justice centres. I
understand that on 7 March 2016, for example, there
was a breakdown in the police command control
structures during the riot at Parkville, and it has been
reported that there was little or no apparent
communication or coordination with staff at the front
line. That is not a desirable set of circumstances at all.
We see also that there are new provisions for increased
consequences for offences that are committed in a
youth justice facility, including increased penalties and
accumulation of sentence.
Again, something that has come up repeatedly — it has
come up through the current inquiry, it has been raised
directly by staff who have gone to the media and it has
been seen, as I understand it, in a range of previous
reports — is that we keep being told that staff are
fearful of actually, first of all, sometimes engaging with
young people in these circumstances and they are
fearful of the consequences if they make a report of
behaviour that they have been subject to. It is all very
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useful to enshrine in legislation some new crimes and
misdemeanours, but they will be of absolutely no use if
people are too scared to use them, and that is the
evidence that we have been given. That points to a
much deeper cultural problem, and there are aspects of
this cultural problem that have been warned of in
numerous reports.
What I do not see in this legislation is a response for
how those behaviours are going to be dealt with. I think
that one reason for that is that some of the problems and
some of the causal factors simply are not part of this
legislation. For example, there is the impact of the
numbers of casual staff, and there have been reports on
this going back for several years. It has been the subject
of evidence at the committee, and it was included as a
causal factor in reports that have been largely kept
secret but have been the result of inquiries into the
youth justice system. Yet the proportion of agency staff,
in particular at Malmsbury, remains very, very high. It
would be useful, actually, as part of this debate to have
confirmation of the current figures on the proportion of
agency staff in places like Malmsbury and Parkville. I
think that would go some way to enabling us to assess
whether this legislation is actually getting at the core
issues that we need to be dealing with.
The information in here about privacy is something that
we respect. It is important, as I said earlier, given that
minors are involved that issues of privacy are dealt with
very, very carefully. That is why one of the pieces of
unfinished business in this portfolio to me is the Muir
report. The Muir report has not been made public, but a
copy of it was given to the Community and Public
Sector Union (CPSU), there were a number of
witnesses who came before the parliamentary inquiry
who indicated that they had it and of course it was
leaked to Fairfax and we have seen extracts from it in
the Age. The circumstances of this have not been the
subject of significant comment by the minister, who has
not been very clear on how we find ourselves with a
report that has got such currency in the community and
in the sector and yet cannot be given to the Parliament
in accordance with the direction that has been provided.
That report, as I understand it, includes confidential
client information. It includes the names of youth
justice staff, and it includes the names of clients. I am
very curious as to whether the CPSU received a clean
copy of that report and, if so, whether that was a breach
of the secrecy provisions of the Children, Youth and
Families Act 2005. I am curious about whether the
minister gave permission for the department to actually
give that document to the union or whether she found
out about it after the fact. I am curious about whether
there has been any sort of investigation into what, on
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any view, is a very, very serious breach of
confidentiality requirements. If something is ending up
in the hands of the Age and is being published, there has
clearly been a serious breach. I would love to know
whether there has been any investigation into that and,
if so, what the outcomes are.
The Minister for Families and Children is here, so
perhaps when she is summing up she might like to fill
us in on what efforts she has taken to ensure that there
has not been a breach of those secrecy provisions and
what, if any, consequences there have been. Whether
anyone has been found to be responsible for the leaking
and whether due policy was followed in that regard, we
simply do not know. So while we are considering a bill
that has to do with privacy and young people who are in
youth justice centres, we have a largely unexplained
major breach, in my view, of the existing secrecy
provisions and no understanding that that is not going
to happen again.
There have been a range of reports that have been made
into youth justice, and we have seen parts of some of
them, we have seen some recommendations and we
have seen references to the content, but generally we
have not seen them in their entirety. But what we have
seen is a consistency of themes across those reports.
I spoke earlier of the use of agency staff and how this is
something that has been problematic in terms of the
effective running of youth justice centres. We have no
real assurance that this is not continuing to happen at an
unacceptable level. What I do not have is any sense that
the themes that have occurred yet again in this latest
report will be ably dealt with by the minister, because a
lot of it is not news. It is things like agency staff. It is
things like the mix of children and young people who
are sentenced versus those who are not. It is cultural
issues about DHHS staff being afraid to actually press
ahead and complain when they have been badly treated.
It is cultural issues like staff believing that they cannot
raise complaints because they will not be dealt with
properly. I know this latest report is intended to be very
much the circuit-breaker that sets things afresh and
enables the government to move on, though I fail to see
how that can be the case.
I will give one further example of an unanswered issue
in all of this. Neil Comrie’s report on youth justice and
youth justice riots included a recommendation which
was made public that we should comply with policies
on responding to clients’ demands during negotiations.
I am paraphrasing there; that is not a quote from
anything. This looked quite unusual; it was quite
different to the other recommendations made by
Mr Comrie within the report. I understand that it harks
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back to an issue when there was, as I said earlier, a
breakdown in the police command control structures
during the riot at Parkville. What happened, as I
understand it, is that staff who were on the front line
agreed to provide tobacco and a radio to the clients.
Mr Comrie — who apparently did not comment on the
specifics of this at all, judging from the
recommendation he made in that report — did not think
this was an appropriate thing to do. The provision of the
radio is I think particularly serious given the media
involvement in that event. This is referenced in a
number of reports of the circumstances which talk
about the effect that the media coverage of that ongoing
event likely had.
If I could sum it up, I would say that I agree with the
comments that Ms Patten made — again I am
paraphrasing — about the shambolic backdrop to this in
terms of process. It is unsatisfying. We have a new
report that says in many instances things that have been
said before by a variety of different people and in a
variety of different ways. We are yet to see the
conclusion of the committee inquiry into juvenile
justice, and it is pretty clear that we will find ourselves
back here again dealing with further issues.
This bill truly is unfinished business. As I started off by
saying, it is a sad indictment of the minister. If her
legacy is going to be the introduction of new provisions
that have to do with escapes from youth justice facilities
and increasing consequences for offences committed in
youth justice facilities, then that shows what the record
is under her watch, and it is one that is totally
unacceptable.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — I am pleased to rise
today to speak on behalf of The Nationals on the
Children and Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth
Justice Reform) Bill 2017. As I do so I would like to
state that The Nationals will be holding a ‘Not opposed’
position on this bill. While the bill covers off on the
Crimes Act 1958, the Children, Youth and Families Act
2005, the Sentencing Act 1991, the Corrections Act
2006 and a whole range of other acts and makes some
incremental steps in the right direction, it does not go
far enough in many other ways. It also contains
particular clauses in relation to youth control orders
(YCOs), and Ms Crozier has put up a reasoned
amendment on this. I wholeheartedly endorse
Ms Crozier’s sentiments in that reasoned amendment.
Often the bills that are debated in this house have
wideranging ramifications for the legal system, the
criminal system, for victims, for mums and dads, and
also for police within our community. I would like to
give some examples of people who have talked to me
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about issues in relation to crime and youth crime, the
lack of services and the overstretched resources that we
face, particularly in rural Victoria and my eastern
Victoria electorate.
We have a government that is totally out of control in
relation to youth detention. We have seen in the last
two years up to 40 riots at youth detention centres.
Rather than facing the problems and getting down to
resolving them the government is just bandaiding them.
When you look at the footage of the riots that occurred
at Parkville and Malmsbury, you see joints that have
been trashed. It is just so disappointing and frightening
for staff within those detention centres to have to front
up to work each and every day not knowing if their
personal safety will be at risk. I have spoken with
former Corrections employees — I have spoken about
this in Parliament before — who told me that under the
previous government there were parameters and
support for them to be able to implement programs for
youth in detention centres that enabled them to take
responsibility for their actions. There were
ramifications and consequences of their actions. What
we have seen over the last two years is pizza, Coke and
Tim Tams being handed out, and that is very
concerning.
While tougher sentences are needed for serious
offenders, we also need to empower our staff to feel
safe in their day-to-day management. Only last week
the Herald Sun came out with a report that said that the
tradies who are rebuilding the Parkville and Malmsbury
centres, at a cost of millions of dollars, are being
threatened. I would not say these people are
faint-hearted people. These are people who know how
to do a hard day’s work. They are certainly able to take
care of themselves. But in the course of repairing the
damage at the centres they have been held up by young
thugs. It was reported that these thugs stole tools,
physically intimidated the workmen and were preparing
to use furniture as weapons against the contractors. Not
only do we have staff who do not feel safe but we also
have tradespeople, who have been brought in to fix the
system, not feeling safe.
Turning to the bill, I want to specifically go into a
couple of clauses in more detail. Clause 4 creates a new
offence which applies to adults who groom children to
do their dirty work for them. Cracking down on
experienced criminals who offload onto young
offenders is a good thing and deserves to be
commended. This is a sort of Oliver Twist situation
where you have adults grooming children to steal cars
or to break and enter. It is just atrocious, so this is a
worthwhile provision within the bill.
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Part 3 of the bill, clauses 9 to 19, introduces youth
control orders, and I would like to spend a bit of time
on this this afternoon. Youth control orders are
proposed to give the Children’s Court the power to
issue more intensive and targeted supervision sentences
for young offenders. YCOs can restrict where a person
can visit and who they associate with, including
curfews. They can also include training and
employment plans. Non-compliance is supposed to
result in the court placing the young person back into
custody. YCOs are intended for offenders who have
committed serious crimes but who have the potential
for rehabilitation. As I will explain in a moment, this
system does not work for community correction orders
so I do not know how it is going to work with youth
control orders. In effect the government is seeking to
allow serious offenders back out onto the streets. The
public should rightly be suspicious of the government
for weakening the system.
There is an alternative to sentencing. The introduction
of youth control orders will only increase the workload
for our overstretched police force in regard to arresting
youths. If elected, the Liberals and Nationals will come
down much harder on crime. We believe that
non-custodial orders should be strengthened, not added
to with YCOs.
The Andrews Labor government’s 2017–18 budget
shows a 60 per cent increase in the rate of people who
are out on community correction orders. That is a
60 per cent increase from the previous year. Let me
give you a case in point. One of my constituents was
issued with a community corrections order which he
breached and he was never arrested for it. The breach
only became apparent when he attended court for a
separate incident some 12 months later. The system is
struggling to keep up with the paperwork and the
provisions to keep community corrections orders under
control. My concern therefore is if we are having
trouble doing it for corrections orders, then what about
the new YCOs?
It is already clear that under the Andrews Labor
government Victorians are facing more home
invasions, carjackings and aggravated burglaries as a
daily occurrence. Only a few days ago we saw a petrol
station attacked. The workers within it were harassed
and traumatised when people wilfully stole money and
cigarettes and trashed the joint. It must be scary
working in these places after what has happened. Now,
moving forward, they have to put on security guards in
order to keep those people safe within, at an additional
cost.
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I commend Mr O’Donohue for his work on the debate
coming up tomorrow on the Crimes Amendment
(Ramming of Police Vehicles) Bill 2017. We will be
supporting that bill wholeheartedly in order to protect
those frontline people, the police, who go out on the
beat every day and who more and more are being faced
with being rammed, putting their lives in danger.
Recently I had communications with a
metropolitan-based criminal lawyer — a legal aid
lawyer — who suggested that if we looked at a YCO, it
could only work if there was accountability by the
young offender, and there must also be understanding
and commitment by the offender’s family to the
conditions of the YCO if it is to have a successful
outcome. Sadly, the people whom this would be
capturing are not generally those who would find
accountability a tasty treat to work under. We are
releasing young people who have offended again and
again, so I cannot see how this would happen.
Furthermore, my contact, who works daily in the
profession, stressed the importance of allowing the
youth in these institutions to gain a perspective of the
adult world and to be responsible for their own actions,
and this is not a way to do it. In terms of the system
being overstretched, our courts are overstretched, the
legal system is overstretched and so are the
professionals and our police.
Let me give you another example of how the system is
facing a great deal of pressure in time frames and
bodies moving through. Early last week a constituent of
mine had a relative scheduled to appear in the
Magistrates Court for a plea hearing. At the time the
young bloke was on remand in the Metropolitan
Remand Centre. He was due to be transported to the
court at 9.30 a.m. What happened? He did not get
collected. Why would that have been? Either the court’s
adjacent room was full or the transport system was full.
What also happened was that the magistrate and the
courts were still billed as if he had attended. Finally,
after much scrambling, the barrister and the magistrate
ended up having a telephone court appearance, but this
serves to highlight the fact that this happens on a
regular basis — transportation does not occur and costs
are still potentially incurred by Corrections Victoria. I
am sure magistrates and barristers are incredibly
frustrated.
I am frustrated with the government’s failure to address
the underlying cause of youth crime. We have
disengagement. We have a lack of employment,
particularly in the Latrobe Valley where youth
unemployment is 15.8 per cent. That is 15.8 per cent,
and we wonder why, when we do not give our kids an
opportunity to have full-time or part-time employment,
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they turn to crime and they turn to drugs, particularly
ice.
Again I stipulate that youth offenders need to be
educated at a young age as to how the system works.
Often if they are smart, sneaky and wanting to work the
system, they learn that if they plead guilty, they might
gain leniency and receive a lesser sentence. This is not
teaching them the consequences of their actions and
how their crime sprees can affect the community.
While waiting in the Melbourne Magistrates Courts for
a plea hearing, another one of my constituents had to sit
through some serious criminal proceedings involving a
19-year-old who was a member of the Apex gang —
that is, while that person was waiting for another court
case, they listened to the 19-year-old’s court case. The
19-year-old had unlawfully gained entry into a
woman’s home with the view of stealing her car and
whatever else he could lay his hands on. After the
forced entry he bashed the victim and left her in a
terrible physical state and a traumatised state of being.
The accused was seeking bail, not for the first but a
fourth time.
Ms Shing — On a point of order, Acting President,
just out of an abundance of caution I would seek some
assurances that the matters that the member is referring
to are not currently the subject of court proceedings.
Ms BATH — On the point of order, there are no
names.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! The member to continue.
Ms BATH — Good. Thank you. So my point —
Ms Shing — Further to the point of order, Acting
President, I have raised concerns in relation to a
potential sub judice issue here, and I would ask that you
rule in relation —
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I want to hear the member, please.
Ms Shing — I would ask that you rule in relation to
this matter, Acting President, given the concerns that I
have about the way in which the member has described
the incident in detail, which could in fact enable the
alleged offender to be identified and could in fact have
implications of sub judice. We just need an assurance
from the member, that is all. If it has been ruled on, that
is fine.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Thank you for your point of order. I am not in a
position to make a judgement on that issue, but I would
like to ask the member to be more cautious on the issue.
Ms BATH — This was some time ago. I have been
very general in my description. It was there to highlight
a point that goes to the fact that the bill before us today
looks at a magistrate being able to have carriage of
court proceedings. My point is that it is important that
the magistrate has some ongoing capture of court
proceedings, and that is what this bill encapsulates
today. We need consistency, and this bill holds to that.
It needs to go further but it also is important in the
system. As my time has concluded, I indicate that we
will not oppose the bill but totally support Ms Crozier’s
reasoned amendment to rule out youth control officers.
Ms Lovell — On a point of order, Acting President,
there is no minister present in the house.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
There is no point of order. A minister is here. The
minister is in the corner.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise
to speak briefly on the Children and Justice Legislation
Amendment (Youth Justice Reform) Bill 2017. My
colleague Ms Springle comprehensively outlined our
concerns with the bill in her contribution to debate
during the last sitting week. We do agree there are some
useful parts in the bill that we would support, such as
the youth diversion programs; clause 6, which provides
for a consistent magistrate to oversee criminal
proceedings against children; and also clause 31, which
would require officers to make reports of any incidents
involving the use of physical force or isolation.
However, we were never going to vote for the bill, and
we had drawn up some amendments to clauses which
we thought really did need amending in some way to
improve the bill. But after discussions we have decided
to not proceed with those amendments and in fact to
just not support the bill, because we believe it is
fundamentally flawed. Despite there being some
aspects of it which we would support, they are
outnumbered by the very large number of aspects of it
which we cannot support.
I would like to also say that we really cannot
understand why the government actually brought this
bill forward before the report from the Legal and Social
Issues Committee on this particular issue has been
finished and tabled, because the whole point of that
inquiry was to better inform the legislative framework

Tuesday, 8 August 2017

for this very important area, which impacts on the lives
of young people every day.
As I said, I will not go into the points that have been
made already by my colleague Ms Springle, but it has
been only a day or so since the Ogloff-Armytage report
was tabled and nobody has had sufficient time to really
consider that either. That report also could have
informed the bill. So the bill has been introduced, the
inquiry has not been finished and a 700-plus-page
report was tabled only recently. No-one has had time to
consider that report.
The major issue we have concerns our fundamental
problems with the bill. With all I have said up until
now, we would like to put on the record that we will
support the reasoned amendment put forward by
Ms Crozier, that:
… this bill be withdrawn and part 3 redrafted so that certain
of the proposed additional powers in part 3 be instead made
available for existing orders for young offenders.

That is how the reasoned amendment reads, but I want
to put very clearly on the record that if a bill were to
come back with part 3 redrafted so that certain of the
proposed additional powers in part 3 were instead made
available for existing orders for young offenders, we
would not support that. We would not support that part
of the reasoned amendment. We do support that part of
the reasoned amendment that seeks that the bill be
withdrawn, and as I said, we would support that it be
informed by the report of the inquiry and by other
evidence that is available. This important area of
legislation that impacts on young people every day of
their lives needs to be based on evidence of best
practice and what works for young people. That is not
what this bill delivers, and that is why we will support it
being withdrawn.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr MULINO
(Eastern Victoria).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

DISABILITY AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 June; motion of
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture).
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am very pleased to speak on the Disability Amendment
Bill 2017, which has come on a bit earlier than we
expected because of the terrible management of the
previous youth justice bill by the minister with
responsibility for it in this chamber. The minister does
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need some time to gather herself and deal with the
issues, which allows us to talk on the important
Disability Amendment Bill in the meantime.
This is a good bill that the coalition will be supporting.
The bill strengthens the safeguards for Victorians with a
disability by providing the disability services
commissioner with greater oversight functions and
powers in line with the recommendations from the
inquiry into abuse in disability services. There are a few
key things this bill actually achieves. It gives the
commissioner greater powers to investigate reports of
abuse and neglect in disability services, attempting to
improve safeguards for people with a disability by
establishing an own-motion inquiry power and other
new inspection powers. It also allows the commissioner
to appoint authorised officers to visit and inspect
relevant premises without notice and specify actions
that need to be taken as a result of investigations. It
allows for greater information-sharing capacity between
agencies in line with the transition to the national
disability insurance scheme. So there are some very
good elements to the bill, which is the reason that we
will be supporting it when the debate on the bill
concludes, hopefully later on today.
The disability services commissioner, I have to say, has
done a very good job in relation to the powers that he
has had. I do want to acknowledge the work of Laurie
Harkin, AM, who has been the one and only disability
services commissioner in all the time that we have had
one here in Victoria. I have had the pleasure to work
closely with Laurie over many of those years and
certainly as minister for four years.
The report of the disability services commissioner talks
of the office as being an independent voice promoting
rights and resolving complaints about disability services
in Victoria. It is fair to say that the issue of complaints
has come onto the agenda because of the work of the
disability services commissioner. The volume and
activity of his office over the years has increased year
on year, so much so that in 2015–16 over
1000 inquiries and complaints were handled,
30 complaints were finalised in conciliation,
9 investigations were finalised, and 87 per cent of
complaints were partly or fully resolved. There were
348 incident reports reviewed; over 2000 people
attended training or information sections;
30 submissions were made to inquiries and
consultations; 24 000 promo, info and educational
materials were distributed; and 2174 complaints were
reported by service providers. It is a substantial work of
the office and important work that has been done and
continues to be done.
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It is fair to say that through the inquiry into abuse in
disability services that was undertaken by the Family
and Community Development Committee — a very
important piece of work — concerns were raised
regularly about the office and the work of the disability
services commissioner. I think, as the report says, it
acknowledges that the expectations of the community
in relation to the role were not being matched by the
powers that were actually given to the office of the
disability services commissioner. That mismatch was
leading to a level of dissatisfaction, so while the
disability services commissioner was actually fulfilling
to the best of his and his office’s capability what he had
the power and capacity to be able to do, that was not
meeting the broader expectations in relation to the
disability sector and to families and people with
disabilities.
I think what this bill does is start to take the steps to
address some of those issues, particularly through
things like the power to investigate complaints. It adds
to the power to investigate complaints with the capacity
to compel attendance, calling for evidence and
documents, applying to a magistrate for a warrant to
inspect the premises and issuing service providers with
actions to remedy any issues substantiated as a result of
any inquiry by the commissioner.
The own-motion power is an important one. It is one
that organisations — agencies that have the capacity to
own-motion — have to balance in terms of what
own-motion inquiries are undertaken versus what is
requested, because with that volume there is always
more that can be done, and the management of that
along with the regular, ongoing management of the
office and the complaints process generally is one that
has to be balanced carefully. It is one that I am
confident that the disability services commissioner will
be able to manage very competently and will be able to
prioritise in the interests of the issues for people with a
disability.
In looking at the annual reports for the disability
services commissioner from 2016, it does say that in
relation to reporting and particularly mandatory
reporting:
Since 2012, my office has been responsible for the oversight
of category 1 incident reports for allegations of staff-to-client
assault and unexplained injury, and we have provided
biannual advice to the Secretary of the Department of Health
and Human Services …

He went on to say that this year that scope has been
broadened to allow a greater range of category 1
incident reports. I think this goes to my next point,
which is that the expansion of the role of the disability
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services commissioner and the importance of that role
is one that has been supported by all political parties in
this Parliament. As minister in 2012 I was very pleased
to be able to expand that role to include the oversight of
category 1 incident reports. This is something that has
obviously been further expanded in recent times.
I was also very pleased as minister to introduce the
Disability Amendment Bill 2012, which had a number
of actions which were undertaken, one of which was to
allow the disability services commissioner, who can
consider complaints about services that are provided by
an organisation contracted or directly funded under the
Disability Act 2006 by the Secretary of the Department
of Health and Human Services, to consider complaints
about organisations that did not fall within the current
definition of a disability service. These might be things
such as a disability advocacy service or a financial
intermediary service. That change was about increasing
the protections that the commissioner is able to provide
to people with a disability.
I think the message I am clearly conveying is that the
expansion of the role of the disability services
commissioner is something that we were committed to
in government, and we undertook legislation and
actions to enable that to happen — and in many ways
the work that continues to happen continues to expand
that role — and that this legislation we have today
continues that work as well, which is why we support
the legislation and why we think it is important that this
is allowed to happen and can continue.
The work of the inquiry was very important. I know
they worked very hard across the state talking to people
with a disability, had many submissions in relation to it
and made many recommendations. There is further
work to be done to enable the realisation of those
recommendations. One of the things that as minister I
was very pleased to introduce and work hard on was the
introduction of what was called the disability worker
exclusion scheme. While I have not said so publicly
before, I say now that we actually fought really hard for
this scheme. A number of options were presented,
including a legislated option right through to this option
which covered residential services and was put in place
through management by the then Department of
Human Services. What we wanted to make sure in
response to some incidents of abuse was that we had
the capacity to examine the workforce, track the
workforce and identify for the benefit of potential
employers individuals who may pose a risk to people
with a disability. It is not an easy process, and I was
very pleased on 5 August 2014 to announce that we
were establishing this scheme.
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What we know is that the vast majority of the disability
workforce do an incredible job. They are highly
committed. They work extended hours. The support
they provide for people with a disability is substantial,
and they actually have great pride in their work, but
there are a very small number of workers who do
endanger the safety and wellbeing of clients. What we
had found was that these individuals were able to move
from employer to employer before any allegation had
been formally investigated, and in some instances that
inappropriate behaviour continued, so we brought in the
disability worker exclusion scheme to ensure that
workers who endanger the safety and wellbeing of
people with a disability are excluded from further
employment within the sector.
The department maintained a register of disability
service workers who had put their clients at risk of
harm or abuse and who were under investigation for
doing so. So the issue there was that if the investigation
had not been concluded, because there was no
resolution there was no ability for that to be recorded on
their record going forward. So this was actually quite a
fundamental shift, and what we thought was an
important one, to ensure the safety and wellbeing of
people with a disability. It is never acceptable when
workers or an environment puts people with a disability
at risk in terms of their wellbeing. I was very pleased
that we were able to formulate, develop, put in place
and implement this scheme in late September 2015.
In the inquiry into abuse in disability services there was
actually some commentary in relation to this. We knew,
for the fact of getting the scheme up and running in the
first place, that we had gone with the most
straightforward mechanism to implement the
scheme — not the legislated option, which would not
have been put in place in the short time frame. I quote
from page 125 of the inquiry report:
While the disability worker exclusion scheme (DWES) in its
current form has shortcomings, and has had its critics,
evidence suggests it has been a useful instrument for
excluding from the sector those workers found to be unfit to
continue to work with people with disability.

I have got to say that I was very pleased that while it
was not the be-all and end-all — the comprehensive
option that was legislated and put in place — the fact
that we were able to get a scheme in place in the first
place meant that there were protections afforded to
people with disability through the disability worker
exclusion scheme that had not been afforded to them
previously, and the inquiry recognised that had a
benefit and was now recommending further expansion
of the scheme. I think that is a very positive step. We
could have sat back, it could have been years, nothing
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could have happened and some of those people could
have continued to be employed in the sector to the
detriment of people with disabilities. Once again there
has been some good progress, and there are some
recommendations for and commitments to further
progress that build on the work of the Liberal-Nationals
government back in 2014.
While talking on the bill I want to take the opportunity
to mention a few other things that we are proud of in
terms of having made progress on while in government.
We continue to support much of the work that
continues to benefit people with a disability in this state.
One thing that was very much our focus was closing
outdated residential institutions. When I was minister
three institutions remained where there were sometimes
up to 100 clients that resided together in the one
facility. This was in contrast to the model that had been
evolving over many years of closure of residential
institutions to be replaced by much more personalised
and home-like four or five-person residential
accommodation.
Over the course of the last couple of years of the
Liberal government we made commitments to, planned
for, funded and started to deliver the closure of the
residential disability institution in Oakleigh and
committed $14.1 million in order to build new
accommodation and relocate residents. I have been
pleased to recently see the minister opening and
enjoying with residents the new disability
accommodation now that the Oakleigh Centre has
closed and the residents have been relocated
successfully out in the community.
There was also the closure of the Sandhurst Centre,
outside Bendigo. Once again we committed a
significant amount of money in 2013 to build new
disability accommodation to transition those residents
out. I have to put on the record how disappointing it is
that despite our having announced and supported both
Melba Support Services and the Karden Disability
Support Foundation to be the operators of those new
Sandhurst supported accommodation units, this
government overturned and cancelled the agreement
with those two organisations and arranged for the units
to be run by DHHS. That was certainly not the
commitment that had been made or the agreement that
had been signed.
Interestingly, however, I think the Labor government is
now experiencing quite a bit of feedback from their
union masters in relation to the fact that they have made
commitments for DHHS-run disability accommodation,
now through the NDIS, to be put out to the community
sector, or the non-profit sector, once again. It is a very
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strange set-up at Sandhurst where there were two
community sector partners that were going to run it,
those agreements were cancelled, it was drawn back
into the department and now there is a process to put it
back out again.
The third remaining residential institution was the
Colanda Centre, down in Colac. I was very pleased to
make funding commitments to move 20 residents out,
understanding that there were still some further steps
for the final group of residents to be concluded there.
We made a very strong commitment to the closure of
residential institutions, and the benefits of that are being
realised now.
One of the big achievements of the Liberal-Nationals
government under both Ted Baillieu and Denis
Napthine was the agreement in relation to the NDIS,
the trial that happened down in Barwon and of course
the attraction of the headquarters of the National
Disability Insurance Agency (NDIA) to Geelong. There
was a significant amount of work, and this bill relates to
the capacity to manage the transition to and the ultimate
operation of the NDIS. That work was in the making
really from a commitment we made in opposition to
support the NDIS. We were the first major political
party in Australia to commit to that and then to realise
that. We are seeing through the media some of the
outcomes of the very pushed and rushed negotiations
that were driven by the then federal Labor government,
including then Minister for Disability Reform, Jenny
Macklin, bringing forward the time frame for
implementation by a year, ahead of the time frame that
had been laid out by the Productivity Commission. We
are seeing the ramifications of the rollout of the NDIS
in terms of the very rushed time frame that the Labor
government set.
Nonetheless, there is no doubt that for most of those
who have transitioned from individual support
packages, individually run in states, to the NDIS, with
much more choice, much more control and often
significant additional funding, the NDIS is making a
very big difference in their lives. I am very proud that
we supported Victoria to be a participant in the signing
of the agreement with the federal government to the
launch of the Barwon site as a trial and of course to the
opening of the headquarters of the NDIA in Geelong,
which has brought hundreds of jobs to Geelong and
continues to ensure Geelong’s rightful place as a hub
for insurance in its broad form in Australia. It was very
important work.
In terms of the context of the disability services
commissioner I have to say that Laurie Harkin is a
national leader in relation to quality and safeguards and
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has in many ways been leading much of the debate,
certainly while I was minister. I am sure that has
continued in relation to the safeguards that need to be in
place through the NDIS.
We have always said — and I am very pleased to see
the words of the current minister — that we do not want
a lowest common denominator approach in terms of
quality and safety. We have always said that the quality
and safety regime in Victoria, which was and is held up
across the nation, needs to translate to the NDIS as
well. The bill that we are debating today and the
changes recommended by the inquiry and those being
put in place by the government will continue to further
enhance the capacity of Victoria to ensure those
safeguards are there for people with a disability.
I just want to touch on a few other things in relation to
the work that has been happening for disability
services, oversighted by the disability services
commissioner. One of my favourite things that we did
when I was minister — and I would like to
acknowledge a former member of this house, Andrea
Coote, who was a catalyst in making this happen —
was the introduction of Changing Places Transforming
Lives, affording people with a disability the dignity of
being able to use toilet and bathroom facilities in public
locations. We promised $750 000 to bring these toilet
and bathroom facilities to six locations, including the
MCG and Melbourne Zoo, also making sure that there
were facilities as part of the Rod Laver Arena
redevelopment and stage 2 of the Melbourne Park
redevelopment. We went on to commit to them in
Ballarat and in other locations, including a mobile
location through a bus out at Maroondah. It is very
important work, and once again it is good to see that
concluding and actually being realised for people with a
disability.
The other important recognition is of course for carers,
and they do an amazing job. I was very pleased in 2012
to introduce the Carers Recognition Bill 2012. The
legislation requires government-funded agencies to
reflect the care relationship principles in the operation
of their business and to report in relation to them. There
were a number of other things, and of course with
carers that included some funding for the Gippsland
Carers Association. I think it is very disappointing that
that support for the work that is happening across the
board has not continued under this government.
There has been, I think, very significant work done, but
there is always the opportunity to improve. I think the
issue of abuse of people with disability, whether it is in
residential services, in day services, in any employment
context or wherever it might be, is something that the
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Parliament and all political parties and all governments
must remain ever vigilant to. The work of the Family
and Community Development Committee is important
in highlighting that. What we do see is that there are far
too many examples of this continuing to happen, and
there is an opportunity through a number of the
recommendations to take further steps to ensure that
people with a disability are safe, have their wellbeing
ensured and can actively participate to the full extent of
their interests and capacity in all aspects of life.
On the issue of abuse there is zero tolerance. That is
supported across the board. It is important work. There
are further recommendations and things this
government has committed to implement that are not
reflected in this legislation and that do need to be dealt
with and need to be worked on and implemented, but as
a step this legislation today warrants the support of this
chamber and of this Parliament to take a further step
forward in relation to the valuable and important work
that the disability services commissioner does and in
relation to ensuring that the transition to the NDIS is as
smooth as it can possibly be through, in this case,
sharing of the information. I commend the bill to the
house.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — This
is a bill that the Greens can wholeheartedly support. It
is really pleasing that a comprehensive inquiry
occurred, really looking at those issues around abuse of
people with disabilities, and out of it has come this
piece of legislation. I have several friends who have
adult children who have disabilities and who live in
various accommodations run by a whole range of
different organisations, and the thing that has always
struck me is the fact that someone who is not of good
character can easily move from place to place — that
there is not enough regulation about the way people
work and the way they deal with people with
disabilities. So it is very pleasing that the heart of this
legislation is around own-motions inquiries so that the
commissioner can do those investigations that are really
needed.
In this day and age people with disabilities should not
be subjected to abuse. They should be able to live in the
community in a way that suits their skills and what they
want to do, and they should never be subjected to any
kind of abuse. Clearly and unfortunately, though, the
parliamentary inquiry showed that that happens all too
often.
As I said, I am only going to speak briefly on this, and
it is not because I do not think the issue is important but
because I think the legislation is clear. It is good. It is
actually going to do good work, and we should all
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support and encourage this government to look at other
inquiries that have brought forth really important
information and to act on those inquiries as well. With
those few words, the Greens will be supporting this
legislation.
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) — I too rise to speak
on this bill and speak in support of it. When I first rose
in this place a few weeks ago I spoke about inequality,
and it is interesting to look at the public debate and
discourse that is going on at the moment around that
terminology. Much of the discussion has been around
finances and taxation et cetera, but of course we know
that inequality can manifest itself in so many different
ways. One of the ways of course that it does is when we
have the most vulnerable in our community, who rely
on the support of others to live day to day and to get the
care that they need just in order to get through each and
every day, being abused. When that trust is abused —
however it is abused, however they are let down —
inevitably that adds to inequality, so I am very pleased
to be able to make my first contribution on a bill on one
that I think is going very much to the heart of inequality
and trying to do some excellent work, as previous
speakers have said.
I think from the outset we need to recognise the efforts
of the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing. If it
was not his first act as a minister in this Parliament,
then certainly it was one of the first few things that he
did when he called for this inquiry. He could see that
there had been systemic abuse across the disability
sector for a long, long period of time, and he was
determined as the minister to do something about it —
and he did. He initiated the inquiry, and he ought to be
commended for it because the Andrews government
does not tolerate abuse or neglect of people in any
circumstances, but least of all people with a disability.
We are committed to improving the safeguards for
people with a disability and importantly working with
people with a disability and other stakeholders to ensure
that higher standards for safety exist in our system. Of
course once the inquiry got underway it started to
uncover some things that I think made everybody,
rightly so, very uncomfortable. When we started to hear
some of the stories through the inquiry it started to
make everybody shift a little bit in their seat and
wonder how such a system could be around in this day
and age.
I know from being a person who was a layperson at that
point in time that if looking at the media reports,
listening in to some of the inquiry hearings and reading
some of the submissions did not move you, then you
did not have a heart — you simply did not have a heart.
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To listen to some of the mothers stand up publicly and
talk about the abuse and neglect that their children had
suffered over a long period of time was very moving.
What did not exist was the environment for them to be
able to pursue those things to give their child the
support and the relief that that child needed and
deserved from our system.
In preparing for today I went back and actually had a
look at a couple of those media reports. I will not
mention names even though they are in the public
domain; I do not want to rip the bandaid off for some of
those people. But there was the woman who spoke
from the heart about three of her four children having a
disability, a couple of them having multiple and severe
disabilities and mental illness, and how she had become
concerned about the behaviour of one of her son’s
carers. She reported it to the facility where her son was
residing, but by the time the police were alerted all of
the forensic evidence had gone — it had disappeared
into the ether — and we had the duckshoving and the
blame game going on, with this complaint being
shuffled around from desk to desk but never actioned.
And of course the loser out of all of that as well as the
child was the mother having to watch, knowing that
there was something significantly wrong but not being
able to do anything about it.
And there was the other mother who talked about —
again in a public way, and I will not mention her
name — her son, a non-verbal man with autism, who
was sharing a state-funded emergency facility, Autism
Plus, with four young people. He had been attacked
several times. He was 20 when his parents had to move
him into the group house, and four months into his stay
they were told that their child had been sexually
assaulted by another resident. Despite numerous
attempts by this woman to have this complaint
investigated within the facility, within the system and
by police, it just did not occur. And again, this young
person was subjected to the same abuse again and again
for a number of years. So watching and listening to
those stories long before I got into this place certainly
was for me a real eye-opener. I could not quite
understand, and I am sure many people could not, how
it got to that point.
When we turn to the inquiry — and I have talked about
some of the things that the inquiry uncovered — what
did it say? Well, at the end of the day it said that there
cannot be any tolerance for abuse; that we must have a
new guiding principle in relation to service providers
that they promote a culture that upholds the rights, the
dignity, the wellbeing and the safety of people with a
disability; and that we do not tolerate or normalise
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abuse, neglect or exploitation. This was not 20 years
ago; this was last year.
The inquiry handed down some 49 recommendations,
and this bill that the government presents today we
believe substantially implements the key elements and
aspects of those 49 recommendations. I think as
previous speakers have said you could always argue
that these things can go further, and I am sure over time
that they will. But we have got a starting point; we
move forward from today, and we hope that this gives
families who operate within the disability sector a way
forward and comfort that things are on the improve for
them.
The bill also, as well as having that new guiding
principle in relation to service providers and the
promotion of the culture, strengthens the disability
services commissioner’s oversight of service providers.
In particular the bill provides the commissioner with a
new function to undertake own-motion investigations
into abuse and neglect of people with a disability. That
is very important. That is very, very important. It means
that for the first time the commissioner can themselves
initiate their own investigation into these very serious
matters. To support that new function — that new
power of the commissioner — the bill also provides the
commissioner with a power to appoint authorised
officers to visit and inspect the premises of service
providers that they believe are not providing a level of
service that they ought to.
The bill also, importantly, has a range of other
provisions to streamline and strengthen the powers,
obligations and functions of the commissioner, and
some of those provisions include providing
evidence-gathering powers to conduct investigations,
including expanding the commissioner’s power to seek
a warrant for investigations referred by the minister or
the secretary of the department, and a new offence for
unreasonably obstructing or hindering the
commissioner or the commissioner’s authorised officer
when exercising inspection and search powers. Again,
it is a much-needed reform which allows for further
action to take place and is obviously designed to end
the paper shuffling and get some real work done.
The bill also enables the commissioner to share
information with other bodies — a very important
aspect of the legislation — including the coroner,
Victoria Police, the Office of the Public Advocate and
the Department of Health and Human Services
(DHHS). This provision particularly is designed to
reduce duplication and ensure that the most appropriate
body takes action to better safeguard people with a
disability. The bill also enables disability service

Tuesday, 8 August 2017

providers to disclose relevant and appropriate
information to support people transitioning to the
national disability insurance scheme and to the relevant
commonwealth department with responsibility for
continuity of support arrangements for older persons.
I want to just, very briefly if I might, talk about the new
powers of the commissioner. Currently their functions
include assisting the resolution of complaints in a
variety of ways, including conciliation; undertaking
inquiries requested by the minister or the secretary of
DHHS; and education, training and research to improve
the complaints culture and systems in disability service
providers. The legislation gives the commissioner some
new powers and some important powers.
I have talked briefly about own-motion investigations,
but the commission will also have the capacity to refer
investigations. The bill strengthens the commissioner’s
role regarding matters referred by the minister or the
secretary by specifying what matters may be referred
for investigation and clarifying that the purpose of the
referral is to identify service improvements or to
understand service issues. The bill provides for
investigative powers through the appointment of new
authorised officers, information sharing powers and,
lastly, expansion of reporting powers and obligations.
They include the discretion for the commissioner to
name a service provider in his annual report if the
service provider has unreasonably failed to take the
actions to remedy an issue following an investigation
by the commission.
This government is serious about these reforms. That
was evidenced in the budget earlier this year where we
committed $8.7 million over the next three years to
assist with the implementation of these new powers. It
will enable the commissioner to equip his office to
undertake the enhanced safeguarding functions,
including the recruitment of approximately 12 new staff
to assist, providing some additional training to
community visitors to support them to refer cases of
abuse and neglect of the commissioner, supporting the
coroner to refer information about deaths of people
with a disability to the commissioner and supporting
DHHS to respond to requests from the commissioner
resulting from his enhanced oversight functions.
In summary, the Andrews Labor government does not
have any tolerance for abuse and neglect of people with
disabilities. We want to provide the support to people
with disabilities that they deserve, that their families
deserve and that we believe the Victorian community
expects from us. We are going to do that through the
greater investigative and reporting powers and the
sharing of information with relevant bodies that I have
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spoken about. I understand that this bill does have
broad support in this place, and I commend everybody.
I commend those who conducted the inquiry. It must
have been a very, very difficult process hearing those
stories that did make us all very uncomfortable learning
about them. Notwithstanding that, we are clearly as one
on this bill, and it is a tremendous privilege that I have
today to commend the bill to the house.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — In rising to
speak on the Disability Amendment Bill 2017 I have to
tell the house that I was one of those members of the
Family and Community Development Committee who
sat through the hearings, held predominantly last year,
that led to this bill today. That was pretty harrowing, I
have to say. It shocked me to my very core. I had
absolutely no idea that such dreadful things were
happening to the most vulnerable people in our state. It
shocked me, it disgusted me, it appalled me and a lot of
times it deeply, deeply distressed me, so I am very, very
pleased to see this bill here today. We have to say to the
community as a Parliament — not just as a
government, not just as an opposition — that we have
zero tolerance for abuse.
It is beyond my comprehension how anybody could do
some of the things that we heard about during the
course of the inquiry, how somebody could treat largely
defenceless people in the way that they were treated. It
was and it is — you would like to think it is not
happening anymore, but I doubt it — bullying to the
nth degree as to what is happening and what has
happened. I cannot fathom how we can treat anybody
in this situation as a second-class citizen, and that is
what has happened over the years far, far too often. Just
because somebody has a disability does not take away
any of their humanity. Just because somebody has a
disability does not mean they are any less important
than anybody else.
I have spent a fair bit of time with the disability sector,
if I could use that term — it sounds a bit impersonal —
and certainly with people with disabilities in my own
family and in other families that are close to me and,
more recently, with families across the state that I have
gone to meet as shadow parliamentary secretary for
autism spectrum disorder. It is both uplifting and
distressing, because you see the distress that can be
caused by the disability involved but at the same time
you see the extraordinary courage, the extraordinary
strength and the inspiration that parents and family
members show in looking after children, and
sometimes adults, with disabilities.
I know in my own family — and they will hate me for
saying this — my three girls are just the most
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extraordinary people that I think God ever put breath
into for what they do with their brother, who can be
extremely difficult at times. They love him nonetheless.
Irrespective of what he does to them and irrespective of
how he acts, they love him nonetheless. In fact I think
sometimes the more he acts up, the more they love him.
I am not sure how that works, because it is a challenge
to me at times, I have to tell you. Certainly they meet
the challenge that they face on a daily basis almost with
a degree of joy.
I cannot begin to tell you how proud I am of them. A
19-year-old, who should be out having the time of her
life, is totally and absolutely committed to her
16-year-old brother with severe autism — totally and
absolutely committed. God help anybody who even
suggests that institutionalisation might be some solution
to the problems that we face, because that is when the
Finn would really fire up. That is not a pretty sight, as I
am sure some in this house might attest to. His younger
sisters are just as committed to him. When I consider
some of the injuries that he has caused to each of them
at some stage, it makes it even more extraordinary.
I use my family not to blow up my own tyres but to
hold them up as an example of families right across the
state. I see them all the time, and they amaze me. As I
have said in this house before, I leave some places and I
am almost skipping with joy, which again is not a
pleasant sight. It is gives me such heart that there are
such wonderful people around who do such tremendous
work not just with their own families but with others as
well.
One group that I visited recently was Spectrum
Journeys out in Chirnside Park. I had never been to
Chirnside Park before; it was a new experience for me.
But I went out there, and I visited them with Kate
Johnson and a group of young women, most of whom
are parents of children with autism themselves. They
were working their tails off to help others, giving up
their time and giving up their resources. Everything that
they do they fund themselves. It is just amazing. They
are just typical of so many people across this state that I
am so proud to say I have met and seen in action. There
is a lot of plus side to the disability sector. I hate that
word ‘sector’, but I will use it.
Ms Shing — Community.
Mr FINN — The community, thank you. I knew
Ms Shing would come in handy one day, and she has.
She has come up with a good word, so I thank her for
that.
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As I say, there are so many good things happening, but
I know there are also so many bad things that are
happening. It is sad. As I read this legislation and pick it
up — you know, we have got 60 pages in this bill — it
is sad that we actually need it. It is sad that we would
have to have a disability services commissioner to
protect those who need protection. Unfortunately there
are some people around who — I nearly used a word
which would have had me rebuked most severely —
are not very pleasant and are not very fair. They do
show the side of humanity that we all wish did not
exist. This might be the basis of another speech that I
make on another bill later this year.
I absolutely support this bill. It might not go as far, as
has been said, as I would like, but it is a damn good
start. Certainly it gives me enormous satisfaction.
Having spent most of last year working on this report
for the Family and Community Development
Committee, it is great to know that it has not been taken
and used as a doorstop somewhere as so many
committee reports are prone to do. I am sure there is a
room somewhere. I am not sure whether it is in this
building or in 1 Treasury Place, or it might even happen
to have its own building — it might need its own
building in fact — where there are parliamentary
reports upon parliamentary reports just piled up. They
were put in there, have never been seen since and will
never be seen again. But I am very pleased that the
report we put together last year has gone a significant
way to contributing to this legislation here today.
I commend this bill, and I sincerely hope that it sends a
message to every person with a disability in this state
and to every carer in this state. The carers, let us face it,
are just critical. Without the carers we would have no
hope of looking after the numbers of people that are
looked after. I am hoping that this legislation and the
fact that both sides are supporting the legislation — all
sides in fact — will send a —
Dr Carling-Jenkins — Thank you.
Mr FINN — I see Dr Carling-Jenkins from the
Australian Conservatives is supporting the bill. I think
that is a marvellous thing in her first vote as an
Australian Conservatives MP. I think that is a
marvellous message to send — that she too supports
those people with disabilities — to the carers, to the
families and to those who do really, really care about
people with a disability. As I said before, we can
concentrate a little bit too much sometimes on people
who possibly should be strangled but we do not
highlight the extraordinary work, the amazing spirit, the
stamina — call it what you will — of so many people
across Victoria and across Australia who spend their

Tuesday, 8 August 2017

lives, commit their lives to, helping others with
disability.
We saw just this week with the death of Betty
Cuthbert — an extraordinary woman who spent most of
her latter years in a wheelchair because of multiple
sclerosis — that she had a friend over in Perth who was
just committed to looking after her the whole time. That
is going on everywhere, and if there is one thing more I
would like to see than this legislation, it is perhaps more
support for carers, who are largely selfless. I have seen
so many of them who give up any personal aspirations,
who give up their own social life, who sometimes give
up their own personal space to help somebody else.
That is probably the ultimate thing that anyone can do,
and I really think that we as a Parliament and whoever
is in government should provide more support for those
carers. I am not just talking about throwing bags of
money at people, although that is handy; I think we
need to tell them that they are appreciated and in
various ways show them that that appreciation is very,
very real and that we encourage them in the work that
they do.
I take this opportunity to publicly pay tribute to them
today and to give them a huge thankyou for the work
that they do, because without them, as I said earlier,
there is no way that those people with disabilities could
be properly looked after or looked after anywhere near
as well as they are. So I pay tribute to those carers and
those families who do put in so much hard work and
effort to ensure that their family members or those in
their care are well looked after. Acting President, I
support the bill and I wish it a speedy passage.
Ms Shing — Hear, hear, Mr Finn!
Mr FINN — Can we get that in Hansard?
Ms Shing — On a point of order, Acting President,
can I put on the record my gratitude for Mr Finn’s
acknowledgement that I have in fact managed to
contribute something positive to the chamber and
endorse the views that Mr Finn has expressed today in
his contribution — another first, perhaps, for this place.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Thank
you, Ms Shing. You would be well aware that is not a
point of order, but probably Hansard has picked up
every single word you have just said.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I rise to speak very briefly today on
the Disability Amendment Bill 2017. I will be
supporting this bill. As people in the chamber would be
aware, I worked in the disability field for many years.
In fact for almost two decades I worked in the disability
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field, prior to what I describe as the midlife crisis that
brought me to politics. I did my PhD in disability rights
in Australia and our history in this country is nothing to
be proud of in regard to the way we have treated people
with disability, but we are a long way from that now
and we still have a long way to go. This bill is part of
that long way to go.
Near the end of my career I worked in the area of best
practice. I focused particularly on group homes for
people with intellectual disability. I worked with people
with behaviours of concern, and I worked with
disability services around the dual disability of
intellectual disability and dementia. This was only a
few short years ago, and I observed terrible incidences
of abuse during my time. I also observed more often
conditions within disability services which were just
one step away from abuse.
It was not all bleak of course. Where person-centred
approaches were genuinely implemented, or even better
where rights-based approaches were implemented,
conditions within disability services were significantly
improved and those abuse conditions were not present.
So I come to this bill pleased with the attempt by this
government to implement the recommendations of the
Family and Community Development Committee’s
inquiry into abuse in disability services. This was an
inquiry which heard of horrific examples of abuse and
of the conditions leading to this abuse, and I do
empathise with members of that committee on the
tough job that they had. I appreciate and acknowledge
their work and their dedication to the cause, and I
appreciate the fact that this is now being acted on —
rather quickly for a Parliament, to be honest.
This bill adds a new principal to the act that disability
services should not tolerate or normalise abuse, neglect
or exploitation of people with a disability. That should
be a given in our society, but we know that it is not. It
also enables the disability services commissioner to
initiate inquiries at their discretion into complaints
relating to disability services, from allegations of
individual cases of abuse and neglect to systemic and
recurrent issues of abuse and neglect. Because of the
long history of vulnerability to abuse of people with
disabilities, particularly at the hands of people who are
supposed to be caring for them or supposed to be
supporting them, this is a necessary power for the
commissioner to have. It is a power that is independent
of governments and independent of the influence of
funding bodies or disability services.
Quite simply we must do better to protect the
vulnerable in our community, and we must do more to
protect people with disabilities from being open to
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abuse in our communities and in the services that are
there supposedly to protect them. Furthermore, the
commissioner is provided through this legislation with
relevant powers so that authorised officers can be
appointed to visit and inspect relevant premises without
notice in relation to its own-motion inquiry and
complaints function. I mention this because I think it is
a very important part of the bill. I understand that if
entry is refused, authorised officers cannot enter by
force; however, a new offence is established around
hindering or obstructing an authorised officer
exercising their powers without reasonable excuse. I
can absolutely see the benefit to this after the conditions
of abuse that I have observed. This is quite simply
about transparency and it is about accountability.
These services receive public funding and must be
accountable and transparent about their practices and
about the living conditions within the services that they
run. Essentially authorised officers under this
legislation must obtain the consent of people with
disabilities or their guardian prior to entering private
rooms and before they interview them. I think this is a
really significant part of the bill. This is a necessary
protection for people who have often had no control —
absolutely no control — over who enters their very own
private space.
I do believe there is a lot of work we have to do, but
this is a really great start. I do commend Minister Foley
for his advocacy, for his determination to get this right
and, as Mr Finn said, for not using the report as a
doorstop. I thought that was a really good description.
So I commend this bill to the house. It provides a better
way for Victorians with a disability.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) — I
am pleased to be able to speak and say a few brief
words on the Disability Amendment Bill 2017. I think
much of it has been said already by those who have
gone before. It of course implements recommendations
of the Family and Community Development
Committee’s inquiry into abuse in disability services,
and some of the recommendations made by the
committee have found their way into this bill.
I know Mr Finn was part of this inquiry, and he and I
often spoke of it while it was ongoing, and I know that
he, like others who were part of it, was greatly affected
by it. The issues that it raised were of course of no
surprise to Mr Finn nor indeed to others, but it is very
confronting to sit through the sort of evidence that the
committee heard about a range of serious forms of
abuse against very vulnerable people.
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While it is uncomfortable to listen to and painful at
times, I think it is important that people are heard, and I
say that for a couple of reasons. The first is that there
needs to be acknowledgement of what are often quite
dreadful crimes, and there needs to be some kind of
attempt to redress these, but also there is a history, as
the committee of inquiry heard, of people on occasion
making complaints about abuse of different forms and
not being believed, which is all too common an
occurrence and a horrendous thing. It is a dreadful thing
for someone who needs additional support — for
someone who is, as I said, vulnerable — to be harmed,
sometimes by someone who is in their proximity to
look after them. It is someone who has a greater duty of
care and they are abusing the person who is within their
care, which is a horrendous thing. It is important that
this is recognised and that we work together on having
some practical ways of trying to ensure that this does
not happen.
The committee heard extensive evidence of widespread
abuse and neglect within the disability sector over a
long period of time, but I think it is also important to
make the point that there are many people who work
within the sector and volunteer as well to assist people
who have disabilities who perform their tasks with love
and care and with enormous dedication to duty. I do not
in any way want to smear the reputation of people who
are giving to all of us when they give to people who are
exceedingly vulnerable in our community.
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cases of abuse. A number of them involved serious
sexual assault. I vividly recall my boss at the time
handing a file over and saying, ‘You need to immerse
yourself in this. I know it’s unpleasant, but you need to
know it backwards’. These were incidents that in some
cases lead to criminal charges, very serious criminal
charges, but at the same time there was a parallel civil
procedure in relation to employment, because these
employers were adamant that, whatever happened, they
did not want these staff back on their premises.
There is one case that sticks particularly strongly in my
mind, and it involved a very seriously disabled woman
who was unable to speak and who had very limited
mobility. She was subjected to more than one serious
sexual assault. It was a horrendous case, and I
remember being horrified by many aspects of this case
but in particular the fact that the woman in question
could not cry out — she literally could not speak for
herself. To be attacked in the night when she was
alone — I cannot begin to imagine the fear that that
woman must have felt. It is people like her who I think
of when I look at the measures and the powers that are
introduced through this bill.

I note that the disability services commissioner will
have an inspection power that enables them to
investigate to an appropriate level with greater support,
and it will also provide them with additional powers to
undertake more timely site visits as well. The abuse that
was reported to members of the inquiry took many
forms: there was physical and sexual assault, there was
verbal and emotional abuse, there was financial abuse
and there were also levels of general neglect, some of
which were very severe and potentially endangered
lives. This happened in services that were operated by
government, which is something that we all need to
take responsibility for, as well as by non-government
providers.

I should say that one aspect of that case that was
particularly concerning is that one of the acting
managers in that area did not understand that this
woman had been, one, subjected to sexual assault, and
secondly, that she had been raped. When I read the case
notes it was pretty clear to me that it was likely that the
assailant would be charged with the rape, and indeed he
was. I was horrified at the time that she did not
understand that, but I would like to think that it shows
how far we have come. These events were many years
ago now, in the 1990s. I am hopeful that today we do
not find ourselves in that kind of situation where
someone could look at case notes, could look at witness
statements and could look at what the police are saying
and not recognise a rape for what it is. I would like to
think that we do not find ourselves in that situation. We
are kidding ourselves, however, if we believe that there
is no longer widespread neglect and at times abuse, and
it is combatting that that makes this bill so important. It
has my strong support.

When I was speaking with Mr Finn over time about this
and also when I considered this bill it reminded me of
part of my own professional history. I have mentioned
before that I worked in industrial relations, and I
worked in the public health sector for some period of
time. One of the things that I was responsible for was
defending unfair dismissal claims, and there was a
period when I worked with a number of public sector
health employers who had dismissed staff for abuse of
disabled clients. Some of these were quite horrendous

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I just wanted to make some very brief
remarks. I think it has been a very respectful debate that
we have had on this very important bill. I do want to
begin by commending Minister Foley for, firstly,
putting in place the parliamentary inquiry that led to a
number of these safeguarding reforms that have been
put in place through this bill. I do recall very well these
issues coming to light very close to the last state
election, and in fact I had the task of addressing these
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issues as the shadow minister at the time and did in fact
commit Labor to implementing a parliamentary inquiry,
so I am very pleased that Minister Foley moved very
quickly to ensure that that parliamentary inquiry was in
place and that Victoria is in fact leading the way when
it comes to improving safeguards for people with a
disability.
The parliamentary inquiry did some very important
work, and I also want to commend members of that
committee, particularly the chair, Maree Edwards, for
the work that they did do. It did shine the spotlight on
the incidence of abuse and neglect within disability
services. It is very important that we do continue to
shine a light on these matters in relation to any person
facing vulnerability, whether they be a child or a person
with a disability.
I am very pleased that the bill implements the
government’s commitment to legislate a response to the
parliamentary inquiry, but I am also pleased that
Minister Foley has put in place additional resources
through the budget this year to facilitate the new
powers of the disability services commissioner and also
provide training for community visitors. We all know
that they perform a very important role in terms of
ensuring that there is an independent person that can go
and visit accommodation where people with disabilities
live, and I want to acknowledge the important role that
they play in ensuring that there are proper checks and
balances in the system.
Finally, I also just wanted to make the point that it is
important as we move to the national disability
insurance scheme (NDIS) that there continue to be
adequate safeguards for people with disabilities. I want
to commend Minister Foley for his strong advocacy to
the federal government on these issues and the need for
a strong national quality and safety framework to
ensure that people with a disability have the same level
of quality assurance and safeguards under the NDIS.
With those words I am happy to commend the bill to
the house and thank members for their contributions.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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COMMERCIAL PASSENGER VEHICLE
INDUSTRY BILL 2017
Assembly’s amendments
Returned from Assembly with message agreeing to
Council’s suggested amendments.
Ordered to be referred to committee.

SENTENCING AMENDMENT
(SENTENCING STANDARDS) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 June; motion of
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture).
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to make some brief
remarks this afternoon on the Sentencing Amendment
(Sentencing Standards) Bill 2017. This bill at its
essence proposes amendments to the Sentencing Act
1991 and the Crimes Act 1958 to repeal the baseline
sentencing regime, to establish a new standard sentence
scheme for certain indictable offences, to require the
fixing of a non-parole period in relation to certain
substantive sentences and to amend the guideline
judgement scheme.
The opposition is not proposing to oppose this bill, but
it does have some concerns over a number of
provisions and indeed particular concerns around part 4
of the bill that relate to guideline judgements. Part 2 of
the bill seeks to repeal the baseline sentencing regime.
This was a model that was introduced by the previous
coalition government in an effort to establish a
framework by which our courts would standardise the
sentences they had put in place on serious offences and
have those sentences reflect community expectations.
The intention was that a baseline sentence would be just
that — it would be a default sentence. It would be a
guideline that a court was expected to adhere to unless
there were exceptional circumstances which required a
court to vary from that baseline sentence and to
obviously give reasons accordingly.
It was not long after the introduction of that baseline
sentencing scheme that we saw the courts move away
from it. The courts made judgements in a way that did
not uphold the intention of the baseline sentencing
scheme and effectively invalidated that scheme. As a
consequence of the decision of the Court of Appeal that
brought about this outcome, we are seeing the
government today seek to repeal the baseline
sentencing scheme and replace it with what it has
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described as a standard sentence scheme which is
targeted at establishing a standard regime of sentencing
from which courts can then have discretion around
individual judgements.
What this scheme does not do, though, is raise the
threshold, or raise the sentences that are likely to flow
for serious indictable offences, and particularly offences
involving violence. This is something that continues to
be of concern to the Victorian community. We have
seen over the last two years, as this house has heard
time and time again, an unprecedented increase in
violent crime in Victoria and an unprecedented growth
in crimes such as home invasions, carjackings, violence
against the person, assaults and the like — things that
have not been prevalent in the Victorian community
until very recently. Melbourne was not known as the
home of carjackings until recently; it was not known as
the home of home invasions until recently. This is
something that has unsettled the Victorian community,
and it is something that the Victorian community
expects the government, the Parliament and the courts
to take action on.
The community has made it very clear that they are sick
of the revolving door justice system where Victoria
Police apprehend offenders and if they get to
prosecution — that is, if they have not already been let
out on bail — when they come to court on substantive
charges they then receive a sentence which is not
reflective of the community’s expectations. What we
have today with the standard sentencing mechanism
that the government proposes to put in place of baseline
sentencing is a regime that will not see the sentences for
those serious offences increase.
We have seen time and time again examples of where
the judiciary does not act in a way that reflects the
views of the Parliament around sentencing. We saw
that with the baseline sentencing scheme. We saw that
when the Parliament increased maximum sentences for
particular violent offences in the statute. We do not see
the commensurate increase in sentences reflected in the
decisions of the judiciary, and this is something that is
of concern to the Victorian community. We do not have
any confidence that the standard sentencing scheme
which is being introduced with this bill is actually
going to change that or that we will see those increased
sentences that the community expects for serious
violent offences. We will see this new framework and
this new standard sentence in place of a baseline
sentence, but what we are not going to see is actually an
increase in the sentences which are handed out for
particular violent offences. To that extent this
legislation is not going to meet the expectations of the
Victorian community.
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Then there is that ongoing tension between the
legislature and the judiciary in the area of sentencing,
but ultimately it is for the legislature to reflect the
community’s expectations in the sentencing
framework. Increasingly I think we will see criticism of
the judiciary where they hand down sentences which do
not reflect the community’s expectations, and
increasingly we will see interventions from the
legislature which put more constraints around the
judiciary in the way in which they hand down
sentences. If we continue to see the judiciary not
reflecting community expectations, inevitably we will
see in the future legislation which puts more constraints
around the discretion that the judiciary have.
The next item of the bill in clause 22 relates to the
fixing of non-parole periods for certain standard
sentences — for example, a 30 years non-parole period
for a life sentence; at least 70 per cent of the term of
imprisonment where a term is 20 years or more; and at
least 60 per cent of the term where a term of
imprisonment is less than 20 years — to establish a
framework which establishes a nexus between standard
sentence period and the maximum that is available.
The other area of the bill which is of concern to the
coalition is part 4 of the bill, and the coalition will seek
in the committee stage to remove that from the bill. I
ask, Acting President, that the coalition’s amendments
be circulated.
Opposition amendments circulated by
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan)
pursuant to standing orders.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — The amendments the
coalition is proposing in relation to part 4 seek to omit
that part of the bill. Part 4 of the bill is in relation to the
guideline judgement scheme, which is where the Court
of Appeal, not sitting in trial on a particular matter, may
make a guideline judgement as to how parts of the
sentencing regime should be applied by the court and
by the lower courts.
The one guideline judgement which has come to this
house’s attention in the past is the guideline judgement
which was made in respect of the matter of Boulton and
Others in relation to the application of community
correction orders (CCOs). The house will recall that the
previous coalition government, in removing the option
of suspended custodial sentences, created the
framework of community correction orders in
recognition that there are some offences where
incarceration was not appropriate but nonetheless a
penalty should be applied and the previous concept of a
suspended sentence — a custodial sentence that is
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suspended — was also not deemed appropriate, so the
framework of community correction orders was put in
place. Not long after that was put in place we had a
guideline judgement from the Court of Appeal which
sought to state that CCOs could be applied to ‘relatively
serious offences’, which were the words used by the
Court of Appeal. It went on to talk about examples such
as rape, child incest and a range of other serious
offences.
It was never the government of the day’s intention and
it was never the Parliament’s intention that CCOs be
applied to those sorts of offences. The effect of the
Court of Appeal in its wisdom determining that in some
circumstances those types of offences could be the
subject of a sentence using a CCO was to then open it
up to people who were charged with those offences to
say that because, under the guideline judgement, the
sentence for such an offence may only be a CCO, it was
a charge for which the person should be granted bail,
for example. That then became a problem and the
Parliament had to intervene, and it did so last year in
amending the CCO scheme to basically avoid the
problems that had been created by that guideline
judgement.
What part 4 of the bill does is actually seek to open the
guideline judgement scheme to give the
Attorney-General the ability to apply to the Court of
Appeal to give a guideline judgement or to review a
guideline judgement and to allow a guideline
judgement to include an indication of the appropriate
level or range of sentences for particular offences or
classes of offences. Our concern with this is that it is
effectively saying the Attorney-General will have a
mechanism where they can go to the Court of Appeal
and have the court make the law to determine, by way
of a guideline judgement, what is an appropriate level
or range of sentences for various offences. That is the
role of the Parliament. It is not the role of the judiciary,
or the Court of Appeal specifically. Frankly, we have
seen, where the Court of Appeal stray into the area of
creating law around sentencing, that they have not done
a very good job. They certainly have not reflected the
expectations of the community. So we believe that this
provision, which would allow the Attorney-General to
apply to the Court of Appeal to do just that — to get
involved even more than they are now in making law,
in making decisions around the appropriateness, range
and levels of sentences — is not a positive step. The
amendments that the coalition will move when the bill
gets to committee in fact seek to omit provisions
contained in part 4 of the bill.
The coalition, as I said, do not oppose this bill. We do
not believe that replacing the baseline sentencing
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regime with a standard sentencing regime is going to
advance sentencing in the state in the way that the
community expects. We are concerned that we are
seeing, as I said, time and time again the judiciary not
reflecting community expectations around sentencing. I
note that the coalition have made a number of
announcements over the last 12 months in relation to
sentencing and other penalties in relation to 11 serious
violence offences now. We do believe this is a
significant concern to the Victorian community. We do
believe there needs to be further legislative intervention
to ensure that we are seeing the will of the Victorian
people reflected in sentencing decisions. We do not
believe that this regime of standard sentences is going
to do that and we certainly do not believe that the
guideline judgement model is going to act in the best
interests of Victorians, and we will be looking to omit
that from the bill.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards) Bill
2017 does the following major things. It repeals the
baseline sentencing scheme which was introduced by
the previous government and in its stead establishes a
new scheme called the standard sentencing scheme for
certain indictable offences. It also enhances the
guideline judgement scheme and makes an amendment
to the definition of ‘arson offence’. Amendments are
made to the Sentencing Act 1991, the Crimes Act 1958
and the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act
1981 to give effect to these amendments.
The Greens are very supportive of part 2 of the bill,
which repeals the baseline sentencing provisions in the
Sentencing Act, Crimes Act and Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Act. The Greens always opposed
the introduction of the baseline sentencing regime.
When it was introduced by the previous government I
argued that it would not be workable and it would make
the sentencing regime too complex. The Court of
Appeal in the case of the Director of Public
Prosecutions versus Walters, a pseudonym, in 2015
held that baseline sentencing provisions were incapable
of being given any practical operation. The government
announced that it would repeal baseline sentencing
some time ago, and now with this bill that is occurring.
However, we are concerned with part 3 of the bill,
which establishes the standard sentence scheme instead
of baseline sentencing. While it is not as complicated
and unwieldy as baseline sentencing, we believe it is
also unwarranted and will unnecessarily complicate
sentencing in Victoria. I have also had some
amendments drawn up to remove that part of the bill,
which I understand in some ways is the main part of the
bill. I am happy to have those amendments circulated.
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Greens amendments circulated by Ms PENNICUIK
(Southern Metropolitan) pursuant to standing
orders.
Ms PENNICUIK — With regard to baseline
sentencing, by a strong majority the court held that the
legislation was incurably defective. That was because
the legislation did not provide any mechanism for the
achievement of the intended future median. Further, the
act erroneously conflated the idea of a median sentence
with a sentence of mid-range seriousness. It was held
that there was no way to properly overcome those
defects without the judiciary exceeding the limits of its
interpretive power in order to try to fill a gap in the
legislation. Further, the Court of Appeal observed that
the baseline sentences act was plainly contemplated to
create a two-stage sentencing methodology in practice.
That was notwithstanding the claim in the explanatory
memorandum that baseline sentencing was not a
starting point for judges and did not require two-stage
sentencing.
The Court of Appeal observed that it is a tenet of
sentencing law that the sentence imposed in a particular
case reflects the judge’s evaluation of the full range of
factors bearing on the nature and circumstances of the
offending and the personal circumstances and past
history of the offender. The mere fact that two
offenders receive the same sentence for the same
offence provides little or no information as to whether
the cases are in any way comparable.
By pursuing a standard sentence scheme, however, the
government has missed the opportunity to take the
advice of the Sentencing Advisory Council in its
sentencing report whereby, after identifying some
offences for which sentencing guidance is required, the
council recommended that guideline judgements are the
most effective, influential and persuasive form of
providing sentencing guidance. The council made it
clear that guideline judgements have the best capacity
to address the issues identified in its analysis of
offences with sentencing problems. It also said that
guideline judgements can address sentencing concerns
that are broader than concerns relating to a particular
offence, such as sentencing for family violence
offences.
In my opinion the government should be giving
guideline judgements the chance to be utilised first to
address the problem identified of sentencing for certain
offences. The Sentencing Advisory Council, while it
identified a number of identifiable offences, said in its
preface that:
The council believes that there is no evidence to suggest that
there are broad or systemic problems with the sentencing of
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all offences in Victoria. The vast majority of all sentences
imposed are not subject to an appeal, and their imposition is
both appropriate and unremarkable. However, the system is
not perfect, and there are valid concerns regarding some
aspects of sentencing, such as the sentencing standards for
sexual offences, particularly sexual offences against children.

The Sentencing Advisory Council also went on to say:
The council’s preferred model is an enhanced guideline
judgement scheme that will create an evolving, inclusive,
evidence-based, and judge-led process that can respond to
changing community attitudes and legislative reforms. If a
standard sentence scheme is adopted, the council
recommends that it should be targeted at those offences for
which there is evidence of significant problems that can be
addressed by sentencing guidance, and that such a scheme
should be combined …

However, I am of the view that enhanced guideline
judgements would be the first way to go.
Liberty Victoria reiterates this, referring also to the
Court of Appeal providing authority and guidance in
matters such as family violence offending whereby in
DPP v. Meyers the court stated:
Violence of this kind is alarmingly widespread, and extremely
harmful. The statistics about the incidence of women being
killed or seriously injured by vengeful former partners are
truly shocking. Although the cases under consideration do not
fall into that worst category —

that is, the cases they were considering at the time —
they are symptomatic of what can fairly be described as an
epidemic of domestic violence.
General deterrence is, accordingly, a sentencing principle of
great importance in cases such as these.

The Greens are supportive of the general thrust of the
report of the Sentencing Advisory Council, which was
commissioned by the Attorney-General in 2015. It was
a very comprehensive report that was produced by the
Sentencing Advisory Council of some 400 pages, and
the upshot of it was to recommend the increased use of
enhanced guideline judgements and not go down the
road of sentencing standards, which are similar to if not
the same as baseline sentencing.
Liberty Victoria went on to say that the ‘sentencing
scheme is unlikely to be found to be incurably
defective’, and that:
The bill attempts to address some of the above criticisms from
the Court of Appeal and is modelled on the New South Wales
model of standard non-parole periods, except it applies to
head sentences.

Liberty Victoria said it:
… strongly opposes the introduction of a NSW-style standard
non-parole period scheme. The problem with such a system is
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that it leads to a distortion of the judicial task and results in
cases such as Muldrock v. The Queen (‘Muldrock’), where
judicial officers fail to give appropriate weight to matters in
mitigation (in that case intellectual disability) because of
giving too much weight to the standard period. Further, as the
High Court made plain in Muldrock, such a system still does
not permit the court to take a two-stage approach to
sentencing, and the standard non-parole period only concerns
a hypothetical case in the mid-range offence of objective
seriousness, and says nothing about the personal
circumstances of an individual offender.

Or surrounding the offence that occurred, I would add.
Liberty Victoria’s submission goes on to state:
While the bill is expressed in a manner that does not bind
judges, and purports to preserve the ‘intuitive synthesis’, there
is a real issue as to whether it will result in two-stage
sentencing … It leads to an artificial compression in
sentencing towards the standard sentence.

I would agree with that.
By introducing this standard sentence and making that a
factor that the court must take into account it would
seem that over time it will lead courts towards the
standard sentence rather than applying the principles of
the Sentencing Act 1991, which look at mitigating and
aggravating circumstances and at the maximum
sentences that can be applied. There are particular
circumstances in each case.
In so many instances in the last few parliaments I have
stood up here to defend judicial discretion and the
separation of powers. The principles, as outlined in the
Sentencing Act, have served us well over a very long
time — 25 years now, a quarter of a century. There is
no need to introduce standard sentencing. The advisory
council itself mentioned that in its opinion there was
really only that very narrow range of sentences and that
they were of the view that sentences were in need of
review. But that could be done by the use of guideline
judgements. We do support that aspect of the bill.
Liberty Victoria also made the point that:
The … mechanism can easily be ratcheted up over time to
cover more offences, and to make exceptions more difficult to
satisfy. For example, the ‘interests of justice’ exception with
regard to standard non-parole periods could easily become a
‘compelling reasons’ or ‘exceptional circumstances’ test.

We have already seen this very recently inserted into
legislation. This marks a further erosion of the principle
of the separation of powers. It is a product of, and it will
make the whole sentencing regime more prone to, the
law and order auctions that we continue to see taken by
the major parties day after day, year after year, and
which has resulted in so many additions and ad hoc
changes to the Sentencing Act, the Crimes Act 1958
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and the Summary Offences Act 1966, such that, really,
we have ended up with a hotchpotch of offences,
sentences, non-parole periods and minimum sentences
inserted into these various acts that do not make it easy
for the courts to be consistent and to apply consistency
in sentencing. That is not what has occurred through
these additions, and this act, as well as introducing a
sentencing standard, is introducing minimum
non-parole periods of percentages of standards. So
again we are getting into applying numerical formulae
to sentencing. That is not the way we should be going
with sentencing. I am concerned about all of that.
I would like to go to Mr Rich-Phillips’s points, which
he always mentions in these types of debates: he says
that sentencing is out of step with community standards
and community expectations. He never provides any
evidence that that is the case. In fact the only evidence
that does exist about this particular factor is that that is
not the case. And as I have mentioned before, there are
empirical studies that have been done with regard to
taking ordinary citizens through particular cases with
judges and presenting the evidence to them, and what
happens is that in the majority of cases the community
members agree with the sentence that was handed
down by the judge or in fact in many cases feel that the
judge has been too harsh. It is when the community are
only presented with some of the facts — headline facts,
as they read them in the tabloid press — that their
views are skewed. The cases that get covered are not
the vast majority of cases that go through the courts;
they are of course the more, let us say, sensational,
controversial or serious matters that come before the
courts.
In 2006 a Sentencing Advisory Council paper found
that when people are given more information their level
of punitiveness drops dramatically and that, despite
apparent punitiveness, public sentencing preferences
are similar to those expressed by the judiciary. This is
not a phenomenon peculiar to Victoria. When provided
with the information of the kind provided to the judge
in court, the public come to a view very similar to the
judge’s as to what sentence is appropriate. An informed
community does not demand lengthy sentences. The
research provides an empirical foundation for the view
that an informed and objective public does not consider
sentences imposed by judges in particular cases to be
too lenient. I have mentioned the Austin Lovegrove
public opinion, sentencing and lenience study involving
judges consulting the community and Public
Judgement on Sentencing: Final Results from the
Tasmanian Jury Sentencing Study previously in this
Parliament as evidence that that is the case.
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It is very easy to stand up in here and say, ‘Sentences
are not in line with community expectations’, but the
empirical evidence that is available on this subject does
not support that statement. The empirical evidence is
that when people are presented with all the facts in a
particular case — the same as those that are presented
in a court — they actually come to the same or a very
similar view as the judicial officers. That is the
empirical evidence.
Mr Dalidakis — Which studies?
Ms PENNICUIK — I just read some out,
Mr Dalidakis, and you can apprise yourself of them.
The bill we have before us establishes a standard
sentencing scheme for 12 offences, some of which the
Sentencing Advisory Council specifically said should
not have a standard sentencing scheme applied to them.
It provides for a methodology for prescribing a standard
sentence, which is a percentage of the maximum
penalty.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms PENNICUIK — Acting President, throughout
my whole contribution I have had a very loud
conversation going on over there, and now one is going
on here. It is very, very difficult to concentrate on my
contribution. I ask you to call other members into line.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I think Ms Pennicuik has a point. Mr Dalidakis,
you are giving running commentary, which I think
Ms Pennicuik is finding very distracting, as am I. I am
sure Mr Davis and Mr Dalla-Riva will desist from their
session up on the back bench. Continue without
assistance, thank you, Ms Pennicuik.
Ms PENNICUIK — You are very kind. Thank you,
Acting President. As I was saying, the mechanism will
be a percentage of the maximum sentence for a
particular offence and will be the non-parole period,
which is in effect a mandatory sentence. That is another
reason why the Greens will not be supporting the
standard sentencing regime. Under new section 11A(4):
Unless the court considers that it is in the interests of
justice … the court must fix a non-parole period of at least—
(a) 30 years if the relevant term is the term of the
offender’s natural life; or
(b) 70% of the relevant term if that term is a term of
20 years or more; or
(c) 60% of the relevant term if that term is a term of
less than 20 years …
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which is also higher than was recommended by the
Sentencing Advisory Council in its report to the
Attorney-General.
Again I will say that a better bill would have been a bill
that came here putting in the part about enhanced
guideline judgements. That would have been repealing
baseline sentencing and enhancing guideline
judgements, and it would have been a very good bill.
Unfortunately, while we support those parts of the bill,
we do not support the introduction of the standard
sentencing regime into the Sentencing Act. In fact the
Sentencing Advisory Council made in its report a
recommendation to the government along the lines of
what I was saying before — that so many changes have
been made to the Sentencing Act that it should be
reviewed in terms of the ability of the courts to follow it
and apply consistent sentences, as well as being able to
maintain that judicial discretion and being able to
impose the sentence that the judicial officer feels fits
the particular circumstances of that offence. This bill
continues to make that more difficult.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
contribute to the debate before the house on the
Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards) Bill
2017. This bill introduces significant and appropriate
reforms to the Victorian sentencing system for some of
our state’s most serious offences so that sentences will
be consistent, transparent and in line with community
expectations. In November 2015 the Victorian state
government requested that the Sentencing Advisory
Council deliver advice on the most effective legislative
mechanism and provide sentencing guidance to the
courts in a way that promotes consistency of approach
in sentencing offenders and promotes public confidence
in the criminal justice system. This request was made
after the Court of Appeal ruled in 2015 that the
previous government’s baseline sentencing provisions
were deemed unworkable. The practical application of
this bill is to repeal the baseline sentencing scheme and
introduce the standard sentence scheme.
By way of explanation, the baseline sentencing scheme
will become the standard sentence scheme. The
standard sentence scheme sets standard sentences for 12
of the state’s most serious crimes, including murder,
rape and sexual offences involving children. For
example, the standard sentence for rape is 10 years, but
the offence has a maximum penalty of 25 years. For
offences with a maximum penalty of life imprisonment,
an offence-specific approach has been adopted, with the
standard sentence for murder being 25 years.
An important tranche of the bill is its capacity to
promote consistency in sentencing. People are
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mystified as to the method of judicial sentencing
currently in operation. Understandably they scratch
their heads and are unable to fathom the rationale of a
judge who allows a dangerous criminal to re-enter the
community after committing appalling crimes. The
introduction of the standard sentence scheme will lead
to increased sentences for the most serious crimes, and
the bill will make Victorian sentencing more
transparent.
The civil libertarians will go on about
institutionalisation and recidivism, but the reality is that
Victorians need to feel confidence in the justice
system’s ability to protect them. Put simply, they need
to feel safe on the streets and especially in their own
homes. The bill provides a positive strategy that is able
to be understood by the community and is transparent
in its application. This bill demonstrates our
commitment to ensuring that sentencing outcomes are
consistent with community expectations and that
serious criminal behaviour is appropriately dealt with
by the courts. It provides the mechanism to apply the
‘Let the punishment fit the crime’ adage and sends a
tough message to criminals that they will incur longer
terms of imprisonment if they commit serious offences.
That is as it should be. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise to speak to the Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing
Standards) Bill 2017. I start by acknowledging the
contribution of Mr Rich-Phillips in outlining the
coalition’s position in relation to this legislation that
comes before us today. We will not be opposing the
whole bill, but there are some amendments that will be
dealt with through the course of this discussion today.
There is no doubt the people of Victoria want us to be
tougher in sentencing. There is no doubt that people are
just sick and tired of the crimes happening in this state,
so much so that crimes in this state are falling back to
page 9, 11 or 13 of the Herald Sun because they are
starting to become a way of life, and that, frankly, is not
good enough. People who accept that as a premise in
this state need to have a good, hard look at themselves.
This is not the Victoria I grew up in. This is not the
Victoria I raised my family in. This is not the Victoria
that I love. We need to send a very strong message that
we are going to be tough on crime and therefore tough
in sentencing.
I acknowledge the bill that is before us today, but I do
say to you that I am just not sure it goes far enough. I
cannot see over time how this is going to effect any real
change. In fact I think it waters down some of the
positions that the coalition government brought in in
their term in office. I think we need to be tougher in the
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way that we approach sentencing of our criminals. I
think we need to be tougher in the message that we
send to those who are thinking about committing
crimes in this state — that we are just not going to take
it any longer. That is why Matthew Guy has talked
about zero tolerance for crime in Victoria. Just in recent
days he has talked about how the policy of treating fuel
drive-offs as a civil rather than a criminal matter has not
worked. Over $60 million per annum, and our small
businesses are hurting because of fuel drive-offs.
We need to be tougher on crime. We want a safer
Victoria and to adopt what we are calling a
zero-tolerance approach to crime. I have heard my
colleague Mr Finn talk about this in this place on a
number of occasions. Victorians who do the right thing
and live by the law have had enough of excuses from
criminals. Victorians have a real choice at the next
election: this softly, softly approach to crime or the
tougher approach, protecting Victorians and ensuring a
safer community with a Matthew Guy coalition
government.
Mr Finn — Crims will be voting Labor — no doubt
about that.
Mr ONDARCHIE — As Mr Finn interjects — as
members of the government find this an amusing
subject today — the criminals will vote Labor because
they know they are going to get a soft deal. I am very
proud of the fact that the coalition parties have made a
very strong statement in relation to being tougher on
crime in this state. I am very proud of the fact that at
least the Matthew Guy coalition is standing up for
Victorians whilst the government of the day is taking a
softly, softly, soft-handed approach to crime in this
state. It is about time the government saw an
opportunity for change, and they see it now. From
stealing dictaphones to rorting electoral officers, this
government have got form, and when it comes to being
held accountable they dodge and weave, just like the
criminals we seek to sentence. Frankly, Victorians have
had enough.
I commend Mr Rich-Phillips’s amendments to the
house. As members of the government find this to be an
excuse to be flippant about this matter — it is their
whole approach to law and order, quite frankly; they
just see it as something funny and something to make
jokes about — we take it seriously, and so do the
Victorian community. They have had enough. The
issue of sentencing is one that dominates thinking, and I
have had personal family experience where someone
who committed a serious — the most serious — crime
against a member of my family simply was not
sentenced for long enough, and I find it unacceptable.
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Mr Rich-Phillips’s amendments are worthy of this
house’s consideration and support. I commend
Mr Rich-Phillips’s amendments and the balance of the
bill to the house.
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing
Standards) Bill 2017. This is a very important bill
containing reforms that are expected to increase
sentences for 12 of the most serious crimes in Victoria,
and it will increase confidence and promote consistency
in our approach to sentencing more broadly. The
Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards) Bill
2017 will abolish the Napthine Liberal government’s
failed baseline sentencing scheme and will introduce a
standard sentence scheme and enhance the current
guideline judgement scheme.
The reforms to our sentencing laws were demanded by
the people of Victoria. The Andrews Labor government
has listened to Victorians and to experts in this field of
activity and is acting on what is a very serious aspect of
community confidence and community safety. This bill
will create a new standard sentence scheme that will
increase consistency and public confidence in
sentencing. It is based on a successful scheme that has
operated in New South Wales. It will provide a
legislative guidepost at the midpoint of objective
seriousness for 12 serious offences. This guidepost will
be set at 40 per cent of the maximum penalty for the
included offences, consistent with the Sentencing
Advisory Council recommendations. An
offence-specific approach is taken to offences with a
maximum penalty of life imprisonment, such as
murder.
The standard sentence will be an additional matter to be
taken into account by a court and will override current
sentencing practices. Courts will be able to deviate
from the standard sentence due to aggravating or
mitigating factors but will need to provide reasons if
they do so. The standard sentencing scheme also
includes a requirement for courts to impose non-parole
periods consistent with certain prescribed periods. A
court must impose a non-parole period of 30 years if
the offender is sentenced to life imprisonment, of at
least 70 per cent for terms of imprisonment longer than
20 years and of at least 60 per cent for terms of
imprisonment less than 20 years. If it is in the interests
of justice, courts will be able to depart from these
prescribed ratios but they will need to justify their doing
so in detailed reasons.
Unlike baseline sentencing, we are confident that this
scheme will work. The standard sentence scheme is
modelled on provisions in New South Wales which
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have been in operation for about 14 years, and it reflects
a High Court decision which affirmed the New South
Wales scheme. The government consulted with courts
and legal stakeholders during the development of this
legislation and is confident that the standard sentence
scheme will be operational and will develop practical
meaning in Victoria.
This bill is about bringing Victoria’s sentencing laws
and practices into line with both community
expectations and what can reasonably be described as
effective justice. As I have previously pointed out in
this place, my electorate of Western Metropolitan
Region is not immune to the ravages of crime, and my
constituents deserve to know that the people who
commit these crimes are not being given unreasonable
or seemingly insufficient sentences.
This bill is the first stage of significant changes to
sentencing in Victoria. In addition to the reforms
included in this bill, the government has also
announced that it will move to create a Sentencing
Guidelines Council to engage with the community and
provide guidance to the courts on sentencing. The
Victorian model will be based on the highly successful
sentencing councils in the United Kingdom and is
likely to be made up of judges and magistrates, victims
of crime representatives, the Director of Public
Prosecutions, Victoria Police, legal stakeholders and
academics. It is intended that the Victorian Sentencing
Guidelines Council will develop sentencing guidance
for the courts after engaging in wide consultation with
the community.
The government will undertake further work to
determine exactly how the Victorian Sentencing
Guidelines Council will operate in practice. We intend
to introduce legislation to establish the council in 2018.
This bill is necessary and is most certainly warranted. If
only one violent crime or serious offence is prevented
because of the deterrent effect of this bill, then it has
achieved what the government and community expect
of it. I commend this bill to the house.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — The
Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards) Bill
2017 is I suppose an attempt by the government to do
something about a real problem that we have in this
state, and that problem is a lack of confidence among
the general community in our legal system. I say
advisedly the legal system, because there has not been
in this state for many years a justice system. And the
bloke who destroyed the justice system in this state is a
former Labor Attorney-General, Rob Hulls, who for
11 years appointed his mates, his cronies and civil
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libertarian types to the benches of the various courts
throughout Victoria.
That has given us a system in which we can say with
absolute confidence that justice is just about dead in this
state. People talk about the pub test. If you go into any
pub anywhere across Victoria and raise the issue of our
court system, of our ‘justice system’, then people will
laugh you out of the place. The people out on the
ground know that the last place they ever want to go
near is a court, because they know that justice is such a
rarity in one of those places. It is usually a result of the
fact that Rob Hulls was the Attorney-General for those
11 years and made appointments which may have
perplexed some, but given that they were made very
much in his image, it is not surprising that we have the
result that we do today.
We have this bill before the house and we also have
some amendments from Mr Rich-Phillips. I have to say
the amendments that he has put forward will strengthen
this bill, and this bill does need strengthening. It
significantly needs strengthening because this bill is
coming from a government that is soft on crime. Soft
on crime, soft on criminals — that is what we have
come to expect from the Labor Party, and not just this
government but Labor governments over the years.
They have shown themselves to be soft on crime in so
many ways, and that has led to what we see in this state
at the moment as a crime tsunami, where people are
being bashed in their own homes, are being robbed, are
having their homes invaded, where people cannot even
get public transport without fear of being bashed and
robbed.
Victoria at the moment is not a safe place to be, and that
is the sad fact of the matter. The government finally
accepted that we have a problem and they decided that
they were going to put some police on the streets, but it
is going to be some three or four years before we get
the full number of police that the government has
promised. So what is going to happen on our streets in
the next three or four years? You fear to think given
what has happened over the past two and a half years,
given what has happened to people who cannot even
drive their own cars. Two and a half, three years ago
who ever heard of carjackings in this state? They were
as rare as hen’s teeth, to use an old term. The fact of the
matter is now they are very much on the books for
consideration by anybody who is driving through any
toffy suburb.
I recall earlier this year I was invited to speak at the
Toorak branch of the Liberal Party. This was not
something that happened every day, it has to be said,
and I would suggest it probably will not happen again
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either. When I got into my car afterwards and I was
driving home through Malvern, I made the point of
actually locking my doors because it is places like
Malvern where some of these groups gather who like to
pinch cars. Whilst I was only driving a humble Ford, it
is a relatively late model Ford, which many of us in this
house have. I thought to myself, ‘You can’t take any
chances in the state anymore’. You cannot take any
chances in Melbourne, and you certainly cannot take
any chances in a place like Malvern, where the socially
unfortunate may gather to pinch your car, to actually
drive you off the road or to bump you as you are
driving along and allow you to become disarmed so
they can actually take your car. Can you believe that is
happening in Victoria in 2017? But it is; it is a fact of
life. It is happening all too regularly, and it is happening
directly as a result of the policies of a government
which is soft on crime and soft on criminals.
As I said, Mr Rich-Phillips has circulated a number of
proposed amendments, and those amendments will
make the bill substantially stronger. There are also
some proposed amendments from our friends the
Greens — from Ms Pennicuik. I do not wish to labour
the point here, if I can use that term, but we have to
point out, and I am sure most people in this house and
most people in the state would accept this, that if there
is one group of people who are even softer and weaker
on crime than the Labor Party, it would be the Greens.
We have a set of amendments — 14 amendments from
the Greens — and those amendments would largely
make the bill useless. If you are going to pass these
amendments, why you would even bother putting the
bill up? The Greens proposed amendments would make
the bill next to useless. It is not great now, but it would
be next to useless if the Greens amendments were
carried. I can assure you that is not something we on the
side of the house are keen to see happen.
A little earlier Mr Ondarchie was talking about
Mr Guy’s policy of a zero tolerance approach to crime.
I have been banging on about this for how long now?
How long have I been in here? It is a bit more than
12 years.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — He was; indeed. For a long time now I
have been talking about zero tolerance. In fact I think in
my maiden speech to this house — sorry if I am being
un-PC in referring to a maiden speech — I spoke about
a zero tolerance approach to crime then. From my
perspective it is wonderful to see the next Premier of
Victoria talking about what his government is going to
do after the election next year to ensure that we do have
a zero tolerance approach to crime, because that is what
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the Victorian people want. Wherever you go — and I
travel around a fair bit talking to a lot of people — the
biggest issue for many people is crime. It does not
matter whether you are in the city or the regional towns
in the country, it is something that people are deeply
concerned about.

not put up with them anymore. We need to send a
message to criminals, whether they are thieves —
whatever they might be — that they will not be
tolerated; firstly, they will be caught by the police, and
secondly, they will be dealt with by the courts in a
severe manner.

I can fully understand that because I hear about people
being bashed in their own homes. Can you imagine
what it would be like being in bed at 4.30 in the
morning, dead to the world, and the next thing you
know your front door is being kicked in and you have a
mob of hooligans running through your house
screaming at the top of their voices, threatening you
with assorted weapons — with knives, with axes,
maybe with guns? The next thing you know they have
beaten you up and they have taken your car keys and
your car. Can anybody imagine what that would do to
the average person? What would that do to members if
that happened to them in their own homes?

At this moment what we have seen far too often is the
police doing their job and catching these crims. The
police take the crim to court, and the next thing you
know they are out on bail and are committing the same
crime again that night. I know what it does to the
police. It devastates them. I spoke to a number of police
who just feel like giving up because, as they have said
to me, ‘We’re doing our job, we’re holding up our end,
but we get it to court and they just let them go’. If I hear
once more about a criminal who has committed some
sort of heinous act who is out on bail, I think I am going
to scream.

Very recently I spoke to people in my own electorate
who have actually sold up and moved to get away from
the house where this had happened to them, because
they could not be there anymore. It would have such a
devastating psychological impact that really it would
take some considerable time to recover from. I note that
whilst there is some support available for victims of
crime, it would go nowhere near what is needed to
recover from such a traumatic and horrific experience.
One incident that I have raised in the house before, and
one that haunts me continually, is the story of a young
lad, a 16-year-old, who has autism. He was catching the
bus in Tarneit; he had gained a degree of independence
for himself. I know for a fact that for a kid with autism,
gaining independence is a pretty exciting thing; it is
something to celebrate. But on this occasion he was
attacked by a gang on the bus. He was bashed and he
was robbed. Not only was he robbed of his phone and
his money, but he was robbed of his independence as
well. He was robbed of his self-esteem, he was robbed
of his confidence, and since that occasion he has not
been able to do the sorts of things that he had been
building up to.
When we talk about these heinous crimes, it is not just a
matter of a car being pinched or a phone being stolen or
a television or whatever. We are talking about real and
devastating impacts on people. We are talking about
incidents that people do not recover from for a very
long time — if they ever recover at all. That is what we
need to stomp on. We need to stomp on these criminals
who are committing these acts. The situation that we
have in this state at the moment is desperate. We need
to send a message to criminals in this state that we will

You can almost put the house on it that when you are
driving around listening to the radio, the news will
come on and somebody will have done something
dreadful, and the next line is, ‘And they were out on
bail’. What is going on in this state when that happens?
We had a situation last week where a bloke who was
out on bail committed an act, and he was actually on
bail because he had committed a breach against his bail.
That is just extraordinary stuff — just amazing. Is it any
wonder that in desperation people have just given up on
our legal system? I think that is a major challenge that
faces the next government.
We must restore the faith of the public in our legal
system, and we must make our legal system a justice
system. We must make it a system where people go and
they get justice, whether they be criminals or whether
they be victims. Whoever goes to those courts must
expect and must get justice. At the moment that is not
happening. I do not think this bill will do too much to
assist that, but I am hoping that the amendments put
forward by Mr Rich-Phillips will pass and we will
indeed be able to make this bill a little bit stronger. I
sincerely hope that we can change the situation in
Victoria, and I know that Matthew Guy will do that
when he is Premier.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
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Committee
Clause 1
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
move:
1.

Clause 1, page 2, lines 1 and 2, omit all words and
expressions on these lines.

I move amendment 1 standing in my name, an
amendment to the purposes clause, which takes out the
part of the clause which refers to the introduction of a
standard sentencing regime in the Sentencing Act 1991.
It removes clause 1(a)(ii) — ‘to provide for standard
sentences for indictable offences’. In discussions with
the Clerk we have agreed that this amendment, which is
to remove that part of the purposes clause, is actually a
test for the following 13 amendments, which could be
regarded as consequential amendments and which omit
clauses that give effect to the clause just mentioned,
which is the one that introduces the standard sentencing
scheme. This is the bulk of the bill in some ways.
If I could just explain our reasoning behind this, the
Greens do support the repeal of baseline sentencing.
We never supported the introduction of baseline
sentencing. It was never going to work, and on its first
outing in the courts it did not work. The Court of
Appeal made it very clear why it could not possibly
work. We are very supportive of that part of the bill,
which is the first part of the purposes clause. However,
the government has gone on to introduce baseline
sentencing lite, which is called standard sentencing. It
has introduced for about 12 indictable offences what is
called a standard sentencing scheme, whereby the court
has to take into account the standard sentence for those
indictable offences when imposing a sentence. A
minimum non-parole period must also be applied
according to a percentage formula. We do not support
that. We support the courts, being made up of
experienced judicial officers, applying the Sentencing
Act and its principles and applying those according to
the circumstances of every particular case.
As I said in my contribution to the second-reading
debate, Mr Rich-Phillips in his contribution talked
about community expectations. Mr Finn talked about
community expectations. The Deputy President talked
about community expectations. I think every speaker
talked about community expectations and that the
community expects certain things when they go to a
court either as an offender — a person charged with an
offence — or, because there has been an offence
committed, as the victim of an offence. What they do
expect is that their matter will be taken seriously and
adjudged fairly.
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There is no evidence that the community expects
standard sentencing, because I am sure most people in
the community would not know what it is. So to say
that is what the community expects is just erroneous.
What I think the community expects is that the judicial
officer they are appearing before will take account of all
the circumstances and when coming to impose a
sentence will have taken into account all the relevant
facts, be they mitigating or aggravating circumstances.
That is what they expect. That is what the offender
expects and should expect, and that is what the victims
expect and should expect. Standard sentencing as
outlined in this bill will not make sentences more
consistent or more fair and in fact may lead to unfair
outcomes.
As I mentioned in my earlier contribution, there have
been so many changes, including the introduction of
minimum sentences, that the act has in fact become
more complicated. The Sentencing Advisory Council
requested that the Attorney-General consider reviewing
or requesting that it, the Sentencing Advisory Council,
review the various sentencing schemes within the
Sentencing Act with the aim of ensuring that there is a
coherent and transparent sentencing framework in
Victoria.
I believe that this standard sentencing regime will not
provide that and will only make it less transparent, less
coherent, more complicated and more unfair. The
council itself noted that limitations exist with standard
sentencing in that it can be problematic. For example,
when the court is considering offending by an offender
other than the principal offender in the first degree,
such as offending by a co-offender who was involved
in the commission of an offence and is still subject to
the standard sentence. Similarly, having regard to the
standard sentence is problematic when sentencing
charges such as rolled-up, representative or course of
conduct charges that represent multiple incidents of
offending rather than a single event. Finally, a standard
sentence may be of limited guidance when a court is
considering the imposition of an aggregate sentence
which encompasses multiple instances of offending
across different charges, although aggregate sentences
are less common in the higher courts.
Deputy President, they are the reasons the Greens have
moved this amendment to remove that section of the
bill that replaces baseline sentencing with standard
sentencing schemes. We are in favour of repeal of
baseline sentencing but not in favour of putting
standard sentencing in in its stead. Lastly, another main
reason for it is the Greens do not support minimum
non-parole periods or minimum sentences or
mandatory sentencing, as again that means the court
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can be in a position of imposing unjust sentences.
Really if the court is going to impose a sentence which
is around hypothetically what a minimum sentence
would be, then there is no need for them. The only time
they come into play is when the court is forced by the
existence of a minimum sentence to apply a sentence
which actually is higher than the court would otherwise
impose due to mitigating circumstances. That is one
reason we do not support them, but we also do not
support them because of the principle of judicial
discretion and leaving it to the courts, who have the
experience, to use their discretion and follow the
Sentencing Act.
Because I am not going to move all the amendments I
am going to speak to them all in one go. The other part
of this is we do support the other part of the bill, which
is the introduction of the enhanced guideline
judgements. The Sentencing Advisory Council in its
report did say that in some areas there may be,
particularly with sexual offences against children,
which were the offences it singled out — some sexual
offences and sexual offences against children — some
case for more guideline judgement on sentencing. Their
words I think in the preface are very much worth
repeating — that is, that:
… an enhanced guideline judgement scheme that will create
an evolving, inclusive, evidence-based, and judge-led process
that can respond to changing community attitudes and
legislative reforms …

is the best way to go.
Where it is seen a mistake has been made in sentencing
or in certain offences, such as child sexual offences,
there need to be some judgement guidelines given to
the judicial officers that that is the way to go. That is
why I am proposing these amendments to take out the
standard sentencing scheme. If that were the case, that
would leave the bill with a repeal of baseline sentencing
and the enhanced guideline judgements, and that to me
is not a bad bill. That is a good bill, and that is why we
are proposing these amendments.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — The coalition will not support
Ms Pennicuik’s amendment. Ms Pennicuik described
the sentencing scheme as baseline sentencing lite, and I
would say to Ms Pennicuik that even if it is the case
that this is baseline sentencing lite, it is better than no
framework at all.
We are obviously disappointed with the way the court
dealt with the baseline sentencing regime. It was put in
place to give a baseline framework from which the
court could then make variations based on the
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circumstances. It is very much our view that the court is
not reflecting community expectations in many
instances with sentencing. Ms Pennicuik raised the
point of sentencing becoming more complicated in
Victoria, and she is right, but that will continue to be
the case while the court fails to reflect community
expectations. As I said in my second-reading
contribution, we can expect increasingly to see the
court handcuffed in terms of sentencing decisions when
it continues to ignore community expectations.
Sentencing will become more complex. There will be
more restrictions around what the courts can and cannot
do with sentencing while it is the community’s view
that the courts are not reflecting community
expectations.
So the coalition will not support Ms Pennicuik’s
amendment to basically omit baseline sentencing but
also then subsequently to omit standard sentencing. If
baseline sentencing is to be omitted under this
legislation, we believe that the standard sentencing
framework should proceed.
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills) —
In response to the amendment moved by the Greens,
the government does not support the amendment. We
believe the Sentencing Advisory Council’s
recommendation to the government was that, if the
government was minded to introduce new legislative
guideposts, they should take the form of a standard
sentence scheme and should be accompanied by an
enhanced guideline judgements scheme. Essentially I
hear what the Greens are saying; they are putting a
certain proposition. On the other side we have the
coalition taking the opposite position, and indeed the
government is taking on board what the Sentencing
Advisory Council suggested but is going a little bit
further to enhance the guideline judgements scheme.
The council acknowledged that there are valid concerns
regarding some aspects of sentencing, such as the
sentencing standards for sexual offenders, particularly
child sex offences. The government considers that in
light of sentencing problems identified in the
Sentencing Advisory Council’s report and current
sentencing practices of certain offences it is important
to provide a legislative guidepost for courts to use when
sentencing for certain serious offences. A new
legislative guidepost is also a more effective method of
changing sentencing practices for a number of offences
as issuing a guideline judgement is a time-consuming
process. We believe the introduction of the standard
sentence scheme and reforms to the guideline
judgement scheme will ensure that sentences are
consistent with community and indeed government
expectations. Again I reconfirm that the government
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will not be supporting the amendment moved by
Ms Pennicuik.

intention — that they only be applied to low-level
offences — was upheld by the court.

Committee divided on amendment:

That initial guideline judgement was, to be frank,
unhelpful, and we do not see any merit in opening up
via this mechanism an opportunity for the
Attorney-General to apply to the court for them to make
more guideline judgements, so it is the coalition’s
intention that we will move to omit part 4 of the bill.

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

Pennicuik, Ms
Springle, Ms (Teller)

Noes, 35
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalidakis, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

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

Amendment negatived.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Sitting extended pursuant to standing orders.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I move:
1.

Clause 1, page 2, lines 3 and 4, omit all words and
expressions on these lines.

The effect of this amendment is to amend clause 1 of
the bill. This is the amendment through which the
coalition is seeking to exclude part 4 of the bill. Part 4
is the section of the bill which allows the
Attorney-General to apply to the Court of Appeal for
the court to make a guideline judgement or to vary an
existing guideline judgement. As I indicated, the
example we saw in the second-reading speech related to
the court’s guideline judgement with respect to the
application of community correction orders (CCOs).
This had the effect of determining that CCOs, which
were only ever intended by the Parliament to be applied
to low-level offences, could in the view of the court be
applied to quite serious offences such as rape and other
violent offences. That, of course, was never the
intention of the Parliament, and as a consequence of
that guideline judgement from the Court of Appeal the
Parliament had to intervene and legislate to correct the
framework around CCOs to ensure that the original

It is my intention not to pursue this amendment to a
division. However, when we get to the relevant
clauses — I note that they are clauses 38 through to 41
consecutively — I would like to test those clauses at the
relevant point in time.
Ms PENNICUIK — The Greens will not be
supporting the amendment put forward by
Mr Rich-Phillips to delete part 4 of the bill. As I
expressed in my contribution and in my remarks on the
amendments that I moved earlier, the reason is that we
support the further use of guideline judgements. In fact
the Sentencing Advisory Council said it considers that:
… sentencing guidance is best provided by the courts, and
that guideline judgements are the most influential and
persuasive form of sentencing guidance. The council is of the
view that guideline judgements have the best capacity to
address the issues identified in its analysis of offences with
sentencing problems …

That was part of its third recommendation. It continued:
The council also considers that guideline judgements can
address sentencing concerns that are broader than concerns
regarding a particular offence —

or a particular case —
such as sentencing for family violence offences —

which I mentioned in my contribution.
The council also made the point that it believes
sentencing guidance is currently underutilised and also
recommended that there be provision for the application
of guideline judgements by the Attorney-General
particularly for systemic issues. We are of the view that
this would be the best way to go to repeal baseline
sentences and rely more on guideline judgements. We
do not agree with Mr Rich-Phillips’s assessment of
them, so we do not support the amendment.
Ms TIERNEY — Consistent with the previous
amendment, the government will not be supporting
Mr Rich-Phillips’s proposed amendment. The
government believes that guideline judgements are
valuable tools for providing sentencing guidance to the
courts. The Sentencing Advisory Council
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recommended that the existing guideline judgements
scheme be enhanced to provide the most appropriate
form of sentencing guidance to the courts in order to
promote consistency in sentencing and promote public
confidence in the sentencing process.
In addition to Parliament setting sentencing policy, the
Court of Appeal has an important role to play in
providing guidance to lower courts about how to apply
sentencing laws and in influencing the sentencing
decisions of lower courts. The preparation of guideline
judgements which include numerical guidance does not
require the court to act in a quasi-legislative capacity.
Further, this does not impinge on the role of Parliament
in setting statutory penalties and sentencing policy.
As outlined in the council’s report, guideline
judgements have the capacity to address sentencing
problems, respond to changing community attitudes
and support legislative reform. The introduction of a
standard sentence scheme and reforms to the guideline
judgements scheme will ensure, we believe, that
sentences are consistent with community and
government expectations.
Amendment negatived; clause agreed to;
clauses 2 to 37 agreed to.
Clauses 38 to 41
Committee divided on clauses:
Ayes, 21
Barber, Mr
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr (Teller)
Hartland, Ms (Teller)
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Mulino, Mr
Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms

Noes, 19
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr (Teller)
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms

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

Clauses agreed to.
Clauses 42 to 44 agreed to.
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Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

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

Goulburn Valley Health radiotherapy services
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Health, and
it is regarding the urgent need for funding for
radiotherapy services at Goulburn Valley Health. My
request of the minister is that she give a commitment
to establish and fund appropriate radiotherapy services
at Goulburn Valley Health. The Garvan Research
Foundation report A Rural Perspective: Cancer and
Medical Research 2016, a study of the nation’s cancer
rates, found that people living in inner regional
areas — a classification that includes Shepparton —
have the highest incidence of five of the selected
cancers: prostate cancer in males, breast cancer in
females, colorectal cancer, non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma
and kidney cancer.
The finding of this report has been corroborated by
research from Cancer Council Victoria, which found
that Shepparton has amongst the highest rates of
cancer incidence in Victoria. Its 2014 statistics reveal
that 344 people were diagnosed with cancer in
Shepparton, compared to 175 diagnosed in Wodonga.
This is not about one town deserving radiotherapy
over another. Of course every Victorian, no matter
where they live, has the right to be able to access any
medical treatment they require, and where they reside
should have no bearing on this. But when it comes to
Shepparton, I think the term ‘able to access’ is one
that members of the Andrews Labor government fail
to comprehend. In one reply to my previous calls in
this place for funding for radiotherapy services in
Shepparton, the Minister for Health made it clear that
in her opinion Shepparton did not need radiotherapy
services built at Goulburn Valley Health because
her government had already taken care of the needs
of cancer patients from the Goulburn Valley.
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She said:
The Andrews Labor government has provided significant
investment … in the new cancer centres in both Bendigo and
Albury-Wodonga, both of which support patients from the
Shepparton region …
Our investment is evidence of the commitment of the state
government to meeting the health needs of … the citizens of
the Goulburn Valley …

What a disgraceful answer for the hundreds of cancer
sufferers living in Shepparton — an absolute disgrace.
Do those hundreds of patients take this answer from the
minister to mean, ‘It’s okay. We have given you the
treatment you need — just drive 2 hours to receive it’?
And they will need to drive, because public transport
between Shepparton and Bendigo or Albury-Wodonga
is almost non-existent.
In its 2016 report the Garvan Research Foundation
identified the five biggest challenges to health in rural
Australia as being access, standards of care,
socio-economic disadvantage, Indigenous population,
and environmental and lifestyle risk factors. Shepparton
ticks all of these boxes, highlighting the challenges our
medical professionals face to ensure a healthy, happy
community.
It is time the community of Shepparton gets the
radiotherapy services that it deserves. More
importantly, it is time the hundreds of cancer sufferers
in Shepparton get the radiotherapy services they both
need and deserve. I ask the minister to give a
commitment to establish and fund appropriate
radiotherapy services at Goulburn Valley Health.

Gippsland rail services
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — I rise this evening
to draw a matter to the attention of the Minister for
Public Transport in the other place. It concerns the
development of the Gippsland rail line and the
announcements that were made in April at Warragul
train station by the Premier and the minister, which I
was pleased to be part of, around a total investment of
$535 million of infrastructure upgrades. It has been
really fantastic to see that at long last, after an awful lot
of pressure and being dragged kicking and screaming,
the commonwealth has at last recognised that it was
required to give money to Victoria under the asset
recycling scheme and that now we are in fact able to
proceed with those long-awaited improvements to the
Gippsland line.
In this regard, I note that there is money within this
particular package to duplicate vast sections of the line,
to upgrade and add additional platforms to stations,
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including Morwell and Traralgon, and to make sure that
we are duplicating the Avon River bridge to improve
the way in which services can be delivered on this
particular line, where the poor man’s alternative
presented by the federal government, the current federal
coalition, was in fact not going to provide one single
additional service. In this sense these will be welcome
improvements.
I ask the minister to provide information to the
community in a real-time way that assists people with
understanding the way in which these projects will be
divvied up and the way in which the project office in
the Latrobe Valley will be auspiced to oversee a
seamless rollout of these infrastructure improvements;
to provide information on how trainees, apprentices,
cadets and retrained employees can become part of this
infrastructure work; and to make sure that people are
aware of the time frames involved in such large projects
so that they can make alternative arrangements or
understand the need for greater planning in the way in
which they undertake their journeys as the projects are
developed and delivered. I look forward to getting that
information into the public domain and making sure not
only that we can provide those additional services that
people have so long waited for on the Gippsland line
but that people are aware of the progress of delivering
these projects as they occur.

Dandenong South public transport
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport. Dandenong South is a major industrial
manufacturing, warehousing and distribution and
employment powerhouse in Victoria. It is home to
12 500 businesses providing jobs for 38 000 people,
and growth plans project substantial growth in the local
employment market. A report by the City of Greater
Dandenong on federal election issues for 2016 states:
This area is a key destination for workers in Melbourne’s
south-east growth corridor, particularly the adjoining City of
Casey, which has a net shortage of jobs. Its industries are of
critical importance to regional employment and
implementation of the ‘20-minute city’ concept in Plan
Melbourne.

Despite this, much of the west of Dandenong South is
still inaccessible without a car, as are the surrounding
suburbs of Bangholme and Keysborough south, despite
the recent addition of the 890 bus route. Limits to
accessibility are effectively locking out a proportion of
the potential workforce. The action I am seeking is the
development of a transport plan for the industrial parts
of Dandenong South, Bangholme and Keysborough
south, considering new railway stations, reopening
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railway stations and creating new bus routes to support
access and an inclusive local job market.

Caulfield–Dandenong line elevated rail
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My matter
for the adjournment tonight is for the attention of the
Minister for Public Transport, and it concerns the sky
rail between Caulfield and Dandenong. In particular
what I seek from the minister is the release of sound
and acoustic data that is held by the Level Crossing
Removal Authority (LXRA). I hasten to add that that
data was sought by this chamber last year, in the first
half of last year, and has never been provided, in an
appalling decision to deny the community and the
people access to data that they should rightfully have
had. Those people along that corridor, who are facing
the terrible impact of this sky rail and are being forced
to make decisions as to whether they sell their homes at
depressed values and whether they are forced to move,
have not been provided with the government’s own
estimates of the sound impacts. That is I think bitterly
unfair in every respect, and it is also discourteous to the
Parliament in the sense that the data ought to have been
provided here too.
That data has in fact been held by the LXRA, and I
have now sighted documents from the LXRA to a firm,
Octave Acoustics, that provided information to a
VCAT hearing that dealt with an application at 8 Egan
Street, Carnegie, a 16-level apartment building. VCAT
used that data to refuse a planning permit to that
particular development, saying:
… the acoustic evidence indicates the elevated rail structure
will give rise to higher noise emissions as relevant to the
proposed development compared with the at-grade railway.

It made very clear findings, and it has indicated that no
matter what the developer did to try and block the
sound of the sky rail from level 2 to level 15 and 16,
there would be a very significant impact. Even with
double glazing, there were concerns that the occupants
of such apartments would not be able to use their
balconies or indeed to open their windows because of
the noise from the sky rail. This information ought to be
in the public domain. There is no question that it ought
to be in the public domain. What I am seeking from the
minister is that she finally releases this data.
The tribunal said:
We expect that there are ways in which windows can be
physically attenuated to limit noise intrusion from sky rail,
particularly relating to the southern facade. There remain,
however, consequential impacts. One is with respect to the
usability of … south-facing living rooms and balconies …
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The tribunal went on to say:
Another is with respect to natural ventilation when the
windows must be closed to meet the design standards …

This shows you that a stinking sky rail with shocking,
booming noise will impact on families along that
corridor, and VCAT has said no to development
because of that. And the government will not release
that data.

Pharmaceutical industry
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for Small
Business, Innovation and Trade and refers to export
growth in my Northern Metropolitan Region in the
pharmaceutical sector. The pharmaceutical sector in
Victoria is experiencing significant growth. It has been
identified by the Andrews Labor government as a
priority sector to drive Victoria’s economy due to its
potential for growth and ability to create jobs. It
employs more than 23 000 people and has hundreds of
firms, ranging from small start-ups to established
success stories. One of these successful businesses is
CSL Limited, based in Broadmeadows. CSL is a global
speciality biotherapeutics company that develops and
delivers innovative biotherapies that save lives and help
people with life-threatening medical conditions to live
full lives. I understand it also has a very successful
export program. The action I seek from the minister is
that he advise me of the growth in the pharmaceutical
export industry in Northern Metropolitan Region
supported by the Andrews Labor government and
propelled by companies like CSL.

Greater Geelong City Council
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment is for the Minister for Local Government,
the Honourable Natalie Hutchins. In October the
Geelong council returns to councillor control after
18 months of imposed administration. In 2014 and
early 2015 the council faced ongoing allegations of
bullying and harassment by council staff against some
councillors and council officers. These allegations were
investigated by an independent report into the council
by a former commissioner of the Australian Human
Rights Commission, Susan Halliday. A workplace
survey was also conducted by Ernst & Young.
Following these, this government also undertook a
commission of inquiry into the council’s governance,
which then led to the council’s sacking and the
appointment of commissioners in April 2016. However,
it is the Susan Halliday cultural review of 2015–16 that
I draw your attention to. While the report discusses
cultural problems and allegations, it fails to publicly
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name names. The consequence of this is that everyone
involved in the council during that period of review is
now under suspicion of being a bully.
The member for Geelong in the Assembly, Christine
Couzens, has slurred all previous councillors from that
time as being bullies. In doing so she has inferred that
all of them could be subject to further investigation if
they re-stand for council. In fact it is only the mayor of
the time, Darryn Lyons, who has actually been named
at all, whether it is in the media or through council
communications. In fairness to all councillors the
bullies need to be named. Some of these councillors are
now wanting to represent their communities again and
stand for election later this year, but how can they when
doubt is cast over their innocence and these bullying
claims? On page 5 of her report of October 2015
Ms Halliday said, ‘Some councillors engage
unprofessionally, inappropriately and bully people’. I
quote:
A number of councillors were repeatedly identified as people
who caused certain employees and external parties concern
due to their conduct.

Yet on page 3 of her overview Ms Halliday said:
… there were a number of councillors held in high regard
about whom no issues of concern were raised.

The action I seek from the minister is to release the
names of those listed in the Halliday report or the
commission of inquiry as the bullies. I ask this to
protect the good name and reputation of those
councillors not implicated as bullies. They have a right
to be judged fairly during the democratic elections. A
spokeswoman for the minister was quoted in the
Geelong Advertiser of Monday, 7 August 2017,
suggesting that it was up to the council to name names,
but again I ask the minister to do so given the
government’s role in the council review, the
administration process, the realignment of electoral
boundaries and the establishment of a new council
structure, all born out of the bullying allegations.

Buckley Street, Essendon, level crossing
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Public
Transport, and it concerns her plan to basically destroy
the centre of Essendon with a dirty great ditch which
her government is preparing to build under the railway
line at Buckley Street in Essendon. There is a great deal
of public outrage about this, and I may have expressed
this in this house from time to time.
Mr Jennings interjected.
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Mr FINN — Well, Minister, it is going under. It
will destroy the centre of Essendon. It will destroy Rose
Street as a shopping precinct, and it will cause no end
of traffic congestion and problems to the nearby
education precinct as well with a number of very
prominent schools there. Confusion has been added to
the outrage.
Mr Jennings — Insult to injury?
Mr FINN — It is insult to injury indeed.
Mr Jennings — I thought I’d help you.
Mr FINN — I need a bit of help just at the minute;
it has been a long day. The member for Essendon in the
other place, Mr Danny Pearson, on 6 June told the other
place that the contract for this particular project had
been signed. We all assumed that was the case, given
that we assume Mr Pearson is a man of high honour.
Unfortunately it appears, given that there has been
some study and FOI process looking at this since, that
that is not actually the case. It would seem to not be the
case. This is where the confusion comes in: we have a
member of Parliament who was saying that the contract
has been signed, but we have FOI information and
other information coming from the minister’s office
that tells us that the contract has not been signed. So
you can understand why people in the Essendon area
are totally confused. They are not just confused, they
are totally bamboozled, to tell you the truth.
I think it is only fair to them, given that this project will
have such a huge impact on their daily lives — it will
wreck the centre of Essendon as we know it — that
they be given a straight answer. So I am asking the
minister to provide information on the status of the
contract and, if it has not been signed, to provide
information on when she expects that signing to occur.

Ballarat GovHub
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the attention of
the Minister for Regional Development, and it concerns
the GovHub, which has been announced by the
government and which will take its form on the Civic
Hall site in Ballarat. During the winter recess it was
revealed that some 300 jobs that are presently at the
State Revenue Office in Mount Helen are going to be
relocated to the GovHub in Ballarat. Many questions
have arisen from this because there are concerns that
this is going to be just a shuffling of the deckchairs and
that rather than bringing new jobs to Ballarat this is
going to be the government just relocating jobs within
Ballarat and saying, ‘Here you go. Here are some new
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jobs’. This would not serve the interests of the Ballarat
community, which is in need of new jobs —
Mr Finn — It would be bad for football, wouldn’t
it?
Mr MORRIS — It would not be good for football
at all, Mr Finn. It would be bad for football. New jobs
are required in Ballarat, and they are what the
government have said they are going to provide.
However, I am less than sure that it will occur.
The government have said that there are going to be
jobs from departments including education and
training; justice and regulation; economic development,
jobs, transport and resources; Consumer Affairs
Victoria; environment, land, water and planning;
VicRoads; and Service Victoria — all located at the
GovHub in Ballarat. But what we have failed to see is
the detail surrounding what these jobs actually are. To
give the titles of government departments and say
‘There you go. There are the jobs’ is not giving the
Ballarat community certainty around the exact jobs that
are going to be relocated to the GovHub at the Civic
Hall site.
The action that I seek from the minister is that she detail
to the community the exact jobs that are going to be
relocated to the GovHub so that the community have
certainty around the exact economic benefit that these
jobs will provide for the Ballarat community.

Boroondara police stations
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Police, and it
comes from correspondence that Mr Watt, the member
for Burwood in the other place, has received from the
chief of staff to the police minister. In this
correspondence — and I am happy to provide a copy to
the minister if required — the chief of staff refers to the
two police stations in the Boroondara area. As I am sure
the police minister and her chief of staff are well aware,
there are currently three operational police stations in
the Boroondara municipality: the Boroondara police
complex on Harp Road in Kew, the Ashburton police
station and the Camberwell police station.
The action I am seeking from the minister is that she
clarify whether this was an inadvertent error or whether
there is a plan to close one of these three police stations.
My natural inclination is to believe that this is an error
from the chief of staff to the police minister, but there is
history which I think needs to be put on the record, and
it relates to the Ashburton police station. We know the
previous member for Burwood in the Assembly,
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Mr Stensholt, oversaw the closure of the Ashburton
police station. We know that Mr Watt, working with
the then police minister, Mr Wells, invested $500 000
in the upgrade of the Ashburton police station, and so it
opened again on a daily basis under the previous
government. We then saw the Ashburton police station
have its opening hours cut again under Labor — this
time under the Andrews Labor government. So rather
than being open every day — or at least Monday to
Friday — as it was under Mr Watt, the Ashburton
police station is now open just two days per week.
Given the historical context of cutting the hours of the
Ashburton police station, I think it is very important
that the minister explain what exactly her chief of staff
meant when he referred to the two police stations in the
Boroondara area when currently there are three. I would
ask her, as part of her response, to rule out any further
cuts to the opening hours of the Ashburton police
station.

The George apartments
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
My adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister
for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation,
and it comes after I have been contacted by residents of
the George Hotel apartments in St Kilda. They have
raised concerns with the member for Albert Park in the
Assembly, with the Victorian Commission for
Gambling and Liquor Regulation and also with the City
of Port Phillip, but they are feeling that their concerns
have not been heard.
The issue that they have concern about is the safety and
amenity impacts that are arising from bars at the
George Hotel apartments, which are in Fitzroy Street,
St Kilda. They say that they have no philosophical
objection to liquor consumption but that they are just
concerned about some of the antisocial behaviour that
has escalated year upon year and has recently reached
what they say are quite frightening levels. They talk of
drunken violence in the street immediately outside the
entrance to the building and assaults on neighbours,
some of whom are women.
The person who wrote to me most recently said he
has been assaulted by someone who was affected by
drugs and alcohol when he unknowingly interrupted
their activities. He made the point that this building is
occupied primarily by female residents, many of
whom live on their own. Many are retirees, and
the oldest is about 81 years old. They are all active
and involved, but they really do not want to see
this sort of activity on their doorstep, literally.
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He wrote:
We have done our best to report the safety and amenity
impacts arising from the commercial activities at these
premises. Countless reports to the VCGLR and the City of
Port Phillip have amounted to nothing.

He said, quite worryingly, that over the past couple of
years he has been forced to install security cameras at
his front door after numerous attempted forced entries
by drunken patrons. He said:
Most recently we have experienced a spate of intoxicated
male patrons trespassing into the building. These men have
loitered outside residents’ doors and engaged in depraved
sexual acts that are both disturbing and threatening. I can
inform you that among our residents is a rape survivor.

He said that he is concerned about the minister’s grasp
of this issue, that she has failed to act and that there has
been a wave of complaints regarding the issues in this
building. He notes that she has been contacted a
number of times and also that the member for Albert
Park requested her investigation of issues in 2016. He
said:
I unfortunately report that nothing has come of this either
because of the minister’s inaction or because of the failure of
agencies to enact her office’s requests.

I therefore ask the minister to ensure that the allegations
made by residents regarding the George are
investigated by the Victorian Commission for
Gambling and Liquor Regulation as appropriate.

Hill End Primary School site
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My adjournment
matter this evening is for the Minister for Education,
the Honourable James Merlino in the other place, and it
relates to the former Hill End Primary School buildings
and site on Paynters Road in Hill End. The action I seek
from the minister is for him to halt proceedings of the
department of education to rationalise what it deems as
surplus property and halt the sell-off of a much-loved,
much-utilised and maintained community asset. The
Department of Treasury and Finance has been
instructed that the Hill End site is surplus and has
commissioned not one but two reports, with the final
report stating that the Hill End site should be rezoned as
a rural living zone and should be zoned to maximise
planning certainty and capture the value of the site.
Meanwhile the Baw Baw Shire Council has
recommended the site be rezoned as a farming zone,
like the surrounding environment in the countryside
around Hill End.
Through the shire the ownership of the property will be
transferred to the Department of Environment, Land,
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Water and Planning, where a formal agreement could
be entered into by Hill End Community Inc., otherwise
known as HECI, a group of dedicated locals. This
not-for-profit group, HECI, has been maintaining and
managing this site since the school closed. For the past
11 years HECI volunteers have upgraded, cared for and
safeguarded the buildings and the grounds. HECI are
not asking for handouts; in fact they are a viable
volunteer group with a healthy bank balance. Moneys
raised from their activities help to pay for the upkeep of
the property, and indeed members of HECI recently on
my visit there last week told me they spent $5000
repainting an original single-room school that had been
moved from a location just up the road.
This is a beautiful community with fantastic people that
work for the small school zone. They hold art shows,
historical groups, playgroups, workshops, book swaps
and local movie nights. They bring people together.
There is an absolute atmosphere of social inclusion and
friendship at that place. It is comprised of old people
and young people, nurses, ex-school bus drivers,
farmers and power station workers, all working
together for the betterment of their small community. In
short, HECI is the heart and soul of Hill End. The
community is on board, the shire is on board and this
project does have bipartisan support. Indeed the
member for Narracan in the Assembly, Mr Gary
Blackwood, has been advocating for this, as has
Ms Shing in this house. So it needs to stop. There is a
two-part process, one part involving the Minister for
Planning, who has to transfer the land, but the first part
involving the Minister for Education, who needs to stop
the rezoning and sale, and that is my request. This is
fantastic land. It needs to stay in community hands.

Victims of crime financial assistance
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the attention of
the Attorney-General, and it relates to assistance for
victims of crime. Too many jewellery businesses in my
electorate of Southern Metropolitan Region have been
subjected to horrifying crimes. The images of criminals
with machetes and guns robbing and destroying
legitimate businesses and terrifying and assaulting
hardworking owners and staff are becoming far too
frequent. These businesses have on occasions had these
horrific crimes committed not just on one occasion but
on multiple occasions. The impacts have been extensive
and ongoing on not only the health and wellbeing of
those affected but also the viability of the businesses
themselves. Insurance claims are taking weeks to be
processed, and rents, staff and bank loans need to be
paid.

ADJOURNMENT
3926

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 8 August 2017

Responses

Mr Finn seeks to remove the bamboozlement in
Bomberland and indeed wants some clarification in
relation to the status of contracts in relation to a project
that the minister is currently running in Buckley Street,
Essendon, and he seeks clarification once and for all on
whether the contract has been signed and, if not, when
that contract is going to be signed.

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
There are 65 responses to adjournment matters — I
could detail them, if we so wish, by member, and I will
do so on request — that range from 24 November 2016
to 23 June 2017.

Mr Morris seeks advice from the Minister for Regional
Development in relation to the job profile of public
sector activity that is going to take place within the
GovHub being undertaken in the civic hall precinct of
Ballarat.

This evening Ms Lovell raised a matter for the attention
of the Minister for Health, seeking her support for the
radiotherapy centre at the Goulburn Valley hospital.

Mr O’Donohue wants clarification from the Minister
for Police about a piece of correspondence from her
chief of staff in relation to the number of police stations
that are currently operating within Boroondara, and he
wants confirmation that they will continue to be
functioning within that municipality.

The action I seek from the minister is that the minister
dedicate additional financial resources in his
department that will assist those businesses that have
been severely and repeatedly subjected to the crime
wave that is gripping Victoria.

Ms Shing asked the Minister for Public Transport to
provide real-time information to the community so that
they are aware of the progress of a very important rail
line development in Gippsland — the $535 million
investment that this government announced and that
was subsequently supported by the federal government
releasing funds that were quite rightly the domain of the
Victorian people.
Ms Springle also raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Public Transport relating to transport
planning matters in relation to Dandenong South,
Bangholme and Keysborough south, trying to provide
an integrated public transport solution for that
community.
Mr Davis raised a matter for the Minister for Public
Transport relating also to that community, seeking the
release of information relating to the redevelopment of
the Cranbourne-Pakenham line between Caulfield and
Dandenong in relation to sound data information that is
currently in the hands of the Level Crossing Removal
Authority.
Mr Elasmar raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
seeking advice to provide to his local community about
the success of the investments in private sector activity
within the pharmaceutical industry in the northern
suburbs of Melbourne.
Mr Ramsay raised a matter for the Minister for Local
Government seeking that she release information that is
currently confidential within the review of bullying
activities within Greater Geelong City Council. He
effectively wants her to go beyond the confidentiality
that is contained within that review to name the bullies
that were active within the Geelong council.

Ms Fitzherbert wants clarification or support from the
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor
Regulation in relation to the George accommodation
within the Assembly electorate of Albert Park, seeking
greater scrutiny about the level of public safety and
amenity around that facility in the future.
Ms Bath raised a matter for the Minister for Education
in relation to the way in which the Department of
Education and Training is handling the matter of the
land and the development of the Hill End Primary
School site, encouraging him to appease community
concerns in relation to that matter.
Ms Crozier raised a matter for the Attorney-General
seeking additional support for the assistance of victims
of crime.
The PRESIDENT — You have already described
the written ones, so on that basis the house stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 7.20 p.m.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Can I indicate that I will not
tolerate interjections about matters that may have some
currency in the media. They are not to be pursued in
this place, unless you want to make a substantive
motion.

Following petitions presented to house:

Voluntary assisted dying
Police resources
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 most recent data released by the Crime Statistics
Agency Victoria on 15 June 2017 that shows crimes
across Victoria are up 18.17 per cent;
crime in the Stonnington City Council area has risen
22.4 per cent since the Andrews Labor government
came to office; and
only one vehicle is available to police at Prahran police
station and one at Malvern police station.
We therefore call on the Minister for Police to review and
reverse the government’s policy of centralising police
resources, which removes local resources with local
knowledge. The government needs to put police resources
where they can respond to and protect local communities.

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

Ballarat railway station precinct

To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
That the undersigned call on the Victorian Legislative
Council to strongly oppose the introduction of euthanasia or
physician-assisted dying in the state of Victoria by the state
Labor government supported by the Greens and the Sex
Party.
The case for euthanasia is based on fake facts: euthanasia and
physician-assisted dying is not just an expression of personal
autonomy, pain can be managed with proper medical care and
palliation and there can never be safeguards against medical
misdiagnosis, medical mishaps, accidents or malice.
The undersigned call on the Premier, Daniel Andrews, and
the state government to not proceed with the introduction of
physician-assisted dying/euthanasia until there has been a
state or national plebiscite on this critical human issue.

By Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(691 signatures)
Laid on table.
Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan).

COMMISSION OF INQUIRY INTO
ARARAT RURAL CITY COUNCIL

To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Ballarat and district, Victoria
draws to the attention of the house that we:
do not support the permanent transfer of land at the
Ballarat station to a private developer; and
do not think that the construction of a ‘hotel’, exhibition
centre and retail on the site will activate the site with
people and integrate with the CBD.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
of Victoria reject the current development plan proposed by
Regional Development Victoria for a hotel and convention
centre and apply the $25 million already in the state budget
for the site to convert the historic goods shed to a bus
interchange, provide formalised public car parking for over
500 cars and build an underpass with stairs and lifts to all
train and bus platforms for DDA compliance.

By Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria)
(914 signatures).
Laid on table.

Report
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade), by leave, presented report.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General’s Reports on —
Internal Audit Performance, August 2017 (Ordered to
be published).
V/Line Passenger Services, August 2017 (Ordered to be
published).
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Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament —
Building Act 1993 — No. 81.
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — No. 82.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Legislative instrument and related documents under
section 16B in respect of —
Education and Training Reform Act 2006 —
Ministerial Order in relation to the Victorian
Institute of Teaching Schedule of Registration Fees
2017–18.

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Local Roads to Market
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
would like to update the house on our government’s
efforts to support farmers in the south-west of Victoria
through better roads and better access to their markets.
Our Local Roads to Market projects are upgrading
intersections, strengthening pavements and widening
and realigning the roads our agriculture sector relies on.
In the Glenelg shire we are contributing $480 000
towards the cost of upgrading 18 intersections, paving
the way for more efficient dairy pick-ups. The local
dairy industry says improving width, sight distance and
pavement strength at these intersections will
significantly improve transport routes and access to
markets. That reduces costs for producers. In the
Moyne shire the government is investing $841 333 to
improve intersections along Woolsthorpe-Hexham
Road, a strategic link for freight vehicles. The funding
will help realign the intersection of
Woolsthorpe-Hexham Road and Hexham-Ballangeich
Road, reconstruct the intersection with Bostocks Road
and widen and improve road pavements.
We are also providing $195 000 towards a study to
identify and prioritise future road and bridge
infrastructure upgrades in the south-west that will
improve the freight network and directly benefit dairy
producers and processors. The Barwon south-west
dairy supply chain study will be conducted by
Corangamite Shire Council, with partners including
Moyne Shire Council, Colac Otway Shire Council,
Southern Grampians Shire Council, Warrnambool City
Council and the Great South Coast Group. This will
help Victorian dairy farmers continue to shine above
and beyond the rest of Australia and indeed the world.
We are doing what is necessary to keep them in that
position.
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Across Victoria we have now funded 29 projects with a
total value of $22.2 million across 26 local government
authorities through the Local Roads to Market program.
This program is making improvements where it
counts — sealing Victoria’s bumpy gravel roads, fixing
tight and dangerous intersections and strengthening
bridges to get our great dairy and other agricultural
products to market quickly and in top quality condition.

Caring Dads
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I rise to update the house on how the
Andrews Labor government is continuing to reduce
family violence in our community by ensuring that
perpetrators of family violence are held accountable for
their behaviour. Recently I was pleased to visit the
Children’s Protection Society in Heidelberg to
announce the expansion of the trial of Caring Dads.
Caring Dads is an early intervention pilot program
aimed at fathers experiencing drug or alcohol abuse and
involves voluntary group sessions over 17 weeks where
they learn parenting skills and about the impact of
family violence on their children as well as the
importance of having a respectful relationship with
their children’s mother. The Andrews Labor
government is investing $4.6 million over four years in
the program, with an additional $1 million contributed
by philanthropic partner Gandel Philanthropy. The
Children’s Protection Society has already been trialling
this in Heidelberg, and it will now expand to the
Latrobe Valley and to Werribee. Caring Dads was
developed in Canada and is currently delivered in
Ireland, the United Kingdom, Sweden, the Netherlands,
Germany and the United States, and it has shown
tremendous success.
It was wonderful to hear personal stories from the men
who have been assisted by this program already. One
man was able to improve his parenting skills so much
that after his child’s mother died he was able to care for
his child full-time and prevent her placement into
out-of-home care. Workers who run this program have
spoken of dads who were so engaged in the program
they brought other dads along who they knew would
benefit. The program reprioritises the parenting of these
fathers who have often been focused on themselves and
their partners in the past, and this is really about
teaching them to look at these issues through a
child-centred lens and develop an understanding of how
their actions and behaviour affect the emotional and
physical development of their children.
This is part of our government’s response to the Royal
Commission into Family Violence recommendation 92,
which speaks about the need for an expanded and
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diverse range of perpetrator interventions. Our
government is very much committed to ending family
violence and implementing all the recommendations of
the royal commission, and I note that Matthew Guy is
yet to say what he would do in response to the royal
commission’s report.

Woomelang shopping precinct
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Regional
Development) — I rise to update the house on some
activities in the communities of Yarriambiack,
Woomelang in particular, which as this Parliament is no
doubt aware have recently been suffering from the
impacts of drought. Whilst we have had some rain over
recent times, the financial consequences of dry
conditions certainly can last a lot longer. This has been
tough on many, and while the agricultural community
is often on the front line of drought impact we know
that this also impacts entire communities.
In 2015, as part of our drought response, Regional
Development Victoria, in consultation with the
Yarriambiack Shire Council, identified the Woomelang
shopping precinct upgrade as a priority project that
would give the community of Woomelang not only an
economic boost but also a confidence boost as well. As
a result, $100 000 was made available to Yarriambiack
Shire Council for the $128 000 upgrade of the shopping
precinct. This was, as I said, part of the Victorian
government’s $27 million drought response package
via the rural development stream of the Regional
Infrastructure Fund.
The Woomelang and District Development Association
contributed $15 000 cash and $13 000 in kind, and I
would like to congratulate the association on its
contribution — no small achievement in a community
with a population of around 200 people. The upgrade
includes the development of a vacant block that was
located in the precinct next to the community-owned
cafe and grocery store into a piazza-style meeting place.
Works include the installation of a large sheltered
space, car park, amenities and landscaping.
I am very pleased to be able to announce to the house
today that this project is now finished and open for
business, and locals are using and enjoying the benefits
of the upgrade. I know that the new member for
Northern Victoria Region, Mark Gepp, is also happy
about the conclusion of works, as I am sure is
Ms Symes. So to members: please be sure next time
you are in the Woomelang area to stop by to see this
wonderful project.
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Nick Paraskavas
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — I am just
going to make a small mention of having attended Nick
Paraskavas’s funeral recently. It was an uplifting
occasion as well as a sad occasion, because it was clear
that Nick had touched everyone’s lives. The picture that
was up there at his funeral was exactly how I remember
Nick. He was there like he was just about to crack a
joke. It is at times like these I reflect that we are not the
only people that make this chamber run and we are not
the only people who make the state run, and we should
really appreciate the staff that help us.

Nick Paraskavas
The PRESIDENT — I did not make comment
yesterday because of the way proceedings ran, but I do
note that a number of members have made statements
and I certainly join with them and with the sentiments
that they have expressed, but can I also just thank all
those members of the chamber who were available and
were able to attend the funeral two weeks ago. It was a
very strong contingent of members of Parliament, and
that sent an important support message to the staff —
Nick’s colleagues in this place — and of course to his
family and friends.
Nick will be missed. The speed of his illness was tragic
in terms of the battle that he had and the courage that he
showed in that battle, which ultimately he did not win.
But there is no doubt that Nick was a very valued
member of this place, and as I said, I would thank
particularly members who, where they were available,
made arrangements to attend that funeral and support
everybody who was there.

Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Sorry to change the tone a bit, but it is important that it
is said that Daniel Andrews stands condemned for his
management of the Victorian Comprehensive Cancer
Centre (VCCC). There have been 42 beds cancelled at
Peter Mac Private, and what we have learned just in the
last few weeks is that of the 160 beds — 160 beds were
always Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre
beds — 20 per cent, 32 beds, have been taken from
cancer and devoted to another disease. These are beds
in a ward at the Royal Melbourne Hospital that were
designated as expansion space, and it was disappointing
that they had not yet been opened and used, because of
course the Royal Melbourne has the longest waiting list
for elective surgery of any hospital in Victoria.
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There were 32 beds, an empty shell, and the
government has now announced that they will be used
for stroke patients. Stroke patients do need additional
services, but these are beds of the Victorian
Comprehensive Cancer Centre, and it is outrageous that
those beds have been taken from Victorians with cancer
to be used for another disease. The government should
invest in stroke beds with another mechanism, because
the Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre, between
the Peter Mac and the Royal Melbourne, was very
clearly to be the premier institution for cancer, yet
20 per cent of its beds have now gone, and Daniel
Andrews absolutely stands condemned. There have
been 42 beds cancelled for private cancer patients, and
now 32 beds have been taken and devoted to another
disease. He is undermining the VCCC through his
actions.

Nick Paraskavas
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
would like to use my members statement today to give
thanks for the life of Nick Paraskavas — it is a
particularly difficult name to say — on behalf of the
Greens. I had actually known Nick for 30 years because
his parents ran the milk bar on Cowper Street in
Footscray, which played a large role in the life of our
neighbourhood. Not only was it a place to get milk and
papers, but it was a chance to chat to Margaret, Nick’s
mum, who would always know everything that was
happening locally. Nick and Fiona took over the
running of the shop and the good food continued,
especially Nick’s famous lemon ricotta cake, which
nobody has ever been able to get the recipe for.
Nick always helped in local campaigns — you could
leave leaflets there and people would know to come
and pick them up there to letterbox the
neighbourhood — and more than once Nick would be
the media spokesman for the neighbourhood. One of
those campaigns was about the most bizarre idea that
they would open up Bunbury Street, which had a train
tunnel running underneath it, to turn it into an open cut
so they could run double-stacked container trains
though it, which would of course have physically
divided our community. Nick did a great job as the
media spokesman for us on that one, and during the
funeral there was a wonderful photo of him standing
outside the milk bar.
I had not seen Nick for a few years because we had
moved from Footscray to West Footscray, so I was
very pleased to see Nick had become an attendant here
at Parliament. We just picked up the friendship where
we had left it, because it was always very easy to be
friends with Nick. Nick always had a smile and was
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willing to help us at any time, like all of the attendants
in this place.
Nick’s illness came as a shock to me and I think to
everybody in this place, but not surprisingly he dealt
with it with dignity and grace and was open about what
was happening, which I think made it easier for all of us
to deal with. Nick knew that we all cared about him, but
I saw staff, such as Greg Mills, who was dealing with
his own grief, step up to the mark to support not only
Nick and Fiona, his wife, but all the other staff as well.
Nick’s funeral was huge, and it told us how many
people cared about him. We heard about his sense of
humour, his great cakes and his love for Fiona and his
family. We also saw that he was a good bloke who
went far too early.

Nick Paraskavas
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I wish to make some similar comments. It
is with immense sadness that I wish to make some
remarks about the passing of a dear friend, Mr Nick
Paraskavas, who passed away on 17 July following a
short illness. I was extremely shocked and saddened to
learn of Nick’s passing, as I was of the suddenness of
his illness.
Nick was a great friend and admired colleague of staff
and members across both sides of this chamber as well
as in the other place, and that has been evident to all of
us from the moving tributes we have heard about Nick
already. Nick was a friendly face that will be sorely
missed in the corridors of this building, particularly on
late sitting nights. Nick was always eager to help us and
he was always keen for a chat. I certainly enjoyed
having discussions with him and a friendly chat when
he came into my office and in the corridors around this
place. I will sorely miss him.
There are many individuals that contribute to the
smooth running of this Parliament, and Nick was
certainly one of them. The role that Nick played, indeed
the role that all of our parliamentary attendants play,
cannot be understated. They are here well before many
of us arrive in the morning and they are almost always
the last to leave this place. I know that the attendants
group will feel Nick’s absence greatly.
I will always appreciate the support that Nick gave me
and my staff, and my staff speak very, very warmly of
Nick as well. He was a well-respected and valued
attendant in this Parliament from 2011 onwards, and he
will be greatly missed. I thank all the staff for their
support of all of us as members. Particularly at this
difficult time I want to encourage them to look after
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themselves and each other. To Nick’s wife, Fiona, his
sisters and his extended family, I take this opportunity
to express my deepest sympathies and condolences to
you and also to all the friends and colleagues of Nick.
May he rest in peace.

Clayton police station
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — In March this year Victoria Police
were forced to cut services at Clayton police station,
with operations reduced to two members providing
counter services only during weekday business hours.
The decision to cut services followed a Police
Association Victoria review which deemed the Clayton
police station to be unsafe and not fit for purpose after
falling into significant disrepair.
Cuts to police services and the slashing of capital
expenditure on police facilities are typical of the
Andrews government’s failure to effectively resource
Victoria Police in the face of unprecedented crime rates
across the state. The Andrews government has failed to
provide the desperately needed funding required to
deliver upgrades to the Clayton police station. This
failure by the government places the continued
operation of the Clayton police station in doubt, with a
real threat of closure looming.
The Liberal-Nationals coalition has committed to
providing funding to upgrade the Clayton police station
so that it can resume providing the services that the
community expects and demands. I call on the
government to match the coalition’s upgrade pledge
and immediately commit to providing the required
funding to Victoria Police. Our police deserve to be
able to work in a safe environment, and the Clayton
community deserves assurances from the government
about the future of their local police services.

Homelessness
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — This
week is Homelessness Week. There are certainly few
issues more serious than being homeless — having
nowhere to stay, nowhere to sleep, nowhere to keep
your things, nowhere to eat your meals, nowhere to
shower or wash your clothes, nowhere to go home to or
to call home. Homelessness Australia reports that there
are currently 105 237 people in Australia who are
homeless, or 49 out of every 10 000 people, 0.5 per
cent of the population or one in every 200 people.
Fifty-six per cent are male and 44 per cent are female.
Twenty-five per cent are Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander Australians and 30 per cent were born
overseas. Thirty-seven per cent are under 18 years of
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age and 17 per cent are under 12 years of age. These
figures are sobering.
Homelessness Australia reports that 22 789 people in
Victoria are homeless. This has increased by almost
21 per cent since 2006. People are staying in
improvised dwellings or in tents or they are sleeping
out. They are staying in supported accommodation for
the homeless, in other households temporarily, in
boarding houses or in severely overcrowded dwellings.
In an article in the Guardian, as part of its ‘No fixed
address’ series, David West wrote:
The closest feeling to having nowhere to stay for the night is
that of a broken heart. It is a feeling of abandonment, of
rejection and loneliness. When you are homeless you feel
rejected by all, not just by another.

Homelessness can happen to anyone, and it is
happening to more and more people every day. It is a
social crisis that we must get on top of lest we end up
like America, with millions of people living on the
streets.

Nick Paraskavas
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — In my members
statement today I would like to express my sadness at
the passing of Nick Paraskavas. Firstly, I would like to
pass on my condolences to Nick’s wife, his extended
family and his many close friends. I also wish to
express that, even in the relatively small amount of time
that I spent with Nick, he left an indelible impression.
He was someone who I think I can fairly say was
universally appreciated for his generosity, his kind
spirit and his genuineness.
Nick’s funeral was a moving and fitting tribute to him
and a celebration of his life. For me it also provided a
number of unexpected insights into Nick: his lifelong
sense of adventure; his culinary skills; and his capacity
for creating mischief on younger and older siblings
alike — a critically important component of all
well-functioning families! Hearing the words of those
who were closest to Nick reinforced all of the good
things that I had experienced, and those words added so
many additional layers, most of which I was not
surprised to hear.
I only gained a small window into Nick’s life through
our shared experiences here, but I consider it a
privilege. I will miss Nick, and like many people in this
place, I will remember him with great fondness.
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Ballarat sports and events centre
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I was thrilled
recently to hear that the federal government has
provided the $10 million in required funding to see the
Ballarat sports and events centre come to fruition. The
Ballarat sports and events centre, as Mr Ramsay well
knows, has been a project well over a decade coming.
Ms Pulford would well know that if the state
government had properly funded the project it would
have come to fruition much earlier than now, but it was
left to the federal government to save the day, so there
was $10 million from the federal government, and I
take this opportunity to congratulate Peter Eddy, the
CEO of Ballarat Basketball, who has been an absolute
power and force in advocating for this important project
for well over a decade, along with Mark Valentine and
Nick Grylewicz. They have been a powerhouse in
ensuring that this project came to fruition, not only for
Ballarat Basketball but also for netball and volleyball,
as well as many other sports and endeavours at this site.
This new facility will provide a centre not only for the
high-level sporting endeavours that happen in Ballarat
but also for junior-level basketball and others as well.
This is a great outcome that has come to fruition
through the federal government’s funding, and I would
also like to acknowledge the strong support of the
patron senator for Ballarat, Jane Hume, who did an
excellent job in ensuring that this funding was made
available.

Lake Tyrrell
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) — I rise today to talk
about a recent visit I made to Lake Tyrrell, a Victorian
natural wonder just outside of Sea Lake in Victoria. I
had the very great pleasure of representing
Minister Pulford, who was unfortunately fogbound in
Ballarat on the day, to announce $2.3 million in funding
from the Andrews Labor government for Victoria’s
largest salt lake. The $2.58 million project is expected
to see visitor numbers grow from 42 000 a year to more
than 192 000 by 2025. The project will deliver new
facilities at the lake and create six jobs during
construction. Once complete, it is forecast to contribute
more than $6.9 million to the local economy. It is in
this spirit that people like Jane Stacey, who grew up by
the lake, showed great determination to see the project
become a reality. I congratulate all of those from the
local community who worked hard to achieve this
fantastic outcome, and I look forward to seeing further
success at Lake Tyrrell and Sea Lake.
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Sea Lake hardware store
Mr GEPP — I might also add that whilst in Sea
Lake I visited the local hardware store and chatted to
Bruce, the store manager. This really is a great story.
Only a short number of years ago it seemed the Sea
Lake hardware store would close — but not in this
town. The locals rallied together and established a
co-op, and I am pleased to report to the house that this
year they turned a healthy profit.

Right to farm
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — In my
members statement today I want to draw the attention
of the Parliament to the huge pressures that farming
families face as traditional food production land now
competes with different land uses. I was reminded of
this over the weekend as I tried to mediate a bitter
dispute between neighbouring well-established farming
families, with one side trying to preserve the right to
farm unhindered and to protect the lifestyle they have
known over generations and competing with other
farming families who want to maximise the use of their
land by embracing the opportunity of new land uses —
in this case, a wind farm and the establishment of a
quarry.
This competition for land use will be a fact of life for
our traditional food production areas, and that is why
appropriate planning zones, right-to-farm legislation
and even the enforcement of environmental overlays,
like the clunky and overly bureaucratic native
vegetation laws, need serious review and changes to
ensure that the impact on our food producers is kept to
a minimum.
While Melbourne staggers under a population weight
that is now impacting on the livability of those that
choose to live in Victoria’s largest city and as the
peri-urban area slowly marches into traditional
farmland, different pressures arise from changes in land
use. We have an important role as legislators to walk
the fine line of planning for changes in land use while
also protecting and respecting the rights of our food
producers that invariably will have to work and live
alongside new land use activities that may well be
legitimate in their own right.
My respect for others was seriously challenged at the
start of this week, but as long as you are true to your
principles, beliefs and those that you represent, the
challenges for those seeking alternate land use activities
will hopefully be governed by laws that do command
respect, compassion, understanding and common sense.
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Victoria State Emergency Service
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to pay
my respects to the hardworking volunteers of the
Victoria State Emergency Service (SES). Last week our
state experienced some of the wildest and coldest
weather we have seen in a while. In fact the SES
responded to 1125 incidents on Saturday, 31 July, when
much of Melbourne was affected by destructive and
dangerous winds of up to 107 kilometres per hour.
Their team of volunteers attended call-outs for
446 damaged buildings and 342 downed trees that day.
The SES also played an important role in evacuating
residents during the recycling plant fire in Coolaroo a
few weeks ago.
SES volunteers do so much more than just attend
call-outs during severe weather; they are there to help
us on site, whether it be in rain, hail or shine. They are
constantly in dangerous situations to ensure that we
remain safe. The work of an SES volunteer may
sometimes go unacknowledged. I wish to acknowledge
all volunteers of the State Emergency Service and their
commitment to putting the needs of others in the
community first. I commend their hard work
throughout the community and across the state, and I
am sure that honourable members in this house also are
extremely grateful for their tireless, selfless work.

Shepparton youth foyer
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I was
honoured to recently attend the first birthday
celebrations of the official opening of the Shepparton
Education First Youth Foyer. I am particularly proud of
the three Education First Youth Foyers in Victoria as I
not only wrote the policy that created the program but
also funded the building of the three facilities during
my term as Minister for Housing.
During the celebrations resident Jess gave an emotional
speech on the impact the youth foyer has had on her
life. Jess came to the foyer as a homeless year 12
student on the brink of dropping out of school. But in a
safe environment and with the support of wonderful
staff, headed by manager Anita McCurdy, Jess has
thrived and is now studying a bachelor of community
services and master of social work at La Trobe
University. Jess also very proudly informed us that she
is working and is no longer Centrelink dependent.
The Shepparton youth foyer not only provides a safe
place for students to live but encourages them to
become involved in their local community. Students
have been involved in numerous activities, including
volunteering at the Undera Park Speedway, cleaning up
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local rivers and bushland, coaching a junior soccer
team, raising money for the Blue Ribbon Foundation
and making blankets and beanies for the homeless.
Recently students ran a trivia night and participated in
the Run Melbourne event, raising $2300 for the Berry
Street foster care program. One resident currently
studying media has produced a video on behalf of the
homelessness network that will be exhibited at TAFE to
coincide with Homelessness Week.
I congratulate Anita and her staff on the tremendous
work they are doing with some of Shepparton’s most
vulnerable youth, and I wish all students and staff at the
Shepparton Education First Youth Foyer a wonderful
first birthday and a bright and prosperous future.

Government performance
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — It did
not take long into the parliamentary winter break before
it was revealed that the Minister for Families and
Children, Jenny Mikakos, had in fact misled Parliament
after saying that pizzas had not been delivered to
Parkville and Malmsbury. In fact it was revealed
through FOI that young offenders were treated to
$15 000 —
Mr Morris — On a point of order, President, I am
sorry to interrupt, but I cannot see a minister in the
house.
The PRESIDENT — The minister has to be in
sight.
Ms CROZIER — May I start again?
The PRESIDENT — Yes.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you, President. It did not
take long into the parliamentary winter break when it
was revealed that the Minister for Families and
Children, Jenny Mikakos, had in fact misled Parliament
after saying that pizzas had not been delivered to
Parkville and Malmsbury. In fact it was revealed
through FOI that young offenders were treated to
$15 000 in takeaway food and that 50 takeaway feeds
for the year were given to young offenders. That is
about one takeaway feed each week. With rising energy
prices and the increase in taxes of over 20 per cent that
Daniel Andrews has burdened Victorian households
and businesses with, most Victorian families will be
questioning the real priorities of the Andrews
government and how it is that young offenders are
getting so many takeaway meals on such a regular
basis.
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So while the cost of living for Victorians goes up, so
too for the Victorian taxpayer does the cost of youth
justice under Jenny Mikakos. The true costs, however,
are unknown because Jenny Mikakos and Daniel
Andrews, despite their promises to the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee, have not made known the
cost of the botched court cases to Victorians. Well, we
are still waiting on those costs. If there was nothing to
hide, then let Victorians know. But how can you trust a
word this Premier says? After all, he told Victorians
just before the 2014 election that there would be no
new taxes and that the east–west link contract was not
worth the paper it was written on. Victorians know that
not to be true, because $1.2 billion of taxpayers money
was wasted. Victorians also know that this is a man
who takes advice and support from Peter Marshall and
John Setka, whose conduct, character and association
with others say it all. It is something that Mr Andrews
should explain.

United Muslim Sisters of Latrobe Valley
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — The United
Muslim Sisters of Latrobe Valley (UMSLV) provide an
opportunity for women from many cultural
backgrounds and religions to share stories and ideas to
improve cultural understanding. On Sunday, 16 July, I
had the pleasure of attending the United Muslim Sisters
of Latrobe Valley fourth annual Eid Festival at Old
Gippstown in Moe. The group’s president, Arfa Khan,
the UMSLV executive and Relationships Australia,
with the support of Victoria Police and the Latrobe City
Council, are to be congratulated for bringing people
together to share their culture and stories with the wider
community. Through sharing comes understanding;
through understanding common bonds of friendship are
born. It often begins with a smile and a willingness to
engage. It was great to see the Latrobe City Council
mayor, Kellie O’Callaghan, and Cr Sharon Gibson,
who are always very positive in relation to inclusivity
within the shire.

Friends of Morwell National Park
Ms BATH — On 16 July I accompanied the Friends
of Morwell National Park on their nesting box survey, a
digital camera survey of 80 tree nesting boxes. We saw
into the secret lives of sugar gliders snuggled on beds of
dried leaves out of the freezing cold winter’s morning.
On any given survey the nesting boxes are home to
between 40 and 60 sugar gliders, some antechinus and
other native mammals. Congratulations to Matt, Mike,
Greg, Rosie, Ken, Shane and all the passionate
custodians of this lovely national park so close to
Churchill. The national park is a wonderful place for
families to be out in nature while being only minutes
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from the major centres of Churchill, Morwell and
Traralgon.

GAME MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY
AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Statement of compatibility
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) 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 act’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Game
Management Authority Amendment Bill 2017 (‘the bill’).
In my opinion, the Game Management Authority
Amendment Bill 2017 (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 fact that this bill
does not engage any of the rights set out in the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006.
Daniel Young, MP

Second reading
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Today I am pleased to introduce legislation that will
strengthen the role that the Game Management
Authority has in the management of hunting and the
public land in which hunting so often occurs. Since its
establishment in 2014, the Game Management
Authority has been held back by its own act due to the
limited nature of its functions and objectives. The
potential for such a body is of enormous value to
hunters in this state and cannot be overstated. But the
ability to deliver must be supported by its legislation
and appropriately recognised and funded by the
government of the day.
Hunting in this state has quite a significant history and
is of great cultural importance. Indigenous people have
hunted the native wildlife for thousands of years and
have sustainably used wildlife for food, clothing and
spiritual needs. The first settlers relied on hunted food,
and over the years, as migrants from all corners of the
globe have made their way to Australia, they too have
brought with them their own customs and traditions
from various hunting cultures.
Today, hunting occurs mostly with the use of firearms,
and in the state of Victoria there are more than
200 000 licensed firearm owners. More than 50 000 of
them hold licences to hunt game species which include
duck, quail, deer and other introduced game birds.
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It has been determined through a study commissioned
by the DEPI in 2013 that hunting is worth more than
$400 million a year to the Victorian economy. This is a
significant contribution, but more important is the fact
that a large portion of this is a direct contribution to
regional areas. When broken down into local
government areas, hunting makes some astonishing
contributions to local economies. For example, hunting
accounts for 2.5 per cent of the Mansfield local
government area’s economy. For the Murrindindi and
Gannawarra local government areas, hunting makes up
1.2 and 1.6 per cent of their economies respectively.
Now, dollar figures may not mean much to some
people, but what does mean a lot to those areas is jobs.
At the time of that report there were an estimated
1115 full-time equivalent jobs generated directly by
hunting-related expenditure, with 1268 jobs created
through flow-on employment. That gives a total of
2382 jobs in the state.
So why do so many people get involved in hunting?
There are many reasons for someone to take up this
activity and it is different for each person. Much of that
comes down to how they were introduced to hunting,
with the rest being what the individual wishes to
achieve. For me personally I was introduced to hunting
by my father. It is a longstanding and proud tradition in
my family, one that I hope I can share with my children
when they are old enough. Like many others, sharing
the experiences of hunting with friends and family is of
utmost importance and often more important than
hunting success.
When talking of certain species, hunting for food is the
aim. Wild-harvested duck and quail are delicacies that
cannot be found in any restaurant. And whilst venison
often graces the tables of such establishments, it always
seems to taste better when you know that the ultimate
in free-range harvest was achieved by taking a deer
from our similarly untamed high country.
Many people such as my esteemed colleague
Mr Bourman will tell you that they hunt in order to
throw their hat in the ring to protect our native
environment. Pest control is often most effective when
employing hunting tactics and methods. In fact a recent
parliamentary inquiry has taken place to determine just
how much of a role hunting has and should have in the
state’s management of pests and introduced species.
The hunting of pests can be either to protect the native
landscape or to protect livestock and agriculture, as
performed by many of our farmers.
In the end it does not really matter which motivation
involves someone in hunting, the government of the
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day must still recognise that there is significant
contribution as a result of this endeavour. Similarly, we
acknowledge also that there are many areas where
hunting activities cross paths with others. So proper
management is needed, and that is why we support the
Game Management Authority in its current role but
also wish to see it enhanced in order to improve
opportunities for hunters.
The Game Management Authority was established in
2014 in order to provide for a legislative basis for a
new, independent statutory authority to regulate game
hunting and improve game management outcomes in
Victoria. It was a step in the right direction but in reality
feedback on this framework is that it does not allow for
the Game Management Authority to have any real or
proactive role in game management or the wider
management of public lands.
I consider that the GMA has over the past three years
achieved quite a bit given the limited resources
available and their restrictive statement of expectation.
With only 18 staff and a budget of just $5 million, the
GMA has been able to administer licensing and provide
material to the state’s 50 000 game licence holders. It
has also begun to identify areas in need of
improvement, such as the information provided in the
GMA’s audit of state game reserves.
This audit found that of 199 state game reserves 137 do
not have management plans despite a requirement in
the Wildlife Act 1975 to do so. Furthermore, 180 SGRs
have no infrastructure beyond fencing and signage.
Only 20 had water infrastructure that was capable of
delivering water to the reserve, an important factor in
any wetland. Signage was found to be ambiguous and
inconsistent, with only 16 per cent correctly signed as
state game reserves. Four state game reserves were
landlocked and inaccessible without landholder
permission and up to 16 were totally fenced off and/or
locked.
Given that the primary use of state game reserves is
waterfowl hunting, the GMA must have a stronger role
in the management of these reserves. One hundred and
thirty-two reserves have been found as not being used
for any other activity than waterfowl hunting. In fact
the reason many of these reserves even exist is due to
the historical input of duck hunters from the 1950s. It
was the conservation efforts of those hunters at the time
that led to the government’s purchase of the first state
game reserves. There are now 18 Ramsar-listed
wetlands in the state game reserves system, and I would
at this point like to acknowledge the past and
continuous work of individuals and hunting
organisations in the conservation of our wetlands.
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Moving forward we believe that the Game
Management Authority should have sole management
of Victoria’s state game reserves, but they must be first
given the legislative ability and resourcing to do so.
This bill, however, is to simply bring the Game
Management Authority in line with the newly
established Victorian Fishing Authority.
In 2016, the government introduced a bill that would
establish a similar statutory authority responsible for the
management of Victoria’s fisheries sector. It would be
tasked with managing recreational pursuits and
commercial ventures, as well as administering licensing
and compliance for the fisheries sector. When
introducing the Victorian Fisheries Authority Bill 2016
the government drew on the parallels between the
proposed authority and the GMA. In recognition of that
notion and of the great work by the government to
bring us the Victorian Fisheries Authority, this bill
seeks to further standardise the function and objectives
of the two authorities.
The bill will create four new objectives for the GMA:
to optimise the social, cultural and economic benefits
of game hunting;
to support the development of recreational game
hunting;
to support the development of commercial game
hunting; and
to work cooperatively with game-hunting bodies in
territories and the commonwealth.
These are consistent with the objectives of the Victorian
Fisheries Authority.
The bill will also amend the functions of the Game
Management Authority by firstly inserting a new
function to inform and educate game hunters and the
public about rights and obligations in relation to game
hunting.
The bill will simplify the functions of the authority in
relation to compliance by amending its functions to that
which is consistent with the Victorian Fisheries
Authority.
The bill will also create new functions for the GMA:
to provide advice to the minister or secretary to assist
in the development of strategic policy or legislation
in relation to the development or management of
game hunting in Victoria; and
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to administer grants approved by the minister in
relation to game and game hunting.
These are also consistent with the functions of the
Victorian Fisheries Authority.
Finally, the bill will require the GMA to publish
ministerial directions on its website and in the
Government Gazette within 14 days of receiving the
direction. Again this is consistent with the Victorian
Fisheries Authority.
These changes will allow the Game Management
Authority more scope to better deliver on the
government’s Sustainable Hunting Action Plan. We at
the Shooters, Fishers and Farmers Party fully support a
plan that involves actions to provide sustainable
hunting for the long term and expansion of hunting
opportunities.
When aiming to improve hunting opportunities, a key
area of focus should be access to public land. Many
issues have been identified that are keeping people out
of areas able to be hunted. This ranges from poor track
maintenance or boat access to boundary confusion and
lack of signage. Infrastructure improvement is
paramount, but access to information is also vital to
inform hunters where and when access is available.
Rules and regulations surrounding what kind of hunting
can occur in certain areas also need to be addressed. It
is astonishing that in state game reserves the hunting of
pest animals is not allowed. At the outset these were
literally areas of land purchased for the purpose of
hunting, yet only some game species can be hunted at
certain times of the year. In recognition of the problems
we face from invasive rabbits and foxes among others,
options need to be explored to allow hunting of pests in
state game reserves.
Existing areas where hunting is permissible should not
be the extent of any change. There are many areas of
state and national park where hunting could take place
in a safe, sustainable manner and could also provide
positive outcomes in pest control. Hunting is already
recognised as an economic boon for regional Victoria
and should be expanded to all places where it would be
appropriate to do so. Land tenure in itself should not be
a reason to disallow hunting.
The use of game is also an important aspect of what
hunting is all about. We have many restrictions on how
we can use game meat obtained through hunting and a
thorough investigation is needed to find ways in which
to expand on this. Deer numbers are growing in
Victoria and so too are harvest numbers for the average
hunter. But there is only so much venison one man and
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his family can eat. Options must be explored for the use
of this resource in a commercial setting. Wasting an
animal is not the aim of a hunter. If we are to encourage
the reduction in deer numbers needed, an outlet must be
found for the harvest. The same could also be said for
kangaroos.
Both the government and the Game Management
Authority must work with hunting stakeholders to
implement the changes needed to improve hunting in
this state and, with this bill, a newly emboldened Game
Management Authority will be perfectly poised to do
so.
I commend this bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms PULFORD
(Minister for Agriculture).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 16 August.

CRIMES AMENDMENT (RAMMING OF
POLICE VEHICLES) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 21 June; motion of
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria).
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) — I rise to speak on
the Crimes Amendment (Ramming of Police Vehicles)
Bill 2017. We are concerned with the bill that is before
the house today. We think there are a number of
deficiencies within it. We think it is poorly defined. We
think it is narrow in scope and fundamentally not
practicable.
The bill does not provide a definition for what
constitutes the act of ramming, surprisingly. With no
definition of course the courts will interpret the offence
having regard to the ordinary meaning of the word,
including the possibility of the dictionary definition.
The Oxford dictionary defines ram in the context of a
vehicle as meaning ‘to be driven violently into (another
vehicle or vessel) in an attempt to stop or damage it’ or
to ‘crash violently against something’. This may
suggest that merely nudging or reversing into a police
vehicle, for example, would not be captured by the
offence, although it may depend on the particular
circumstances, so this leaves considerable uncertainty
around what actions are covered by the proposed new
offence until such time as the courts can provide an
interpretation.
It is also unclear whether a police vehicle only applies
to motor vehicles. Other provisions in the Crimes Act
1958 define a vehicle to include a motor vehicle,
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aircraft or vessel. In terms of the scope of the proposed
bill, the bill will not cover incidents involving police
officers who are not on duty or police vehicles being
driven by a protective services officer (PSO), police
custody officer (PCO) or any unsworn police
employee, and the bill privileges police property over
police employees.
The opposition’s bill will have no bearing on incidents
where the police vehicle is able to take evasive action
and avoid a collision. The bill will have no bearing on
incidents where the officers are outside of the vehicle.
This will create an absurd situation where an offender
who drives at police officers on foot would only be
impacted if they hit the officers’ unoccupied police
vehicle.
It is also completely impracticable. The bill is silent on
issues of intent, giving rise to some uncertainty around
the scope of the offence. For example, it is not clear
whether a person must have intended to ram the police
vehicle or whether it would be sufficient that the person
was aware there was significant risk that they could ram
the police vehicle — that is, they were acting
recklessly.
It is not clear whether the person must have known that
the vehicle they were ramming was a police vehicle or
whether they were aware that there was a substantial
risk that the vehicle was a police vehicle. Such a
distinction is important particularly given that the
offence can apply to unmarked police vehicles. For
example, it might be difficult to prove that a person
knew an unmarked vehicle without its lights on was a
police vehicle in the absence of evidence to the
contrary.
I want to speak a little bit about the Leader of the
Opposition in relation to this, given the events in the
last 24 to 48 hours. It is somewhat surprising that this is
being proceeded with today. You cannot claim to be
supporting police when your leader is having supper
with key figures in the criminal underworld. Every day
police officers put their lives —
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, Acting
President, Mr Gepp in his speech so far has been
talking about the narrow scope of the bill, and I agree
this is a discrete bill dealing with a very serious issue.
He is now straying way beyond that in dealing with or
referring to matters in the media in the last 24 to
48 hours. I would ask him to focus on the bill before the
house.
Ms Pulford — On the point of order, Acting
President, Mr Gepp is barely 4 minutes into his
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contribution. He is outlining the government’s response
on Mr O’Donohue’s bill. I understand that members of
the Liberal Party have some issues that they are a little
sensitive about this week, but I think it is custom and
practice in this place to allow the first speaker to move
into the general policy remit of the area that is in
question, and Mr O’Donohue certainly avails himself of
that longstanding precedent in the house on a very
regular basis.
Mr Morris — On the point of order, Acting
President, the President earlier today made a very clear
point in saying that these types of comments were out
of order and would not be canvassed in the house.
There was a very clear direction from the President just
an hour or so ago — less than an hour ago — and a
very clear indication that this is something that should
not be canvassed in the house, and I certainly endorse
Mr O’Donohue’s point of order.
Ms Pulford — On the point of order, Acting
President, the President was simply making a point of
reminding members that casting aspersions about
individual members requires a substantive motion.
Mr Gepp’s comments were very broad and general in
their nature and I do not think offend the suggestion or
the rulings the President has made on previous
occasions on this matter or his comments from earlier
this morning.
Mr Finn — On the point of order, Acting President,
Mr Gepp has made what I would regard as a slur on the
Leader of the Opposition in the other place. Well, you
can shake your head as much as you like, Acting
President, but he has, and I ask him to withdraw.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! Mr Finn, withdraw your remark. I was
consulting with the Clerk in trying to clarify the point
you have raised, and you are just made a remark about
what I may or may not be doing, so I ask that you
withdraw.
Mr Finn — I call it as I see it, Acting President, but
I withdraw out of your sensitivity, because I know you
are a petal. Mr Gepp has made what I regard as a slur
on the Leader of the Opposition in the other place, and I
ask you to ask him to withdraw.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
After hearing everyone I reiterate the President’s
comment from this morning in relation to individual
members: any comments on the recent matter,
particularly relating to the Leader of the Opposition,
should be the subject of a substantive motion. I accept
that and I will reinforce that. Mr Gepp, it is important
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that you get back to the bill; I do not think you have
strayed from the bill, but I ask you to focus on the bill. I
appreciate that members will make no reference to the
other matter, particularly the one Mr Finn raised. That
should be the subject of a substantive motion should
members want to talk about it.
Mr GEPP — Thank you, Acting President. The
point that I was making was that every day our police
officers put their lives on the line to investigate and take
down organised crime operations. They are often put in
harm’s way when they do this, as we know. We know
that some of the very high profile and seriously violent
offending that police have been tackling head-on, such
as armed robberies and motor vehicle theft, is being
coordinated by organised crime groups. We know that
in arresting these violent offenders some police officers
have been injured in the process. Are those opposite
really going to say to those injured police officers that
they have their back while at the same time they are
actually breaking bread with some of these people?
There is an individual that the former chief —
Ms Fitzherbert — On a point of order, Acting
President, the member has just reflected on all of those
opposite and made an assertion about behaviour that is
incorrect, and I ask him to withdraw.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! In relation to asking a member to withdraw, it is
only when a member names a specific member, so I
cannot ask Mr Gepp to withdraw because he was
making a general comment — he did not name a
specific individual. Mr Gepp, I ask you to come back to
the content of the bill.
Mr GEPP — Thank you, Acting President. Police
only make orders —
Mr Morris interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! Mr Morris, your side has a number of times
raised points of order about Mr Gepp making
comments about members on your side. You have done
exactly the same thing. I just caution you that next time
there is a point of order to pull Mr Gepp back to the bill
and ask him not to talk about other members I will not
be that kind — it is a two-way street.
Mr GEPP — What we know is that police only
make exclusion orders when they have information that
leads them to conclude that an individual threatens the
integrity and the operation of the casino or race meets.
For the benefit of those opposite, that is code for money
laundering and standover tactics. We say that the
Liberal Party’s law and order agenda, in light of a
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number of recent events, is absolutely in a shambles,
and in particular that the shadow Minister for Police has
botched this particular bill.
I want to talk a little bit about the claims of the
opposition in relation to supporting police. Their claims
are hollow. They have spent the past seven years
actively undermining Victoria Police (VicPol). In
government they compromised the operational
independence of police. For seven years they waged
war with Victoria Police, and the community is less
safe because of their irresponsibility.
Let us look at this record in detail. In government their
first police minister was a dud. He did not know what
his own staff were up to; how could anyone expect him
to know what was happening on the police beat?
Contrast that with the wonderful Minister for Police
that Victoria has today. Their first police minister was
saying one thing on one hand, and then his police
advisor was conspiring against the command. It was a
recipe for disaster, and that is exactly what happened.
You had the government’s lead police advisor actively
undermining the Chief Commissioner of Police of the
day.
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, Acting
President, I appreciate the point made by Minister
Pulford in a previous point of order — that for a lead
speaker for the government there is some latitude —
but I again make the point that this is a very narrow bill,
as pointed out by Mr Gepp, and he is now canvassing
issues that have absolutely no relevance whatsoever to
this legislation and no connection whatsoever to this
legislation. I ask you to bring him back to the bill that is
before the house.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) — I do
not uphold the point of order, on the basis that these
issues have been subject to debate in this house on a
number of occasions in the last six months. I think all
members have taken the liberty to expand on these
issues, so my understanding is that Mr Gepp as the lead
speaker, and because the bill falls within the crime
portfolios, has the right to talk on these matters.
Mr Finn — On a point of order, Acting President, I
am sure that if I rose to speak on this bill and I spent a
good portion of my address speaking about what
Christine Nixon did to the Victorian police force under
the stewardship of the Labor Party, you would draw me
back to the bill. I think it is only fair, only reasonable,
that you show even-handedness in this area and ask
Mr Gepp to return to the bill as well.

3939

Ms Shing — Further on the point of order, Acting
President, I note that given the incessant nature of the
interjections, which in and of themselves have been
found on a number of occasions to be unparliamentary,
it is well within Mr Gepp’s scope to be able to take up
those interjections in the course of his contribution.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
There is no point of order.
Mr GEPP — Thank you, Acting President. Of
course this all goes to why this bill is a dud. Their
record is completely relevant to this debate. You cannot
stand up here in this place today, given your recent
track record, and purport to have the back of VicPol
because your record simply does not support that.
You also had the then Parliamentary Secretary for
Police and Emergency Services, the member for
Benambra in the Assembly, secretly taping
conversations with the then police minister and Deputy
Premier. That is the level of dysfunction those opposite
had at the top of the police portfolio. Senior police were
resigning. They were being sacked or they were
walking away in disgust at a government that had
messed up law and order and fundamentally
compromised the operational independence of VicPol.
It is all in the public domain in all of its terrible detail.
The Rush report, the Crossing the Line report and the
Ombudsman’s inquiry report are all in the public
domain.
This kind of political interference — this bungling —
has an impact in the real world. How could you expect
a police minister to argue for more funding for Victoria
Police when he was so compromised at the time? There
was no new investment in frontline police for four
years, no leadership and no credibility.
The next police minister unfortunately was even worse,
the then member for Scoresby, now the member for
Rowville, in the Assembly. He was a Treasurer for the
first two years of the Liberal government who did not
fund any new police. He was even less effective as a
police and emergency services minister, sleepwalking
through the last two years — no new police, no
leadership and no credibility, but some good tennis
games along the way apparently. The four years of the
Liberal government were wasted years. There were no
new police and the leadership team was in crisis.
They have learned nothing since those wasted years.
We regularly have members from the other side who
criticise local commanders about operational decisions.
We have the shadow Minister for Police who likes to
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quote section 10 of the Victoria Police Act 2013 when
it suits him. In Hansard of 18 August 2016 he said:
… under the Victoria Police Act 2013 the chief commissioner
has absolute discretion about the allocation of police
resources …

He is a shadow minister who regularly poses for photos
with police and smiles and nods his head when he is
briefed by police commanders, but then he flip-flops
and undermines police. He goes out and tells people
there is something wrong with Victoria Police. He
encourages vigilantes. He calls for political
interventions in police operations. He goes out and he
supports people who have an active vendetta against
Victoria Police. He supports a group that wants a retired
New South Wales police officer to review Victoria
Police. Imagine that. He thinks that a state with a
history of police corruption and bungling royal
commissions could teach us here in Victoria, where
there has never been the need for a royal commission
into police.
We have a shadow Treasurer who has tweeted that
VicPol make operational decisions based on political
factors. In doing so he attacked the integrity of the
hard-nosed detectives in crime command. He has
actually gone out publicly and said that they have made
decisions based on political factors, an outrageous
comment. These are detectives who track down
offenders without fear or favour.
Then we have the Leader of the Opposition in the
Assembly, a man who has demonstrated that he thinks
family violence is a second-order issue and a man who
has the gall to criticise our specialist police officers. He
did not seek a briefing from police, for example, about
the Malaysian Airlines incident. He still has not
sought —
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, Acting
President, the speaker has canvassed a range of issues
and made comments which I think are actually
incorrect. Regardless of that, again these issues — the
Malaysia Airlines incident — have nothing to do with
the ramming of police vehicles. On the issue about
vigilantes, I am not even sure what that is about. None
of these issues that are being canvassed have anything
to do with this legislation whatsoever. I would ask you,
Acting President — he has now been speaking for
nearly 20 minutes — to draw him back to this very
discrete piece of legislation.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Mr Gepp, I ask you to go back to the bill.
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Mr GEPP — Thank you, Acting President. This is
all context and background to the scope of the bill. It is
important that we understand the context and
background to the drafting of this bill. I am not
surprised that those opposite do not want to hear some
of this, because it is a bit of a shameful track record I
have got to say.
He has still not sought a briefing from the police on the
Malaysian Airlines incident. He sent his shadow police
minister along, but he is yet to reach out to police.
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, Acting
President, the member is now flouting a ruling. You
asked him to return to the bill, and he is continuing with
his pre-prepared, slavishly read speech, word for word
with no regard to the ruling you have made. I would ask
you to again draw him back to this bill.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) — Can
I just make this point? I accept that the opposition are
making lots of points of order about this issue, and I
think we have wasted about 10 minutes on points of
order. But similarly I ask you, Mr Gepp, to please focus
on the bill. Having said that, I go back to the earlier
point: I think the speaker is allowed to talk about crimes
and law and order. Mr O’Donohue, in your
second-reading speech I think you went beyond what
the bill has stated, as have various other speakers. But I
ask Mr Gepp to confine his speech to the bill and
Victorian issues. I think the sooner we let Mr Gepp
finish his contribution the better it will be another
40 minutes. Mr Gepp, resume your contribution.
Mr GEPP — Thank you, Acting President. I will
come to some more specific details about the bill and
what the government is proposing to do shortly. I will
get there soon, because the bill as it is presented has got
more holes in it than a cracked lobster shell.
Mr O’Donohue — That was pathetic.
Ms Shing — Take up the interjection. He thinks that
is pathetic. He thinks that Mr Guy’s conduct is pathetic.
Is that what is being said?
Mr GEPP — I agree that the conduct is pathetic,
and there is a lot of explaining to do in relation to that
particular matter that we shall not continue with.
What I do want to now talk about is what we, the
government, are proposing, and what we are doing to
make sure that Victoria Police have the powers and
resources that they need to perform the great service
that they provide to the Victorian community. Last
December we released our Community Safety
Statement. It recognises that all Victorians have the
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right to feel safe and be safe in their homes, their
workplace, their business, on transport, in public and in
their neighbourhoods, but it does more than that. It is a
comprehensive strategy to begin to turn around the
harm being caused in the community. It is a plan for
policing. At its heart is a record investment in police
officers on the front line. This investment is based on a
sophisticated new police staff allocation model —
SAM — that Victoria Police has developed in
consultation with the Police Association (TPA) and
which the government has endorsed.
The new SAM moves us away from the boom and bust
nature of police recruiting to an evidence-informed base
that makes sure Victoria always has the police force it
needs. The staff allocation model takes account of
population growth, but it does more than that as well. It
also takes account of the law enforcement assistance
program (LEAP) database and the computer-aided
dispatch and traffic incident system, along with other
variables, to get a much better picture of the sorts of
demands being placed on police and where those
demands are. It is the linchpin of our $2 billion
community safety statement.
These numbers prove that it is only Labor that funds
police numbers here in Victoria, but the community
safety statement is about more than just police numbers.
It is also about capability, with the government
investing in a dedicated 24-hour police assistance line
for non-emergency calls and a reporting website so that
Victorians can contact police when and where they
need to; rolling out automatic numberplate recognition
technology to 220 highway patrol vehicles, up from six,
to crack down on dangerous and unauthorised drivers;
modernising and expanding the Victoria Police air
wing, with three new helicopters and one fixed-wing
aircraft; and building a new training facility for Victoria
Police’s special operations group, bomb squad and
critical incident response team. It also includes
$10 million worth of youth crime prevention grants and
an expansion of the Victoria Police Kokoda youth
engagement program.
Police will also have new powers to fight crime, and
that includes the government giving police the power to
take DNA samples without a court order from people
suspected of committing an indictable offence —
increasing the number of DNA samples analysed by
police from 7000 to 70 000 — and introducing new
laws to ban the payment of cash for scrap metal to
target organised crime, new laws around synthetic
drugs and ice trafficking and new laws targeting
drive-by shootings, including firing into a house,
building or stationary vehicle.
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We are also about protecting from harm those that
protect us — our police and our emergency services
workers — and we have announced a two-step process
to protect our police and emergency services workers.
The first is the development of comprehensive
legislative reforms to crack down on offenders who
harm or seek to harm a police officer or emergency
services worker. This will be a comprehensive set of
reforms brought before the house later this year. It is
being developed in consultation with Victoria Police
and the Police Association of Victoria, and the work
has already commenced, but what we are also doing is
introducing tough new laws in the coming weeks to
protect our dedicated police and emergency services
workers from violence and harm where offenders use a
motor vehicle to threaten or cause harm.
Let us be very clear: the Andrews Labor government is
doing more than introducing a tokenistic, unworkable
standalone offence like the one currently being
debated — one that does not even define what ramming
is and that places a higher priority on police vehicles
than on the safety and wellbeing of police officers. We
are developing a set of comprehensive reforms to
protect emergency services workers, including where
offenders drive at police officers who are not in cars.
Our reform is about the safety of police officers and
emergency services workers, not just the protection of
police vehicles. It is one thing to want to protect
vehicles; we also want to protect police officers,
because the Andrews Labor government is about
putting people first, not equipment.
We also want our police officers to go home at the end
of their shifts, which is what we want for all workers
across Victoria. That is why the government is actively
working with VicPol and the TPA to examine the best
legislative options to protect officers and to sanction
those who seek to do harm to them. It will be a
comprehensive piece of work that will first address the
issues around offenders using motor vehicles against
police before addressing a broader range of conduct and
behaviours that put police and emergency services
workers in harm’s way — and we know that they do
this every day.
Importantly, this work will be done in consultation with
police informed by their experience on the job. It will
not just be foisted on them like it would be with the
opposition’s flawed bill. The work being done has been
properly constituted with experts from Victoria Police,
the TPA and the Department of Justice and Regulation
working together, examining existing offences,
sentencing rules and provisions under the Crimes Act
1958, the Sentencing Act 1991, the Summary Offences
Act 1966 and any other relevant legislation or common

CRIMES AMENDMENT (RAMMING OF POLICE VEHICLES) BILL 2017
3942

COUNCIL

law as well as the merits or otherwise of a range of
legislative options, including but not limited to the
creation of specific new offences, sentencing provisions
or guidance and the inclusion of aggravating factors for
specific types of offences. These experts will provide
government with recommendations to provide for a
comprehensive suite of measures to protect police, to
deter dangerous behaviour and to hold to account
dangerous offenders who seek to cause harm to police.
This will be a comprehensive response, not an ad hoc,
piecemeal approach as put forward by those opposite.
I do want to return to the record of those opposite when
they were in government. What we know is that under
the Liberal-Nationals government crime rose in every
year. During their government the total number of
offences in Victoria increased by 21.4 per cent, with the
overall crime rate increasing by 13.6 per cent. Under
the Liberals the crime wave started and was left
unchecked for four wasted years. Theft from motor
vehicles went up by 10.5 per cent, theft of a motor
vehicle went up 16.6 per cent, serious assaults went up
by 16.9 per cent, common assaults went up by 52.9 per
cent, dangerous and negligent acts endangering people
went up by 46.3 per cent, murder went up by 20.8 per
cent, aggravated burglary went up by 18.2 per cent,
rape went up by 39.1 per cent and assault of police and
emergency services workers went up by 26.9 per cent
under those opposite. And why? They did not fund any
new police and they let the youth justice system wither.
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, Acting
President, I put it to you that the member is now clearly
flouting your ruling. After your previous ruling the
member did in part address the bill. He is now, by his
own statement, referring to matters from the term of the
previous government. The context has been well and
truly established for his speech. He has addressed the
matters in the bill as he perceives it. Returning to
context, I would suggest, is a direct flouting of your
previous rulings.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Thank you, Mr O’Donohue. I do not believe the
member is contravening my ruling. As I stated earlier,
these matters have been debated in this house for the
last six months and there has not been any restriction on
any members in talking about the whole issue of crime
in the state of Victoria. I think Mr Gepp is within his
rights to talk about these matters, so there is no point of
order.
Mr GEPP — I am not surprised that they do not
want to hear about it, because why would you? With
that sort of record, why would you want to hear about
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it? You would not want to hear about the increase in
crime that occurred across the government —
Mr Finn — On a point of order, Acting President, a
point of clarification: I am intrigued to learn from you,
a man of great knowledge and talent in so many ways,
what exactly this has to do with the bill before the
house. There is no way that anybody can make a
connection between what Mr Gepp has been talking
about for the past 5 minutes and what is before the
house for discussion at the minute.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Thank you, Mr Finn. I think the whole bill talks about
crime, and I think that police ramming is about
criminals. So thank you for your advice, Mr Finn.
Mr GEPP — When you have the record of those
opposite the context and relationship to the bill before
us is that they are clearly trying to draw a long bow.
They have not got a record to match the rhetoric that
sometimes comes out of their mouths. The rise in the
number of offences that started in the four years of the
Liberal government did continue throughout 2015 and
2016, but the Andrews Labor government and VicPol
have responded, and these efforts are now stabilising
the crime rate. The crime rate will continue to stabilise
in this state as new resources and new laws come into
effect.
I want to just touch on what we have done since we
came into office and contrast it with the wasted four
years of those opposite. We have already committed
additional funding — $2.862 billion — to tackle crime
policing, crime prevention and public safety. We have
increased the number of VicPol personnel by 4210.
There are 3259 sworn officers and 236 PSOs and an
additional $596 million for additional resources to
VicPol for gang-related crime, gun crime, terrorist
threats and family violence. Under any measure, when
you look at the record of those opposite and you
contrast it with the two and a half years of the Andrews
Labor government, they are a world apart.
Intensive police work is having an impact in many of
the areas I have just identified and is starting to drive
down the rate of crime in some of those categories.
Police have arrested more people than ever before over
the past 12 months. The crime rate grew but is
stabilising at only 2.5 per cent, adjusted for population,
and at only 4 per cent for the overall number of
offences. The last six months have seen decreases in the
number of overall offences but also in several
high-level categories. The total number of offences
dropped by 5.4 per cent in the last quarter, theft of
motor vehicles dropped by 14.1 per cent in the last
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quarter, theft from a motor vehicle offences dropped by
19 per cent in the last quarter, aggravated burglary
offences dropped by 4 per cent in the last quarter, rape
offences dropped by 3 per cent in the last quarter and
total burglaries and break and enters dropped by
14.9 per cent in the last quarter.
While we still have a long way to go, what this does
demonstrate is that police activity, our increased
resources and our measures and focus on policing in
this state are starting to have a genuine effect. Our
community safety statement outlines a comprehensive
plan in partnership with Victoria Police to deter, disrupt
and prevent crime and drive down harm in the
community. There is a pipeline of police officers who
are now hitting the streets. The academy is full and
double squads are coming out every fortnight. Police
recruitment advertisements will run regularly on TV
and in print and social media throughout the year and
into next year. Our police force will grow. Under this
government the numbers have continued to grow and
this trend will continue into the future.
In conclusion can I say that we have a plan for policing
in this state. Car ramming is a very serious matter,
something that is a top priority for the Andrews Labor
government and the Minister for Police. We are
developing a comprehensive plan that will include new
legislation that we anticipate will be brought before the
Parliament later this year. When contrasted with the
four years of wasted effort under the former Liberal
government and the ad hoc proposition that has been
brought to this place by their shadow minister I would
suggest to this house that the Labor government’s plan
to be brought forward later this year will be far superior
to the dud offering that we have before us.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) — I
am pleased to be able to speak on the bill before the
house. We have just heard a really wideranging speech.
I think that is a polite term for what we have just heard.
I understand that this is a very, very narrowly cast bill,
and deliberately so, but even given that constraint that
was an enormously wideranging speech. We heard
about the tragic downing of the Malaysian Airlines
flight by terrorist attack. We heard a range of
allegations about the Liberal Party. We heard all sorts
of attempts to blame the current government’s crime
problem on the previous government.
The government has been in power for nearly three
years and in that time we have seen a range of what
were previously quite obscure and little-known
offences become front of mind for average Victorians. I
am talking about things like carjackings, home
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invasions and the ramming of police cars. These are the
issues that are of concern to Victorians.
It is good for Mr Gepp to tell us, ‘We’ve got a plan.
We’re developing a plan. We’re getting on with it’. But
I think it has come too late for Victorians, who are sick
of seeing this sort of violence all around them,
threatening their neighbourhoods, their families and
their friends. They do not want to be told, ‘There is a
plan’ and ‘We’re developing a plan’. They want to see
action, and that is what this bill is about.
The bill has a quite discrete purpose. It inserts a new
section 247M into the Crimes Act 1958, which details
that a person must not, without lawful cause, ram a
police car using another vehicle. It inserts a new section
into the Sentencing Act 1991 so that a custodial
sentence of not less than two years must be imposed for
the offence of ramming a police vehicle unless a special
reason exists or the offender is less than 18 years of age
at the time of the offence. It confirms the Parliament’s
intention that a sentence of not less than two years
should be imposed for an offence of this nature and that
unless exceptional circumstances exist a term of
imprisonment imposed for an offence against
section 247M of the Crimes Act must be served
cumulatively.
It is interesting that Mr Gepp has tried to characterise
this as somehow putting equipment before people,
because what it is actually dealing with is a very violent
attack on police in the course of carrying out their duty.
It is not as though we have police cars and vehicles
roaming around the streets on their own. If someone
rams a police vehicle, they are actually attacking a
police officer, and that is what we are dealing with.
Mr Gepp raised the issue of how ramming is defined. I
am told that it is intended to have the ordinary meaning
of the word. That was on the basis of advice from the
Office of Parliamentary Counsel.
We have also heard about a range of different
circumstances where the specific offence that is under
contemplation may or may not be used. I guess I would
respond to that by saying that police need to make
assessments about a range of different circumstances
and reach conclusions about how those particular
circumstances fit into potential charges and crimes.
Police can do the same here and they would be required
to exercise judgement in doing so in relation to this
offence.
The bill also responds to what Victoria Police have
asked for. That was also absent from Mr Gepp’s
speech. The Herald Sun of 9 August reports that police
had proposed one of three possible options in relation to
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attacks on police was to make ramming a police car a
separate offence. This bill responds to what significant
numbers of Victoria Police members have asked for, as
well as concerns that have been raised by police about
this type of crime. Unfortunately it really is all too
common.
The Police Association Victoria have commented on
this. On 16 June they welcomed the announcement that
a private members bill would be introduced by the
opposition that would see offenders who ram police
vehicles forced to serve time in jail. This, of course,
followed an incident in Melton where a police
divisional van was rammed 12 times, which sounded
like a very, very serious assault on people who were
doing their job in driving that vehicle. They were
fortunate to escape serious injury.
The Police Association Victoria secretary Sergeant
Wayne Gatt has said that police have had enough of
being used as battering rams and that it is now time for
offenders who commit such a serious crime to face
consequences to match. He also said that police vehicle
ramming is a disturbing trend, with no sign of
improvement in sight. I will now quote him:
Ramming of police vehicles was extremely rare in the past.
Now they’re happening all too frequently. There have been
117 such incidents during the current financial year, off the
back of 103 incidents the year before.
This trend is extremely worrying. Nothing has worked to date
to stop it. There has to be a circuit-breaker.
For this reason we’ve been calling on both sides of politics to
consider introducing legislation to make this a specific
offence carrying significant punishment to create a strong
deterrent to help keep our members safe.
We therefore welcome and fully support the opposition’s
announcement today to get tough on these offenders.

Again this is something that was absent from
Mr Gepp’s comments just earlier — the words of the
police and the police association saying that they
support this initiative but also pointing to this trend over
the last few years where we have seen a dramatic
increase in the number of ramming incidents against
police. The question that I ask hypothetically is: why
has it taken the government so long to be saying today,
‘We’re working on a plan’? That is not good enough.
They have been warned of this offence, they have seen
the evidence, there has been a public outcry and there
has been very clear comment from the police. Sergeant
Gatt further asked on 16 June that Police Association
Victoria:
… call upon all sides of politics to support this private
members bill so that would-be offenders will start to think
twice before putting our members in danger.
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He also stated that:
Attacks like this are attacks on the community, not just the
officers unlucky enough to be sitting inside a police car when
an angry or drug-affected person decides their safety is
negligible.

As I said, the prevalence of this crime is quite
frightening. It is reported that criminals are now
ramming police cars at an average of three times a
week. The news of this particular trend has also called
for these sorts of words.
Victoria Police spokeswoman Sophie Jennings told the
Sunday Herald Sun:
The deliberate ramming of police vehicles is highly
concerning to police.
This criminal and dangerous behaviour shows no regard for
authority and the consequences can be disastrous.
Victoria Police recently completed an internal review which
examined the rise in incidents, the best strategies to protect
officers, and ways to deter people from fleeing from police
and ramming police vehicles, including options for legislative
reform.

Again I will quote police association secretary Wayne
Gatt, who said:
Criminals see ramming as an accepted method of escaping
capture at the expense of officer safety.
That no officer has been killed or maimed in the past two
years is a matter of luck. There needs to be a deterrent factor
that weighs into the thinking of an offender when they’re
considering ramming a police vehicle to escape arrest.

The figures, as I said, are alarming. In the 2015–16
financial year 14 officers were hurt as a result of police
vehicle ramming, and the number of police vehicles
rammed has more than tripled under the current
government. This increased from 30 in the year
2013–14 to 103 in the year 2015–16 and to more than
117 so far in the financial year 2016–17. As I said
earlier, the police association responded to these sorts
of figures saying that action is needed to make it clear
that there is a deterrent for this type of serious crime.
I want to also make some brief comments about
Mr Gepp’s use of statistics that he went back to and
quoted. I am not quite sure of the source or indeed
which particular period of time they covered, so it is
quite hard to comment specifically, but he referred to
increases allowing for population growth. He referred
to adjusted figures. If that is the best argument the
government can make to people in Victoria who are
worried about their personal safety and who are making
that worry abundantly clear, good luck to them. That is
not an argument that I would want to make to the many
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people who contact my office and comment on their
feeling of a lack of personal safety, their concern about
crime and their worry that they are going to be affected,
acknowledging that they at times have changed their
own personal behaviour because of a perception that
they are not as safe as they used to be. For example,
they might avoid some places at night or avoid using
public transport where previously they would not have
done so.
Indeed the Minister for Police’s big happy news when
looking at the most recent crime figures was to
basically say, ‘It’s not continuing to rise at quite the rate
it was previously, and therefore this is a big success’. I
think that is an argument that falls flat. People can see
the reality of it, and it is not good enough to be saying,
after all this time, ‘We’ve got a plan. We’re working on
a plan’. This is better than a plan. This is action. This is
responding to something that the police have asked for.
It is responding to a very, very clear trend in criminal
behaviour over the last couple of years.
In closing, what I would like to do is give credit to
Mr O’Donohue, who has developed this bill. He has
made the argument for it. He has consulted widely
about it. Somehow, without the benefits of government
and office, he has been able to do the work that the
police minister has been unable to bring together to
date, so I want to finish on that note. I congratulate
Mr O’Donohue on his work for bringing this forward.
It is not too late for the government to change its mind
and support this legislation, as it should. I would urge
them to do so. The opportunity is now. If you think the
bill can be improved, by all means make some
suggestions. I am sure Mr O’Donohue would be open
to that, but I think it is weak and it would be seen as
weak by the Victorian people for the government to
simply sit there and say, ‘No, no, this isn’t good
enough. We’re taking our time. We have a plan, and
we’re going to get around to it later’. That is simply a
response that the Victorian people will not accept.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise
to speak on the Crimes Amendment (Ramming of
Police Vehicles) Bill 2017, a private members bill
introduced by Mr Ed O’Donohue. The bill does the
following: it creates a specific offence under the Crimes
Act 1958 for ramming a police vehicle and provides for
mandatory sentencing of a fixed non-parole period of
two years imprisonment unless the court finds that a
special reason exists under section 10A of the
Sentencing Act 1991.
Just at the outset I would like to say that the Greens
acknowledge the hard work of Victoria Police in
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serving the community, as we always do. We are
deeply concerned that there has been an increase in the
number of police vehicles being rammed in Victoria
and that in the year 2015–16, 14 officers were hurt as a
result of a person ramming a police vehicle. This of
course is totally unacceptable, but I would say it is
already a crime under the Crimes Act. This has always
been an offence. It has always been illegal to ram a
police vehicle. It is not as if the introduction of this
particular offence will introduce an offence that was not
already there before.
In fact, if you look at the Crimes Act, there are any
number of sections providing for offences that people
have been charged with and have been sentenced for.
The most often used, as I understand it, is section 22 of
the Crimes Act:
Conduct endangering life
A person who, without lawful excuse, recklessly engages in
conduct that places or may place another person in danger of
death is guilty of an indictable offence.
Penalty: Level 5 imprisonment (10 years maximum).

But under the Crimes Act there are also other offences
that could cover this offence: section 15A, which is
‘Causing serious injury intentionally in circumstances
of gross violence’; section 15B, ‘Causing serious injury
recklessly in circumstances of gross violence’;
section 16, ‘Causing serious injury intentionally’;
section 17, ‘Causing serious injury recklessly’; and
particularly section 318, ‘Culpable driving causing
death’; section 319, ‘Dangerous driving causing death
or serious injury’; and section 319AA, ‘Dangerous or
negligent driving while pursued by police’.
So there are any number of offences under the Crimes
Act by which a person who deliberately rams a police
vehicle can be charged, and so there is in fact no need
for this particular offence. As we have said before in
this place, it is not desirable to be cluttering up the
Crimes Act or the Summary Offences Act 1966 with
such specific offences for which there are already
provisions under which people have already been tried,
convicted and imprisoned for a particular offence.
It does not make the job of the courts any easier to have
a range of provisions for offences that can be used,
particularly when you introduce very similar offences
to ones that already exist and attach a mandatory
minimum sentence to them. As the Law Institute of
Victoria, Liberty Victoria and others point out on
mandatory sentencing, once you introduce a mandatory
sentence then the prospect of people actually pleading
guilty to the offence diminishes. That then ties up more
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court time in having to go through a trial when the
person has pleaded not guilty.

some problems with the drafting of the bill in that
respect.

As I say, proposals in this bill are not necessary as we
already have adequate laws. It is not, as Mr O’Donohue
maintains, going to have a deterrent effect. Most people
who commit this crime are in the young offender
category. They may be affected by substances, which is
another offence for which they could be charged as
well. They are not likely at the time to be even
understanding or thinking about what offence under the
Crimes Act they are going to be charged with.

The introduction of mandatory minimum sentencing is
our other concern. That would dissuade offenders from
pleading guilty. Also, because of the broadness of the
scope in capturing a person who may be a passenger or
a bystander in the offence, that mandatory minimum
sentence for the different levels of culpability of those
offenders is not appropriate either. Someone who is
actually deliberately driving a vehicle into a police
vehicle would be getting a minimum sentence of two
years, but someone who was standing nearby and
actually had not committed the offence could, under
this bill, get the same penalty and has nowhere near the
same culpability of the person driving.

Also, the actual provisions of the bill are problematic.
The offence, as drafted in the bill, is too broad. It states
that a person ‘may be found guilty of an offence’ —
ramming a police vehicle:
… irrespective of whether—
(a) any person was in or near the police vehicle concerned
when it was rammed …

A person can be charged with ramming a police vehicle
when they were not even driving the vehicle, when they
were only a passenger or when they were not even in
the vehicle. It does not stand to reason that a person
could be charged with that offence if they were not
actually driving the vehicle. You would notice under
subclause (3) that:
A person may be found guilty of an offence … irrespective of
whether the person was—
(a) driving; or
(b) a passenger in; or
(c) outside—
the vehicle which caused a police vehicle to be rammed.

Then it goes on to say:
In this section, police vehicle means any vehicle driven by a
person who is—
(a) a police officer; and
(b) driving the vehicle in the course of the police officer’s
duties as a police officer.

Earlier on it says the offence would carry irrespective of
whether ‘any person was in or near the police vehicle
concerned when it was rammed’. So subclause (2)(a) of
the bill conflicts with subclause (4) of the bill. The
definition of a police vehicle under the bill says that
there must be a police officer in the vehicle, and yet
under this bill the offence can be committed whether or
not anybody was in the police vehicle, so there are

We do not support mandatory minimum sentences and
have not supported them in any of the other legislation
that has been brought into this Parliament, including for
specific assault and serious injury offences such as
those committed against emergency workers. This is
because, while these offences are appalling, this type of
legislation is not the answer, and we should always be
preserving judicial discretion and trust our judicial
officers to follow the sentencing principles as outlined
in the Sentencing Act 1991. Under current laws there is
already scope for the courts to impose a harsh sentence
where it is warranted for a person ramming a police
vehicle, and if a sentence is imposed that is manifestly
inadequate, it can be appealed.
Under the terms of the current sentencing practice the
most common sentence in the Magistrates Court
between 2011 and 2014 for conduct endangering life
was 12 to 18 months. This is according to the statistics
for that period from the Sentencing Advisory Council.
For sentencing in the County Court and the Supreme
Court for reckless conduct endangering life matters
between July 2010 and June 2015, the most common
length of imprisonment imposed was between two and
three years. This is well within the mandatory
minimum of two years put forward in this bill. So again
this demonstrates that there is no need for this bill and
there is no need for a mandatory minimum sentence,
because the sentences already being applied in the
courts are around that level of imprisonment. There is
already a maximum of a 10-year penalty that can apply
for conduct endangering life.
We do not believe there is a need for another specific
offence for ramming a police vehicle, notwithstanding
that behaviour is abhorrent behaviour and criminal
behaviour already under the Crimes Act. But I also
make the point that while ramming a police vehicle is a
serious matter so is the ramming of an ambulance, so is
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the ramming of a fire appliance and so is the ramming
of any person’s car, particularly, say, a family car with
children in it. So I do get concerned when there is this
singling out of classes of people and that somehow the
crime is worse because they are that class of person.
I would also make the point that under the Sentencing
Act principles there are mitigating and aggravating
circumstances and that a court would certainly find the
ramming of a police vehicle to be an aggravating
circumstance, so again there is no need for this
legislation and for the singling out of certain types of
ramming in particular circumstances. I think the courts
are best suited to decide on the circumstances of every
case as to what penalty they should apply to an offender
and any circumstances of that offence. The Greens will
not be supporting this bill.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — It gives me a
great deal of pleasure to rise. Unsurprisingly I am in
support of this bill. I am going to actually follow on
from just one little point that the Greens made. There is
a difference between the ramming of a police, fire or
ambulance vehicle and a normal vehicle. An attack on
the police is an attack on the state. It is not an attack on
the individual; it is an attack on the institution. That is
something we really need to remember. The institution
is made up of people, but when they attack the police
car they are not attacking the person in it; they are
attacking the uniform. I think that is a big, big
difference. It is one of those things that I think people
tend to forget.
In getting to the bill itself, yes, it does make it
‘illegaler’. There are plenty of offences that are out
there that could cover it, but it does highlight the fact
that this is becoming an ongoing and increasing
problem. The ramming of police vehicles is a relatively
new thing. It seems to be almost becoming a sport. In
the days of old it seems we had one a year, if that — or
one that I would have heard of, anyway — and now we
are talking about one a week, if not more. That is
definitely something that is of concern. If the current
arrangement with the judiciary was working, then I
would suggest that there would be no need for this bill,
because they would be the people who would be
putting away the people who were doing these acts.
They would be having, hopefully, more than two years
to consider the folly of their work.
I understand the government are going to follow up
with a similar bill further down the track, so even they
realise that this is a problem that needs to be addressed.
The current situation is not working. We cannot just go
on the way we are, much as we cannot with home
invasions and things like that. Home invasions used to
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be just called aggravated burglaries. They were not
uncommon, but they were not common. Now they
seem to be reported a lot more, so we need to do
something. We need to be saying to the people who are
doing this and to our general community that this is not
good enough. If we have to pass something that does
make it ‘illegaler’ and sets the standard, then we will do
it.
The strange thing, I guess, is that this is happening
more. There are a lot of changes in society that have
happened over the years. A lot of things have moved —
progressed, for want of a better term — but that is also
reflected in the crime patterns. The crime patterns, I
have got to say — I do not know if it is just the way it
has been reported — show that violent crime seems to
be on the increase. No longer are we feeling as safe as
we used to. In the Australia I grew up in you could be a
kid and play till 10.00 p.m. on a summer’s night and
you would never have to worry about it. Now people
are afraid to let their kids play outside. It is time we
took stock of what is going on. Something is not
working, and we need to do something.
Whilst we are on the subject of standard minimum
sentences, I know a lot of people do not like them. I
personally am in favour of them as long as there are
avenues for people that may have an extenuating
circumstance to have it not applied. But I think the
revolving door systems we have got need to be
changed. People seem to think that there are going to be
no incentives to plead guilty or whatever. It is not about
incentivising people to plead guilty; it is about putting
criminals behind bars. It is about protecting society
from these people. It is not about anything else. Once
they are inside we can give them rehabilitation. Once
they are inside we can do all sorts of things to try and
get them to change their ways. But this is not about the
defendant; this is about society. In this case specifically
it is about our police.
The job of a police officer is mostly paperwork and
mundane work. You will be driving around for hours
on end, sometimes for your whole shift, doing very
little of interest. But then you will get the occasional
violent scenario that will turn up at the drop of a hat.
Sometimes it will be just following a car, going to a
burglary or pursuing a car, and this is when our police
earn their money. This is when our police put their lives
on the line. This is where their job is different from a lot
of other people’s jobs. This is not just, ‘I do my 8 hours
and go home’; this is, ‘I am going to put myself in a
very violent situation to try to protect society’. To me
that is why these sorts of bills are unfortunately
becoming a necessity. The violence is increasing,
particularly the violence against the uniform, and if we
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do not deal with it soon, we will be dealing with a
much, much larger problem. Australia is changing, as I
said before, but we really want to keep it as the paradise
it currently is.
The increase in attacks on police by ramming and other
sorts of violence is increasing the problem of
post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD) in the force.
Driving around in a way that might feel aimless and
doing paperwork is not exactly going to induce PTSD,
but that occasional violence — and in some cases it is
not that occasional — is what induces it. The person
who is in that uniform is a person. They go through
training, yes, and they become experienced, yes, but in
the end they are people. They need to be taken care of,
and these sorts of bills are the state’s way of saying that
we care enough about what is going on to try to deal
with this issue.
Being rammed, whether you are in a police car or not,
is not exactly something you would normally
experience. The things you see and do in that job are
not what you would see as a normal person. If you are
lucky, you might see it once in your life. They might
see it once a day. It is a case of taking the opportunity to
try to deal with this. It is an opportunity to
disincentivise people from ramming police cars so that,
when they do it and get caught, they will basically be
put away for a couple of years. In those two years — or
in the period up to two years or whatever it might be —
you will find that they are not out there robbing,
ramming police cars, doing home invasions or
whatever else it might be.
On that note I am going to wrap this up and say that I
support the bill, obviously. I support the intent of the
bill, and regardless of whether it gets through or not, if
the government introduces a similar bill, I will support
that too. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — It is not a pleasure
but a challenge to stand to talk about a bill that relates
to a series of inherently violent and enormously
disruptive circumstances that people face in the course
of their work. As previous speakers have alluded to, we
know that being responsible for ensuring and protecting
community safety comes at a great cost for law
enforcement officers and for people who are frontline
and emergency service responders. We know that the
sacrifices involved in doing the work that our police,
paramedics and firefighters do on an everyday basis
have a huge cost, and we know that the trauma
associated with this sort of work lingers, often long
after a period of paid service has finished.
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I would like to talk to the bill today in relation to what it
proposes to do but also to put against this backdrop the
importance of making sure that any legislative response
that is intended to lessen the impact of trauma, distress
or injury, whether physical or psychological, comes
from the most holistic perspective possible. In this
regard the bill before us today is focused very much on
one specific set of circumstances, and those
circumstances relate to the ramming of a vehicle. It is a
vehicle ramming situation that does not have any
definition about what constitutes ramming. This is
something which the courts are faced with every day in
the context of the way in which criminal and civil
penalties might be imposed, whether under the Crimes
Act 1958, the roads act or another statute or whether as
common-law offences, such as assault.
What we do know, however, is that, as previous
speakers have alluded to, there are numerous offences
already within the Victorian statute book which cover
the scope and contemplation intended by this bill very
comprehensively. We know, for example, that culpable
driving offences are available and that offences against
the person and property offences under the Crimes Act
are available and indeed have been used to prosecute
offenders who have undertaken actions involving the
ramming of police cars.
We know, however, that ramming means different
things in the context of different circumstances.
Suggesting that nudging a police car or reversing into a
police vehicle may or may not be captured would
depend upon the individual circumstances, which the
court would be required to interpret. That is the court’s
job. However, without the detail required for a bill of
this nature, and against the backdrop of other statutes
which provide for courts to do this work in any event,
this bill fails the test of meaningfully providing a
policy, legislative and regulatory solution to the
problem that it has identified.
What we see with this bill is a reference to conduct that
interfaces with equipment rather than a person. What
we see is the prioritisation within the bill of conduct
that has an impact on a police vehicle but does not
necessarily require any particular consequence for the
police involved. It will not cover incidents involving
police officers who are not on duty, for example, or
police vehicles being driven by a protective services
officer (PSO), a police custody officer (PCO) or any
other unsworn police employee.
To pick up the point that was made by Mr Bourman
earlier, the people involved in doing this work are
people, each and every one of them. Whether they are
working actively on duty or whether they are off duty,
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whether they are sworn or whether they are unsworn,
they deserve a uniform protection from work-related
harm and injury. Instead what this bill does is introduce
a series of measures that are so narrow in scope that in
fact many of the people who put themselves in harm’s
way as part of their work will not be covered.
They will still be covered under other legislation. They
will still be covered under legislation such as the
Crimes Act 1958 and the road safety legislation. They
will still be covered under common law. There will still
be capacity for them to seek redress for any physical or
psychological injury sustained in the course of their
employment — for example, through the workers
compensation scheme and the workplace injury and
accident compensation legislation. But what we see is a
dividing up of the priority of rights. On the one hand
sworn officers, in a narrow range of circumstances, will
be covered; on the other hand, if you are not on duty or
if there is a car being driven by a PSO, a PCO or an
unsworn police employee, you are not covered. It is a
distinction that is sought to be introduced here
notwithstanding the fact that similar levels of risk to
safety are experienced by people in these other roles.
That is a fundamental shortcoming, because if we are
going to talk about making the necessary improvements
to the safety of our workforce in the course of dealing
with often very risky, often very dangerous and often
very injurious circumstances, then it should be a more
comprehensive system than the one being proposed by
the bill.
The bill will also have no bearing on incidents where
officers are outside the vehicle. Again, it is focused on
the vehicle itself. To lose the focus of people at the
heart of this particular problem, at the heart of this
policy and regulatory and legislative challenge, misses
the point. The point is that in taking care of emergency
services workers, as we have done with the introduction
of a 40-kilometre speed limit when they are assisting
people by the sides of roads, we are making the point of
these changes the people involved in providing those
essential services to Victorians in need.
Similarly, in addressing the challenges of occupational
violence experienced by police, emergency services
workers and others the focus needs to be on and remain
on the people who are delivering those services. To
contrive a situation whereby a solution is delivered
simply because a statute — an unnecessary, in our
view, statute — seeks to apply a standard to a vehicle is
in fact not even a bandaid solution. What it does is
deprioritise the essentially human component of law
enforcement work.
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We have an unprecedented commitment from the
Andrews Labor government that is about providing
more police resources, about providing better police
resources and about providing resources, support,
funding and ongoing engagement between the Minister
for Police, the police commissioner, the Police
Association Victoria, stations, districts and
communities to make sure that police have what they
need in the course of their work. This requires a
multifaceted approach, and the police association has
acknowledged the work that is required to be done in
addressing law and order challenges more generally as
part of a police and law enforcement response.
It has often been said in this place, in the course of
public accounts and estimates hearings and in the
course of public discourse and discussions from the
Premier, the police minister and others, that reducing
the workload of police and reducing the time — 40 per
cent of their workload — police spend on family
violence is in and of itself a measure that puts police in
a better position to do their work and in a better position
not to experience compromises to their health and
wellbeing, and that in fact it has net benefits
immediately for the community and in the longer term
in relation to community safety, education and
prevention that are sensible, that are considered and that
go to the medium to long-term improvement of our
communities overall.
What we see in providing police with resources that
enable the use of digital technology that gets rid of the
fax machines and the telephone reliance that we saw in
the 1980s, 1990s and 2000s is an improvement in the
way that police can do their work. What we see in the
introduction of PCOs is an efficiency measure that
enables police to provide more active, engaged
frontline assistance and response to the community.
What we see when we resource police for an additional
3135 officers, with a vastly increased number of female
officers and officers from culturally and linguistically
diverse backgrounds, is a commitment to growing the
diversity of the sworn force, providing additional
assistance to the unsworn officers who work alongside
the police and are as integral as any other part of the
system to delivering effective policing responses to the
state. What we see is a focus on people that in fact is far
more considered and far more effective than the bill
that we see before us.
The bill that we have here, as I indicated earlier and as
the government has indicated already in a submission
by Mr Gepp, is a bill that tinkers around the edges of a
problem without making any substantive change to fix
it. It has been made clear by other submissions that we
do in fact have very clear means by which to prosecute
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conduct involving the ramming of a police car. In fact
this has occurred before. What we do not need is a
repetition and an overlay of those existing provisions
within their own discrete bill, as posed by the
opposition bill, to in fact duplicate what is already there
whilst missing the point of taking care of the people
who are supposedly at the core of this bill.
We know that in arresting violent offenders police
officers are injured. We know however that it is the
constant work associated with policing work that results
in longer term injury and that it is in fact the culture of
policing where often onerous case management
requirements are the focus of many hours in a day’s
work, only to be replaced with high-adrenaline
moments where a police officer’s life or the life of
someone else may be at risk. This is an inherently
stressful environment in which to work.
In taking care of the source of that stress and
understanding how it comes about through a range of
measures that we have committed to as part of a record
investment in policing in this state, we are working
toward a solution which does not have the three-word
slogan, bang for your buck, send it out on Twitter, glitz
and glamour that perhaps this bill might have. It does
not have the fizz and the excitement associated with
someone from the opposite benches being able to say,
‘Government votes down police ramming bill’. What it
does have, however, is an adult approach and a
responsible approach to resourcing the force, to
resourcing our sworn and unsworn officers, to taking
account of the nature of the work and to placing people
at the very centre of the way in which we do this —
because we have the law already to punish those
offenders who ram police cars. We have the law
already to make sure that there is in fact a very strict
series of consequences available in prosecuting people
who put our police officers at risk of harm.
The point that those opposite miss is the need to make
sure that the people who continue to do the work of
policing in this state are the subject of our ongoing
investment, engagement, care, respect and recognition.
And so for this reason the government will not in fact
be supporting the bill as presented by the opposition.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am
pleased to sum up on this debate, and I would like to
thank all members who have spoken in relation to this
bill: Mr Gepp, Ms Pennicuik, Ms Fitzherbert,
Mr Bourman and Ms Shing. I think the attitude of the
government in particular is disappointing. Mr Gepp did
himself no favours in his speech, where he hardly
touched on the issue of ramming of police vehicles
because he built his speech around the government’s
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community safety statement. The community safety
statement does not mention the words ‘protect police’
or ‘ramming of police vehicles’ once. It is an indication
that this issue simply has not been a priority for Labor;
it has not been a priority for the government.
Yesterday’s announcement by the police minister and
the contributions from Ms Shing and Mr Gepp just
confirm that they have a plan to look at this in the
future. But their plan to look at this in the future is in
direct contradiction to the call for action from both the
chief commissioner himself and the police association.
The chief commissioner told Neil Mitchell on 27 July:
We’ve seen — particularly last year we had a big increase in
police rammings, a big increase in 2016 … we are concerned
about the safety of police members that are doing their job
and then finding themselves being driven at, which is very
dangerous, reckless and really cowardly behaviour … So any
moves that sit around protecting police officers in that
situation, I am certainly supportive as chief commissioner.

And of course on 16 June the police association put out
a release saying:
Make no mistake, the ramming of police vehicles is one of
the most serious health and safety issues facing our members.
We’re seeing this extremely dangerous conduct happening at
least twice a week now.
It’s nothing short of a miracle that no police officer has yet
been seriously injured or killed on the 221 occasions where a
police vehicle has been rammed in the past two years, but it’s
only a matter of time before one of our members becomes a
statistic unless something is done about this now.

The association went on to say:
We therefore welcome and fully support the opposition’s
announcement today to get tough on these offenders.
We call upon all sides of politics to support this private
members bill so that would-be offenders will start to think
twice before putting our members in danger.
Attacks like this are attacks on the community, not just the
officers unlucky enough to be sitting inside a police car when
an angry or drug-affected person decides their safety is
negligible.

So let us put politics aside. Let us listen to the chief
commissioner. Let us listen to the police association.
Let us listen to the call for all sides of politics to support
this private members bill as the police association has
done on behalf of its thousands of members, the
hardworking men and women of Victoria Police.
This bill is about supporting our police. It is about
giving a very clear message to these offenders, many of
whom are getting a slap on the wrist now under the
current statutory regime when they face a criminal
sanction. It is time to get tough with these offenders,
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send a clear message, pass this bill and create a new
separate offence of ramming a police vehicle.
I commend the bill to the house.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 20
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms (Teller)
Lovell, Ms

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

Noes, 19
Barber, Mr
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Hartland, Ms (Teller)
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Mulino, Mr (Teller)
Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Medicinal cannabis
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Families and Children,
representing the Minister for Health. In October 2015
the government announced that it had accepted all
recommendations of the Victorian Law Reform
Commission in relation to medicinal cannabis. These
included the extension of medicinal cannabis
availability to adults with multiple sclerosis, cancer,
HIV/AIDS, epileptic conditions and severe chronic
pain. My question is: nearly two years after that
announcement, why is medicinal cannabis treatment
not yet available for these conditions?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. The
ability for children in particular to access medicinal
cannabis will be a very significant change in Victoria. I
am very proud to be a member of a government that has
shown compassion to individuals who have been, in
many cases, long-suffering of medical conditions. I am
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very proud of the fact that the Minister for Health has
led this very significant reform. I have had the
opportunity in the past to meet with a particular family
and their little boy who has suffered from epilepsy, and
I have seen the heartbreak that those parents experience
on a regular basis in seeing and knowing that their child
would be significantly better off by being able to access
this particular product.
I know that the minister, together with the Minister for
Agriculture, has been doing a significant amount of
work to ensure that medicinal cannabis is available in
Victoria. As for the specifics the member has asked
about — people with particular conditions — I think it
is best that I do seek some advice from the relevant
minister, the Minister for Health, and provide a written
response to the member.
Supplementary question
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — Thank
you, Minister; I look forward to that. I do appreciate the
work that the government and Minister Pulford have
been doing in expanding this industry and the
cultivation of this plant. A study published in the
Journal of the American Medical Association has
reported that ‘medical cannabis laws are associated
with significantly lower state-level opioid overdose
mortality rates’. So where medicinal cannabis is legal
for pain relief you find significantly less — up to 25 per
cent less — opioid overdoses. Again I am asking when
we will provide medicinal cannabis as an option to
opioids in this state.
The PRESIDENT — Can I just indicate that there
are a couple of matters Ms Patten has gone to in the last
two days of sitting that may be related to information
obtained on a parliamentary committee and subject to
evidence that was presented to that parliamentary
committee. It is obviously not possible for a member to
move into that area of discussing matters that have been
taken as evidence and to canvass that publicly without
it having gone through the proper committee processes.
I am taking it on the basis that perhaps this knowledge
that Ms Patten brings to question time today is based on
the broader examination of laws in other places rather
than evidence led to the committee. I just warn
members to be careful about using information that has
been obtained in committee evidence too prematurely
in a public manner.
Ms Shing — On a point of order, President, can I
just seek clarification on that? Where evidence has been
produced in the context of a committee hearing or a
parliamentary inquiry and is then made public and is
therefore on the public record, does that rule still apply
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in relation to questions that can be put in this place?
Where evidence has been produced and provided to a
committee and then published — for example, as a
transcript or a submission that is then publicly
available — I would assume then that that does fall
within the scope of a question that can be asked. I am
just seeking some guidance from you on that.
The PRESIDENT — That would be all right.
Again it depends on the nature of how the evidence has
been obtained and on whether or not it is public
evidence and whether it has basically gone through a
process of the committee looking at it, as distinct from
being used ahead of those proper committee
deliberations and receiving clearance, if you like.
Ms PATTEN — Thank you, President, and thanks
for the clarification. Just to confirm, this information is
from a 2014 study. It is certainly not part of any
evidence we have received in the inquiry.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Ms Patten again for her
supplementary question and her interest in these
matters. I will refer the supplementary question to the
Minister for Health and provide her with a written
response.

Police numbers
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — My question
today is for Minister Tierney, representing the Minister
for Police in the other place. Minister, police numbers
in rural Victoria are still a problem, with many stations
running well below minimum numbers and with some
supervisors covering impossibly large geographical
locations. This means response and backup can take an
unacceptably long time. Police numbers may well be
increasing, but what plans are in place to get a real
increase on the ground of police numbers in rural
Victoria?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills) —
I thank the member for his question. I will refer this
matter that deals with police numbers in rural Victoria
and plans for police numbers into the future to the
relevant minister, Minister Neville.
Supplementary question
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for her answer. Obviously to be referred off
again: what commitment will the minister give to the
people of rural Victoria regarding the provision of more
resources so they are better protected by our police
force?
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Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills) —
I thank the member for his question, which is consistent
with his original question. I will also of course refer that
to the relevant minister, the Minister for Police.

Gender equality
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Women. Victoria’s
welcome and much-needed gender equality strategy,
Safe and Strong: A Victorian Gender Equality Strategy,
aims to serve as a gateway to pursuing equality in all its
forms. The strategy recognises that in order to achieve
this goal, joint work must happen with the
commonwealth. Recently an attempt to remove the
unfair and discriminatory GST on sanitary products
was voted down by the Senate. Labor senators
expressed in-principle support but argued that buy-in at
a state level was critical due to the implications for the
states’ GST revenue. This issue has become a political
football that no-one is keen on marking. My question
is: given Victoria’s leadership on gender equality and
Labor’s support for scrapping this tax, will the Andrews
government be taking action aimed at removing the
GST on sanitary items?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Can I say at the outset that I do represent
the Minister for Women in this house, and I take this
opportunity also to wish the minister a very speedy
recovery. I am sure I speak on behalf of all members in
expressing that sentiment. The Minister for Health is
acting as the Minister for Women and Minister for the
Prevention of Family Violence in the interim while
Ms Richardson is making a recovery.
I thank the member for her question. The issue of
gender equality is an issue that is very dear to the heart
of this government. We are in fact the first Victorian
government that has put out a gender equality strategy,
and I congratulate Minister Richardson on that
particular work.
In relation to matters when it comes to advocacy —
essentially advocacy to the commonwealth — I can
inform the member that the Victorian Labor
government has in fact undertaken advocacy around
this particular issue. We certainly have taken the view
of the GST that necessary hygiene products that women
use every day should not have that additional taxation
imposed on them. That is in fact a view and a position
that our government has taken in the past, and we
would certainly hope that the commonwealth would
reconsider its own position in relation to this matter into
the future. I can obviously only speak on behalf of the
Victorian government in relation to these matters rather

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Wednesday, 9 August 2017

COUNCIL

than parties at other levels of government, but we
certainly have had a very clear position in relation to
this particular matter.
The PRESIDENT — Just before the supplementary
question comes, I was close to seeking a rephrase on
that question in so much as the state government really
does not have an opportunity to change GST rates.
Clearly it is a matter of the jurisdiction of the federal
government. I think the minister has actually
discharged that question in indicating that the
government has taken the only course of action that it
can in regard to this federal matter — that is, the
advocacy role — so I will not be requiring a written
answer from the Minister for Health, and I just make
those comments in terms of you framing the
supplementary question now.
Supplementary question
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Thank you, President, and I thank the minister for her
answer. My supplementary question pertains to any
discussions or actions that this government may have
taken in relation to this issue in terms of lobbying other
state jurisdictions.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her supplementary
question. I am not at liberty of having the details of
conversations that other ministers may have had with
other jurisdictions. I do know that as a government we
do seek when we are putting these positions to work
with other jurisdictions and to seek to have joint
positions put or collaborative views put around these
issues when we do advocate to the commonwealth in
particular, and there are frequently commonly held
views about these issues as we put these issues to the
federal government.
I would be able obviously to seek some further details
about these efforts, but I do know that we do work in a
very collaborative fashion with other jurisdictions,
whether it relates to matters in my own portfolio or
other matters right across the government. But as I did
indicate to the member, Victorian Labor have a very
clear view about these matters and we have undertaken
to advocate to the level of government — that is, the
federal government — that is the level of government
that imposes this particular taxation on women as
consumers.
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Political donations
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Special Minister of State,
Mr Jennings. Minister, the Queensland Labor
government has already introduced a system of
continuous donation disclosure. Why are you not
moving to introduce the same system here in Victoria?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Barber for his question. It is not the first time
during the course of this term that the issue of political
donation reform has been raised in the chamber. On a
number of occasions we have debated it. I have been
asked questions about it. The Victorian government
have indicated since the early days of this term that our
preference is to have a national approach to donation
reform. That has continued to be our position. It has
been pursued by the Premier in discussions with other
premiers and the commonwealth government. I know
that there has been a conversation between the Premier
and I believe the current Prime Minister, if not the
previous Prime Minister, in relation to that matter. So
we have been very interested in that reform. We
continue to be open to national reform. We continue to
be open to considering the alternative approaches on a
state-based approach to this reform if there is no
movement at the commonwealth level, so the member’s
assumption that we are not prepared to look at this
matter is an incorrect one. We have put it on the public
record, and I do so again today.
Supplementary question
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Minister,
the Queensland system is up and running. There is a
website: disclosures.ecq.qld.gov.au. There is
$9.9 million worth of donations disclosed. I can log in
here and see that just yesterday the United Voice
Queensland branch donated $1500 to the Labor Party.
As it works here now, voters do not find out until
18 months after the state election who it was that
donated to political parties in the run-up to that election.
Surely your sources of donations cannot be any more
embarrassing to you than those of the hapless Leader of
the Opposition. Why will you not implement this
system?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
think Mr Barber got a little bit carried away. He may
have been distracted by interjections that were inviting
him to reflect on very generous donations that his party
has been the beneficiary of. One of the largest, if not the
largest, one-off political donations in the history of the
federation came to his party, so he may have been taken
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off message in relation to being pretty gratuitous in his
commentary.
Ms Shing — It doesn’t mean they pay their nannies.
Mr JENNINGS — Yes, exactly. Let me keep to the
spirit of my original contribution to you, Mr Barber. Let
us think about this on a national basis, as a national
priority, as something we can be open to, and if
Queensland is doing a good job, good on it. There are a
whole range of measures where you might not say that
about the Queensland government, but in this instance
good on them. We will actually be open to ongoing
reform in this area.

Caulfield–Dandenong line elevated rail
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Leader of the Government. Leader, I
refer to the documents motion that the Legislative
Council carried on 24 February 2016 seeking all
documents relating to Labor’s sky rail, including sound
studies and analyses produced for government — a
request for documents the government has not seen fit
to provide for more than 12 months now. I also refer to
noise assessments provided by the Level Crossing
Removal Authority to VCAT in a recent planning case.
These figures show higher noise from Labor’s sky rail
in Carnegie than the current at-grade railway, and I ask:
why has the government provided this data to VCAT
but hidden it from residents whose quality of life will
be smashed by Labor’s noisy sky rail, and when will
this data be made available to the Legislative Council
and thereby to impacted local communities?
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matter last night and again from his question today to
raise those matters with her again.
Supplementary question
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — It is a very
unsatisfactory answer, President, but I thereby ask: did
the Andrews Labor government hide the data because it
revealed the truth about Labor’s sky rail that it is noisier
than at-grade rail and will impact on residents over an
enormous distance?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — In
fact I do not think across the Parliament today that the
Labor Party is worried about hiding the truth. I do not
think that is a dynamic that is affecting us today. I
actually think that the more truth that comes out in the
public domain about a whole range of matters that are
of public interest the better.

500 Startups Melbourne
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question today is for the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade. Minister, earlier this year you
announced a $2.9 million taxpayer-funded government
grant for the company 500 Startups where you
embraced the CEO, Dave McClure, with open arms,
big smiles and multiple photo opportunities. Minister,
what due diligence did you undertake before personally
throwing your arms around the 500 Startups CEO,
Dave McClure, a self-confessed perpetrator of
inappropriate sexual behaviour?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank Mr Ondarchie for the
question. I must say I am very surprised that
Mr Ondarchie would make light of sexual harassment
issues in this place. I am extremely troubled by the
fact —

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Davis. He is on a continuous loop in relation
to this matter. This is a matter that he raised on the
adjournment last night. I understand this campaign that
he is assisting is in relation to the confusion in the
community about what the noise abatement process
may be and the delivery of this important infrastructure
proposal of our government to try to remove the level
crossings along that railway line and the design
elements that are associated with it. There is a lot of
evidence that has been put in the public domain in
relation to noise mitigation and the confidence level
that supports this project.

Mr DALIDAKIS — I am extremely troubled that
Mr Ondarchie would seek to not just trivialise the issue
of sexual harassment but indeed provide a gratuitous
remark about women that have suffered at the hands —

Mr Davis continues to be interested in specific
information, and in terms of the release of that
information I can assure him that I have raised this
matter with the Minister for Public Transport on a
number of occasions. I will take the opportunity that
has now been afforded to me from his adjournment

Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, President,
the minister seeks to verbal me by way of responding to
this question. I made no reference at all to the matter
that he talks about in terms of objectifying women. I
just asked what due diligence the minister did before
throwing his arms around this person.

Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Enough!
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Ms Shing — On the point of order, Acting
President, Mr Ondarchie has in fact been interjecting
for all but about 4 seconds of the minister’s answer, so
with that in mind it is probably not within his scope to
say what the minister has or has not said in relation to
the answer.

only was there not one allegation about his misconduct
but 500 had undertaken programs right around the
world — Japan, Russia, Thailand, throughout the
United States and beyond — and we were at the end of
that pipeline. So if Mr Ondarchie wishes to follow this
line of questions, I welcome it.

The PRESIDENT — In respect of the point of
order, the minister obviously has an opportunity to
respond, and there was some matter in the question that
perhaps led him to a view as to what the question’s
intent was or what was expected of him in that answer.
I do concur with Mr Ondarchie in his point of order that
the question really goes to a due diligence matter in
relation to the particular company or an individual
within the company rather than to any matter in respect
of harassment of women more broadly. Minister, I
would seek an answer more to the due diligence matter,
please.

Supplementary question

Mr DALIDAKIS — Thank you, President, and I do
have 3 minutes or thereabouts to go. Let me just move
to that shortly. There is no acceptance of sexual
harassment in the workplace and never tolerance for
whatever sexual harassment occurs, whether
investments are put at risk or whether jobs are
threatened or proposed jobs are withheld as a result of a
person’s behaviour.
In relation to the issues with specific regard to
500 Startups, the accusations and the allegations that
Mr McClure has acknowledged in his own public
statements came to light approximately six weeks ago,
well beyond the decision and the recommendation by
LaunchVic that 500 Startups was a program that we
should invest in. I do not say that they recommended to
me to disassociate myself from support of the
500 program — the 500 program within the world of
the tech and the start-up scene has been widely
regarded as one of the top two programs globally. For
us here in Australia to be able to elevate our start-up
and tech ecosystem we cannot just look at what we do
at home; we need to try and bring the best and brightest
from around the world to Melbourne to lift our
standards up. There was a range of due diligence
undertaken at LaunchVic in relation to the
recommendation. Also what happens is the department
then undertakes due diligence in relation to the
organisations that have been recommended.
Let me just clarify the point of timeliness with specific
regard to this question: at the time that LaunchVic
made the recommendation, at the time that I accepted
that recommendation and at the time that we approved
the funding there were no public allegations of sexual
misconduct against Mr McClure. Not one. In fact not

Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — The
dodges and weaves continue. Minister, I refer you to
your response to my substantive question where you
told us that ‘we’ had decided on the grant. I refer you to
your comments to this house on 8 March of this year
when you advised this house that LaunchVic is a
private incorporated organisation and not a public
department and that they are responsible for their
decisions about who gets grants. How is it then —
Mr Dalidakis — No —
Mr ONDARCHIE — That is what you told us.
How is it then that you included yourself in the ‘we’
who decided that they got a grant?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — Maybe you would like me to
say it in Thai so that you can understand it, because
clearly you are not listening to English. The fact of the
matter is the process requires LaunchVic —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Would you like me to speak
Thai or Greek? Which one would you be able to
understand? The process requires that LaunchVic
recommends the proposals that we invest in. That is
what LaunchVic does. I then choose to either accept or
reject those recommendations. I have said that
previously to the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee and I have said that previously in this
chamber. Unfortunately for Mr Ondarchie he chose to
ignore what I said in my substantive answer as well.
For the sake of this house: LaunchVic ask for
applications; applications are made, and LaunchVic
reviews the applications; they then, through their board,
make recommendations, and as minister I either accept
or reject those recommendations.
Ordered that answer be considered next day on
motion of Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern
Metropolitan).
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500 Startups Melbourne
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade. Minister, Rachael Neumann was
a member of the LaunchVic board before taking on a
role as managing director of the Australian arm of the
company 500 Startups. Was Ms Neumann a member of
the LaunchVic board when the $2.9 million funding to
500 Startups was discussed and/or decided?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — Let me give a very fulsome
answer to this question. The point at which the
recommendation was made to me was, I believe, back
in January of this year. At that point in time
Ms Neumann was indeed a director of LaunchVic.
Ms Neumann resigned from LaunchVic, I believe, in
April of this year. She was not approached to undertake
the role as head of 500 Startups Melbourne until some
six weeks after she had left her role as a director of
LaunchVic, at which point in time —
Mr Ondarchie — Just coincidence?
Mr DALIDAKIS — I will take up the interjection
because what Mr Ondarchie is now doing is
besmirching a person who has no right of reply to his
somewhat grubby assertion. He always takes the low
road when he should be looking at the high road. Let
me again for clarity’s sake say that no board member
has ever received remuneration for generously giving
up their time as a director of LaunchVic.
Let us move back to the point in question.
Ms Neumann was a private citizen. She had been a
private citizen for some six weeks prior to being
approached. I have no ability to control what she does.
It is unlike the case of Mr Billson, who accepted
$75 000 whilst being a member of the federal
Parliament to represent a private organisation, or that of
Andrew Robb, who on leaving Parliament took
consulting fees in the trade space when he had been the
minister for trade, without observing the ministerial
code of conduct.
It is all very good for those opposite to impugn the
character of private citizens without any factual
information whatsoever, to character assassinate people
who have given of themselves generously without
remuneration — not even a dinner at the Lobster Cave.
Ms Neumann gave of herself to our ecosystem without
any reward or compensation, and then when she was
approached as a private citizen she undertook what she
may or may not have decided was an appropriate
decision at the time.
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I find it incredibly distasteful that Mr Ondarchie would
come in here and impugn the character of somebody
who has no ability to defend themself whatsoever. He
uses innuendo and smoke to cast aspersions and to try
to attack people who are defenceless, and that is
shameful.
Supplementary question
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Minister, given that the appointment of Ms Neumann
occurred weeks after the $2.9 million funding grant was
officially awarded, have you satisfied yourself — you
said you believe — that probity around the LaunchVic
decision to award the grant to 500 Startups stacks up,
and if so, how have you done that?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — In a previous question asked
of me by Mr Ondarchie what I advised the house was
that probity checks are undertaken by my department
after the recommendations are made, and then after
those probity checks are undertaken by the department
the recommendations proceed through to me to either
accept or reject them. I have every confidence that the
department undertook the appropriate probity checks,
because that is the process that has been put in place to
ensure that. I have confidence that the board has
undertaken its role accordingly. I wonder whether or
not Mr Ondarchie would see fit to make these claims
outside the house, which would afford the board
members the right to take action against the claims in
question.

Mr Eideh
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question is to the Leader of the
Government. In late July Mr Eideh was denied entry to
the United States. In response a government spokesman
said:
The Victorian government has made representations to the
Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade and have asked
them to seek an explanation from the US authorities as to why
a Victorian member of Parliament was refused entry to the
United States.

What explanation has been provided to the Victorian
government?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Rich-Phillips for his question and the obvious
concern at the heart of his question for the wellbeing of
a member of the Victorian Parliament, Mr Eideh in
particular, in relation to how he was treated as he tried
to enter the United States —
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Mrs Peulich — Privately or officially? In a private
capacity or an official capacity?
Mr JENNINGS — Some interjections are quite
extraordinary, President, and I probably should not
have been distracted by them because at the end of the
day I think it is worthwhile for the Victorian people to
share in the explanation for why a member of the
Victorian Parliament who was undertaking
parliamentary responsibilities was denied access to the
United States. I am not aware of the explanation that
has been provided through those official channels. I
will take this as a prompt for me to see what has been
provided and furnished to the Victorian government in
relation to this matter. I have not been the recipient of
that advice. In the first instance I will check with
Mr Eideh himself in relation to what explanation has
been provided to him, then I will check through the
official channels before I come back and provide a
response to the house.
Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for that response
and I look forward to his subsequent answer. Australian
citizens travelling on official passports are not typically
denied entry to the United States. Is the Victorian
government aware of any reason why the United States
would have concerns about admitting Mr Eideh?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Nobody has indicated what if any concerns were in
question. There has been no indication apart from what
is publicly known about the events that took place in
Canada in relation to this matter. Let me be gracious to
Mr Rich-Phillips and assume that he was not intending
to imply anything. There is no information available
that I am aware of that has been shared with or
provided to Mr Eideh or the Victorian government in
relation to this matter, and what has been passed on
through the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade in
relation to these matters I am not aware of.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I think, Ms Mikakos,
your interjections are unhelpful. I heard the Mem Fox
one, and I do have a recall of that, but this is an entirely
different matter. It does involve a member of
Parliament, and I think that at least one of your
interjections was most unhelpful and suggested an
intent on Mr Rich-Phillips’s part which was clearly not
evident to me in the question. I think, by way of the
response of the Leader of the Government, it was not
evident to him either that there was such an intent. That
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does not really reflect well on the house and does no
service to the member of Parliament who encountered
this issue in Canada.

Mr Eideh
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question is again to the Leader of
the Government. Mr Eideh has travelled to Syria three
times since the end of last year. What activities has
Mr Eideh undertaken in Syria as special adviser to the
Premier on trade and business investment in the Middle
East?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — In
terms of what might be at the heart of the question that
my colleague has actually clearly responded to by
interjection, she is perhaps more cautious about what
level of political acumen may be on display within the
Parliament and within the community about exercises
that may be dog whistling, and she has a very acute
hair-trigger. My hair-trigger is actually not as acute. I
gave the benefit of the doubt. I will continue to give the
benefit of the doubt. I actually think I am erring on the
side of giving the benefit of the doubt that in fact
Mr Rich-Phillips is not absolutely trying to imply
something that has no foundation in relation to any
degree of concern or consideration that has been shared
with Mr Eideh or has been shared with the Victorian
government.
In fact Mr Eideh, I am aware, has family who live in
Syria and he has visited his family in Syria, and he has
made it very clear to me personally that in fact he feels
a great obligation to visit his father in Syria. That is the
basis on which he has visited that country.
At face value all members of a global community
should appreciate that there are familial connections
that will mean that people will travel across the globe to
travel to and visit their family. In fact if we now start
making allegations or accusations or implying
something else, then I actually think that may warrant
the hair-trigger response from my colleague. Let us
actually hope that we do not drop to the lowest
common denominator.
Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for his answer.
Mr Eideh has previously indicated his support for the
Assad regime in Syria. Can the minister provide an
assurance to the house that Mr Eideh has had no contact
with the Assad regime under his position as special
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adviser to the Premier on trade and business investment
in the Middle East?
Mr Dalidakis — On a point of order, President, I
draw your attention to previous questions that I have
fielded in relation to the special adviser positions that
some members of parliament have in this government.
The advice that I gave at the time was that in terms of
official government trade policy I remain the
spokesperson for that. So I have —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Dalidakis — It appears that people interjecting
still are not listening to answers. In terms of official
government trade policy, as the trade minister I have
responsibility. I am somewhat troubled by this line of
questioning, given that the questions are very pointed in
relation to a family relationship. I strongly inform you,
President, that in relation to the supplementary
question, number one, it is not apposite to the
substantive question, and number two, it is incorrectly
directed to the Special Minister of State, given that the
special advisers carry no policy position on behalf of
government as such, and this has been made clear by
me in this chamber previously.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — On the point of order,
President, in response to Minister Dalidakis’s point of
order I draw your attention to an answer that
Mr Dalidakis gave in the house on 23 February this
year in response to a question from Ms Wooldridge
about Mr Eideh’s role as special adviser to the Premier.
Mr Dalidakis said, and I quote:
… the Deputy President’s role is specifically to assist the
Premier, so if the honourable member wishes to ask
specifically about what tasks he undertakes, that question
would be best directed to either the Premier in the other place
or the Leader of the Government in this place …

Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Enough!
Mr Dalidakis — Further to the point of order,
President, again that simply proves exactly what I said
in the original point of order — that in terms of official
government policy I am responsible in terms of trade.
In terms of advice that special advisers provide to the
Premier, that is advice, not government policy
positioning.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In regard to the
question, I am prepared to allow the question in the
sense that it is apposite to the original question. In
regard to the point of order raised by Mr Dalidakis, I do
find it difficult to reconcile his previous responses to
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this house, which I also have recall of without the
prompt, where it was indicated that the facilities,
resources and role of Mr Eideh as a special adviser in
this area were for the Premier and not the Minister for
Small Business, Innovation and Trade. The minister for
trade had no directions that were provided to the
member and indeed, as I understand, no real resources
provided out of his department, as I recall.
Effectively my plan, depending on what the Special
Minister of State indicates in his response to this
question, would be to refer the matter to the Premier if
there is a need to do so, not to the minister for trade. I
think that appropriately the way these questions have
been couched indicates that the questions go to the role
of special adviser to the Premier and they do not in any
way connect with the minister for trade as such.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — One
thing that I can be certain of is that the answer provided
to the member’s question will be provided in writing
and it will be done in consultation with the Premier,
with the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade, and with Mr Eideh himself. I think that is the
most appropriate and circumspect manner in which to
deal with this very desperate distraction that has
actually been led by Mr Rich-Phillips today.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
There are written responses to the following questions
on notice: 11 029, 11 031, 11 067–70, 11 120–34,
11 165–70, 11 239, 11 244–7, 11 250, 11 257, 11 259,
11 267, 11 294–5, 11 302, 11 310–11, 11 319–27,
11 346–8, 11 353, 11 361–3, 11 365–6, 11 371, 11 374,
11 384, 11 386, 11 389, 11 391, 11 397.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Written responses
The PRESIDENT — In respect of today’s
questions, Ms Patten’s question to Ms Mikakos, both
the substantive and supplementary questions were
related to a minister in another place, so that is two
days. Mr Bourman’s question to Ms Tierney, both the
substantive and supplementary questions were to the
Minister for Police in another place, so that is two days.
Ms Springle’s question to Ms Mikakos, just the
supplementary question.
Ms Mikakos — I can acquit it now.
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The PRESIDENT — I will come back to that after
I have completed this. Mr Davis’s question to
Mr Jennings, just the substantive question, and it is two
days. Mr Rich-Phillips’s first question to Mr Jennings,
the substantive and supplementary questions, one day.
Mr Rich-Phillips’s second question to Mr Jennings,
because it may well involve consultation with the
Premier and Mr Eideh as well, the substantive and
supplementary questions, that is two days.
With the agreement of the house, I will allow
Ms Mikakos just to dispatch that supplementary
question from Ms Springle.

Gender equality
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The constituents want to know whether a safe place to
cross can be developed near the residential housing
developments so that residents can cross this road
safely. This area abuts the planned Bolton Street
redevelopment but has not been incorporated in the
final designs, and I ask the minister to get VicRoads to
look at this specific area and ensure measures can be
taken to make this road safer before there is a casualty.
I know Nillumbik shire would support such a
pedestrian crossing or intersection signal being installed
in this area, and I urge the minister to consider it and
respond.

Western Metropolitan Region

It is very clear that this media release does confirm that
the four Labor treasurers did commit to raising the
removal of GST on sanitary products with the
commonwealth. There obviously were discussions
between those Labor jurisdictions that led to that joint
media release being issued. I thank Treasurer Tim
Pallas for his advocacy on behalf of Victorian women.

Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is directed to the Deputy Premier,
Minister for Education and Minister for Emergency
Services, the Honourable James Merlino. Last month
the minister announced $7.5 million in funding for the
western suburbs through the Labor government’s
growth areas infrastructure contribution fund. This
investment will go a long way to ensuring that
infrastructure in Melbourne’s growing outer suburbs
grows as communities do. Outer suburbs in my
electorate, Western Metropolitan Region, are growing
at a significant rate. For example, according to
Australian Bureau of Statistics data Wyndham Vale’s
population grew by more than 10 000 between 2014
and 2015. Wyndham’s population is expected to reach
more than 420 000 by 2036. The question I would like
to ask the minister is: what will the $7.5 million in
funding provide for my electorate, and how will it assist
the CFA to continue to protect the community into the
future?
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Eastern Metropolitan Region

Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
question is for the planning minister. The West Gate
tunnel environment effects statement has stated that
there is no need to filter pollution coming out of the
tunnel, based on the air quality modelling. However,
there are some major flaws in the modelling and it did
not consider ultrafine particulates, which are the most
damaging to human health. In the west children are
hospitalised at much, much higher rates than anywhere
else for respiratory illness. Given these flaws, will the
minister require further investigation into the need for
filtration on this project?

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Thank you. I just wish to refer the
member to a media release issued on 14 August 2015
by the Victorian government, the South Australian
government, the Queensland government and the ACT
government. It was a joint media release by these four
jurisdictions in which all four Labor treasurers at that
time confirmed that they intended to raise the issue of
the removal of GST from sanitary products at the
Council on Federal Financial Relations in Canberra the
following week.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and it relates to Sherbourne Road around
Adam Crescent in Eltham. My question is: will the
government investigate and improve the safety
measures such as installing traffic lights or a pedestrian
crossing around this busy stretch of road? In the last
eight months a number of constituents have
independently contacted me asking if these safety
measures can be addressed, as I say, at Sherbourne
Road around Adam Crescent. It is sadly not uncommon
to see pedestrians taking unreasonable risks by
attempting to run across several lanes of traffic to get to
the nearby shops. This is a particularly busy roadway,
especially with merging lanes of traffic.

Southern Metropolitan Region
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Water, the
Honourable Lisa Neville. The issue I raise for the
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minister relates to flooding that occurred on
29 December 2016 in and around the areas of the North
Road level crossing, whereby Melbourne Water and the
Level Crossing Removal Authority had been providing
residents in the surrounding areas with information
relating to that flood event. In a meeting with residents,
it was suggested by Melbourne Water that work had
previously been undertaken to consider large-scale
mitigations or solutions to any flooding that may occur.
A number of options had been identified, but according
to Melbourne Water they were not feasible. So I ask the
minister that she provide what those options identified
by Melbourne Water were and what the associated
costs for the reduction of flooding in the area would
have been.

Eastern Victoria Region
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — The question that
I wish to raise today is for the Minister for Education,
and it relates to the Moe (South Street) Primary School,
which just last week was confirmed as receiving
$600 000 to replace a building that contains a large
amount of asbestos. Along with Yallourn North
Primary School, it is part of making sure that our
students and staff are safer. The question that I have for
the minister is: what is the extent to which we can
combine a discussion about a like-for-like building and
a replacement for that part of the school with the stage 2
development that is also needed within that school to
make sure that we can in fact talk about other
classrooms that could be built to complete the area and
perhaps provide a better and more efficient set of
alternatives for government and possibilities of
completing the development with all classrooms or
incorporating the next stage within the scope of this
asbestos removal program as announced?

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My constituency question is for the attention of the
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade,
Mr Dalidakis. It is in relation to the Young Street
traders, who are on their knees as a result of the
bungling and mismanagement of the redevelopment of
Young Street. The local member in the Assembly, Paul
Edbrooke, will not meet with local traders, who are on
their knees. Local jobs are being destroyed. Commerce
is being driven away. People are suffering mental
health issues, and finances are in dire straits. He will not
meet with them. Mr Dalidakis has in the past visited the
local area. I invite him now to come and speak with
these local traders to look at what support can be
offered to them. The local council has waived rates for
12 months to assist them. It will be too late, and we are
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in desperate need of help. I want to find out what he
and his department can do to assist, given that
Mr Edbrooke is not making himself available to his
local community or offering them the support they
need.

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Special Minister of
State, and it involves the rollout of domestic violence
service hubs. I recently met with people from Eastern
Health and also Eastern Domestic Violence Services —
EDVOS. People from that organisation had a
long-ranging discussion with me around domestic
violence, and they were keen to impress on the minister
in the rollout of the domestic violence service hubs that
will be rolled out in coming months and years that
somewhere in the east of Melbourne there be one of
these hubs. So the question I ask the minister is: are
there plans in the future for a domestic violence hub to
be based in the eastern suburbs?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My matter
is for the Minister for Planning today and concerns a
public housing project in North Brighton. I met with
local residents groups and have been overwhelmed by
the government’s approach to this, and there has been
inadequate consultation, but what I seek specifically
from the Minister for Planning is an answer to the
question: will he allow the local Bayside council to
make the planning decisions with respect to this project,
or will he use his extraordinary powers to override the
local council and foist upon the community a
development that is not supported by the community in
its scale, in its scope and in the intensity of the
development? In particular, will he ensure that the
council is able to make the decision as to whether the
development occurs in such a way that it impacts on the
Elwood Canal?

Western Victoria Region
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, and it relates to the proposal by
VicRoads to redevelop Mair Street in Ballarat. The
many hardworking traders in Mair Street in Ballarat are
very concerned about the impact that this proposed
redevelopment will have on their businesses. The
question that I ask is: will the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety agree to come to Ballarat and meet with
the traders who are concerned about this redevelopment
to hear their concerns firsthand?
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Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Mental Health. The proposed drug
and alcohol rehabilitation centre at Brookfield
homestead between Nurmurkah and Wunghnu is now
one step closer to reality with VCAT upholding an
appeal from centre operator Australian Community
Support Organisation after Moira Shire Council had
earlier rejected a planning permit for the project. The
VCAT decision, while allowing the building of a
much-needed facility in the Goulburn Valley, comes
with 48 conditions for the operator to meet, including
the requirement to commence construction within two
years and be completed within four years.
In the 2017–18 budget the Andrews government
promised $9.7 million to acquire land in Gippsland,
Hume and Barwon to build new residential drug
rehabilitation facilities. It is time this government
delivered on its promises to the people of the Hume
region by providing funding to ensure this project
continues within the time frames of the VCAT ruling.
Will the minister give a commitment to fund the
planned drug and alcohol rehabilitation centre at the
Brookfield homestead site?
Sitting suspended 1.02 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.

Dunn, Ms
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr (Teller)
Melhem, Mr
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Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr (Teller)
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms

Question agreed to.
Read third time.
The PRESIDENT — I just make the remark at this
stage that it is important for members not to leave
returning to the chamber on the ringing of the bells until
the last minute. It puts the Chair in a very invidious
position, and it obviously is of concern to the respective
parties if members that they have relied on for a vote do
not enter the chamber in time to cast that vote.
I have heard from the Leader of the Government that he
tended to believe that in fact Mr Eideh had a right to
participate in that vote. As it turns out it would not have
made a difference, given the numbers of the vote, but
the lesson in this is that members should not leave it
until the last minute to return to the chamber. It is
possible that a couple of members actually thought that
division was an extension of the return from lunch
because the bells rang in fairly quick succession, but the
lesson there is to never assume.

CRIMES AMENDMENT (RAMMING OF
POLICE VEHICLES) BILL 2017

STANDING COMMITTEE ON LEGAL AND
SOCIAL ISSUES

Third reading

Reference

Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — By leave,
I move:

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I will
move my motion in an amended form. For the
information of all members, the motion that is on the
notice paper has been slightly amended. I am happy to
have the amended motion circulated by the clerks if
people want a copy of it. I have circulated the amended
version to the party leaders and whips, who do have it.
By leave, I move:

That the bill be now read a third time.

The PRESIDENT — The question is:
That the bill be now read a third time and do pass.

House divided on question:
Ayes, 20
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr (Teller)
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms

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

Noes, 18
Barber, Mr
Dalidakis, Mr

Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr

That, pursuant to sessional order 6, this house requires the
Legal and Social Issues Committee to inquire into, consider
and report, no later than 20 March 2018, on the Victorian
government’s plan to sell a majority of the public land on
existing public housing estates for private development under
the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS)
public housing renewal program (PHRP), and in particular
the committee should consider —
(1) the adequacy of a proposed 10 per cent increase in
public housing (or 1100 public units) on the sites given
the size of the waiting list for public housing;
(2) the ability to cater for all demographics including
families, couples and singles with the proposed housing
mix;
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(3) the effects on current public housing tenants, including:
(a) whether they will be moved to accommodation that
is secure, stable and fit for purpose;
(b) whether they will be moved to accommodation that
is close to existing social support networks,
educational, health and welfare services;
(c) whether current tenants will be able to return to the
estates;
(4) the allocation of parts of the sites between the proposed
new public and private housing units;
(5) the lack of public condition assessments of the estates or
alternative options such as refurbishment of all or part of
the existing housing units;
(6) the proposed significant increase in density and heights
and any local environmental impacts, such as the loss of
open space and mature vegetation;
(7) the removal of planning controls from local councils,
and planning implications surrounding communities
including existing neighbourhood character, traffic flow
and provisions of services;
(8) the proposed loss of third-party appeal rights;
(9) the transparency and genuine community consultation
with affected residents, neighbouring communities and
the broader Victorian community regarding the short,
medium and long-term implications of the PHRP model
as currently proposed;
(10) public housing estates where similar models are
envisaged or underway, including —
(a) Markham Avenue, Ashburton;
(b) Koolkuna Lane, Hampton; and
(c) the corner of Stokes Street and Penola Street,
Preston;
(11) previous Victorian public housing renewal projects,
including but not limited to the Kensington, Carlton and
Prahran public housing estates;
(12) best practice models for the provision of public housing
from within Australia and overseas;
and any other matters the committee considers relevant.

Those 12 points mark out the terms of reference for the
inquiry. Given the limited time on a Wednesday for
general business items, I do not intend to spend an
inordinate amount of time on this issue, even though I
could very well have very much to say on the issue and
the particular sites in question.
With regard to the public housing renewal program, the
Department of Health and Human Services website
says it will redevelop older public housing homes and
create more social housing properties across
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metropolitan and regional sites, and some $185 million
is being allocated to this program. The website also
says that stage 1 will redevelop 1100 ageing public
housing properties on nine estates. Those estates are in
Brunswick, North Melbourne, Heidelberg West, Clifton
Hill, Brighton, Prahran, Hawthorn, Northcote and
Ascot Vale.
It would be fair to say that the more the public in the
areas around these estates and in some of the estates —
which I will go to further in the contribution — where
this program or a similar program is underway know
and the more the community around them and the local
councils become aware of what the precepts behind the
public housing renewal program are, the more
concerned those people and communities are about the
model that is being imposed on them with little warning
or any opportunity for real or meaningful consultation
or any opportunity to influence the proposals or the
proposed outcomes. This program has had very little
public scrutiny, and because of the significant short,
medium and long-term implications of it on people,
communities and the environment it needs to have
much more security.
I thought I would go through the paragraphs of the
motion, which will form the terms of reference for the
inquiry by the Legal and Social Issues Committee
should the motion be supported by the chamber, and
explain why those paragraphs are there briefly so the
house and the community understand the purpose of
those particular paragraphs. As I mentioned, the crux of
the motion is for the committee to inquire into the
government’s plan to sell the majority of the public
land on existing public housing estates, and in
particular the committee should look at these
12 paragraphs. The first paragraph concerns:
the adequacy of a proposed 10 per cent increase in public
housing … on the sites given the size of the waiting list for
public housing …

We know there are around 35 000 people on the public
housing waiting list in Victoria, and this morning I
spoke about homelessness and the growing rate of
homelessness in Australia and in Victoria. In Victoria it
has increased by more than 20 per cent — almost
21 per cent — in the last 10 years.
This is really a crisis which should concern everybody
deeply. The fact is that a lot of people who are
homeless are actually on the public housing waiting list
and cannot get access to public housing, so they are
doing the sorts of things that I was talking about this
morning: temporarily staying with friends, sleeping in
their cars, sleeping out in the streets, some staying in
supported accommodation, which is usually very short
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term, and some bunking in with other people in very
overcrowded situations and certainly not ideal
situations. Given that there are 35 000 people on the
public housing waiting list, a 10 per cent increase could
only be described as minuscule in terms of the need. A
10 per cent increase as a policy position and as a goal in
terms of public housing is minuscule and is really just
treading water in terms of what is required to address
this very serious issue. So that is the reason for that first
point.
The public housing renewal program website itself says
‘at least 10 per cent more social housing properties’, but
in terms of the projects that have been made public in
terms of the proposed number of units on the sites none
of them are more than 10 per cent. So it might say ‘at
least’, but it never actually gets above 10 per cent. It
does not get to 11 per cent, so 10 per cent is really the
figure. I think the committee should be looking at
whether that is adequate for the task that is actually
really facing the community of Victoria.
The second point that I feel the committee should
consider is:
the ability to cater for all demographics including families,
couples and singles with the proposed housing mix …

In terms of the housing mix, the examination, for
example, of the Markham estate in Markham Avenue,
Ashburton, which is being developed on this very
similar model, has in fact produced the actual number
of bedrooms. Whilst there has been a 10 per cent
increase in the number of units, from 56 to 62, the
actual number of bedrooms has decreased.
Now, this is an issue that I think the committee does
need to look very closely at, because while we do know
that there is a growing public housing crisis or
homelessness crisis amongst older single people, in
particular older single women, there still remains a
public housing crisis for families or single women with
a number of children, for example. What appears to be
happening that I think the committee should look into is
that in the proposals I have seen so far there are less
three-bedroom units and more one and two-bedroom
units. We really need to examine whether that is going
to provide the mix to cater for the different types of
people that are on the public housing waiting list and
need to be housed urgently.
The third point reads:
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(b) whether they will be moved to accommodation that
is close to existing social support networks,
educational, health and welfare services;
(c) whether current tenants will be able to return to the
estates …

I think this is an important matter for the committee to
look at, because what I have learned from speaking to
the communities around particularly the public housing
estates that are concerned in Southern Metropolitan
Region — and this was also reported in a recent
Melbourne University report on the Carlton estate — is
that a very large number of the tenants who were
moved from the Carlton estate and were promised that
they would be able to return have in fact not returned. It
is not quite clear why that would be. It may be they
were not given the opportunity, it may be that they
settled somewhere else, but I think it is something
worth looking at.
When you speak to the tenants at the estates that have
not started yet, many are very anxious about being
moved away from a place where they have established
social connections and they are close to facilities. The
thing about most of these sites is that they are close to
services and facilities because they are in inner
Melbourne, so they are close to transport, they are close
to schools and they are close to doctors, shops et cetera.
The residents have made a life for themselves in those
areas. I think that the committee should certainly be
speaking to the residents as to how they feel about
being moved and the disruption to their lives and what
can be done to make sure that is minimised.
We know that in some of the estates people have been
deliberately moved out, and it is not clear where all
those people have gone or whether they have
necessarily had a lot of choice in going. So I think a
very significant issue is the impact on the current
residents and the impact this is going to have on their
lives.
The fourth point in my motion is:
the allocation of parts of the sites between the proposed new
public and private housing units …

I think the report on the Carlton estate goes to this in
some detail, which is that the original premise was that
there would be a mix of public housing tenants with
private tenants and everybody would be able to use the
common property equally, but that is not what actually
happened.

the effects on current public housing tenants, including:
(a) whether they will be moved to accommodation that
is secure, stable and fit for purpose;

Once the project got underway the private developer
decided that was not what they wanted to do, and
certain areas of the common property are now not
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accessible to the public tenants. It is quite interesting to
read the comments from the public housing tenants and
the private tenants on that estate as to how that has
worked out in practice. That is something that should
inform any further implementation of this type of
model.
In May Mr Davis moved a motion with regard to the
Markham estate in Ashburton, which was basically a
pilot of this program. I expressed concern then that on
the proposed design of the site the public housing units
are put right at the back of the site and the new private
units are put right at the front near the park, with the
park views. They are larger units; they have more car
parking. There is a different ambience to them than
there is to the proposed replacement public housing. I
find that quite concerning. If that is how it is going to
be on all of these estates, that is not a good message to
be sending to public housing tenants and it is not a good
practice. I think it needs closer examination as to how
that is going to go moving forward.
The fifth point of the motion is:
the lack of public condition assessments of the estates or
alternative options such as refurbishment of all or part of the
existing housing units …

That goes to the fact that the condition assessments of
the sites are not made public. The department simply
says on its website that the existing units are aged or
outmoded or it implies that they are falling down. But
people who actually know these estates — and I
certainly know the public housing estate in New Street,
Brighton, very well; I did not know the one in Hampton
very well but I have been down to have a close look at
it — and residents that live nearby who are concerned
about what is happening have told me those units are in
very good condition and in fact could easily be
refurbished and updated and become energy efficient
and sustainable. In particular on those sites there is
open space and there is a lot of established vegetation
et cetera, which on the proposals we have seen for the
replacement will disappear. The open space and the
vegetation will disappear — it gives the feeling of a
home, and a community could be lost.
In terms of that, too, when governments are proposing
these types of programs there should be something to
compare them with, such as, for example: what would
it cost to just leave the sites as all public housing,
double the number of public housing units on the sites
and retain the public open space and the trees? What
would that cost as compared to this model, which is the
only model being put forward? What would be the cost
of perhaps refurbishing those units that are in good
condition and replacing the ones that are not in such
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good condition? That condition assessment should be
made public so that people can understand on what
basis these decisions are being made, because at the
moment it is all done in secret — none of this is being
made public. Even the design of the new public housing
renewal program sites just pops out of the Department
of Health and Human Services, Places Victoria,
Development Victoria or some combination with a
developer onto an unsuspecting public. There is no
preconsultation with either the local community or the
council on that design before it is actually foisted on the
community as a fait accompli.
The sixth point of the motion is:
the proposed significant increase in density and heights and
any local environmental impacts, such as the loss of open
space and mature vegetation …

I spoke before about the local impacts in terms of
removal of vegetation and loss of open space, but in
terms of, for example, the New Street, Brighton,
proposal, which is huge, the state government’s
proposal will increase the number of dwellings on that
site by 268 per cent — that is, from 127 to 467 units,
and only 140 of those will be public housing units. This
includes multiple buildings being built to nine storeys,
which is three times the existing three-storey level set
by the local Bayside City Council planning scheme.
The community around the public housing estate there
have been very vocal about their concerns: the need for
more public housing, the sale of land to the private
sector and, if this proposal is to go ahead, the huge
increase in density and height of buildings on that site.
Also, the concern extends to local environmental
impacts. That site is right on Elwood Canal. It has a
flood overlay on it — it does flood. It also affects the
downstream suburb of Elwood in terms of flooding
events. So there is a lot to consider with putting a
massive development on that particular site. The
council have objected because they have three-storey
mandatory height controls and this proposal is for nine
storeys. They say they would like to see a 50 per cent
increase in public housing on the site.
On the impacts on each of the sites, the PHRP is almost
a bit of a cookie-cutter model being imposed, without
much attention to the impact on the local community
and the local environment and conditions of the
particular area. As I said in the Brighton North
example, it is about the proximity to the canal, the loss
of the mature trees et cetera. I have mentioned before
that the Markham estate, which is right next to
Gardiners Creek and remnant woodland, will be
particularly impacted by the massive overdevelopment
proposed for that site, including the loss of a lot of
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mature trees, such as the river red gums that are there. It
is a concern to the local community, and the more they
hear about this the more concerned they are.
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to any concerns about what is being proposed and how
to change it. That is the experience so far. It would be
good to see that changed and improved, but that
certainly is it.

The seventh point of the motion is:
the removal of planning controls from local councils, and
planning applications to surrounding communities, including
existing neighbourhood character, traffic flow and provision
of services …

We know that in the case of the Markham estate the
council has pretty well been locked out of the proposal;
over 18 months it has struggled to get any consultation
with the government on the issue. Something the
committee should look at is who retains the planning
controls on the building of these particular sites.
We should be looking at the planning implications for
surrounding communities, such as neighbourhood
character. I mentioned the scale of the proposed New
Street development being way out of kilter with the
surrounding neighbourhood character. If you are going
to increase the number of dwellings from 127 to 467,
that is clearly going to have an impact on the
surrounding community and on traffic, for example, in
the area. The committee should be looking at that and
the provision of services.
The eighth point is the proposed loss of third-party
appeal rights. It is proposed that these developments
will not include the usual planning provisions,
including exhibitions and appeal rights. Of course that
is a huge concern to the local community given what I
said before about the level of secrecy with regard to the
design of the projects that are coming forward and sort
of being dropped on the community.
The ninth point is regarding the transparency and
genuine community consultation with affected
residents, neighbouring communities and the broader
Victorian community regarding the short, medium and
long-term implications of the PHRP model as currently
proposed. That seems like a very long sentence, and it
probably is, but the fact is there has been little genuine
community consultation on the projects that have been
made public so far. What I have participated in and
gone to is a number of information sessions, which
usually are some drawings, posters and a couple of
leaflets put out by DHHS and whoever is partnered
with them, and a few people around the room to speak
to the community members who are there. But you
would not call that consultation; you would call that
information. Certainly the message when you are at
those sessions is that there is not going to be any
change to what has been proposed. They are just there
to inform you about it, not to ask your opinion or listen

It is not just the affected residents and neighbouring
communities. The Victorian community has not been
consulted about this, and it does not necessarily realise
that this public land will be lost and can never be used
again for public housing once it is sold to the private
sector. So it is a long-term implication and it is a
medium-term implication. I do not recall the
government going to the election explaining that this
was what they were going to do. They have basically
done it in a very under the radar way. This is why I
have moved this motion, so that the program gets some
public and parliamentary scrutiny.
The 10th point, Ms Shing, is because the public
housing renewal program specifically mentions nine
sites on the website I think it is important that there are
a couple of others added to that list. They are the
Markham Avenue estate in Ashburton, the Koolkuna
Lane estate in Hampton and the estate on the corner of
Stokes Street and Penola Street in Preston, which are
not specifically listed on the DHHS website as being
part of this.
I have had representations from the community, for
example, about this site at Koolkuna Lane in Hampton.
It has been described to me by one of my constituents
as, ‘16 perfectly good, architect-designed, ground-level
units with existing wheelchair and emergency access in
its village-like garden setting’. It has not been
maintained over the years; it has been left to deteriorate
to justify the units being defined as ‘obsolete’. He says
that is not true because the existing 16 units are fit
enough as they are able to be renovated to reflect
contemporary, sustainable building innovation and
accommodation. No evidence has been presented
proving otherwise. They are a perfect fit for proper
crisis housing because of the access to medical
community services and public transport.
That is a small site, but everything does not have to be a
massive site. It is an established one in the area, with
some very desirable features about it. As my
constituent — who has been to my office — tells me,
he is very familiar with the site and very familiar with
all the residents there. Of course they are very anxious
about it because they have seen others have to leave the
site. They are very anxious about their future and the
loss of what has basically become their home. One of
the other public housing tenants was saying to me, ‘I
asked at the information session how long these new
units will last for’. I was told 30 years. He said, ‘Look
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around; this one has been here nearly 60’. There is
nothing wrong with it, and it can be refurbished. The
site has had some slight refurbishment over the years,
but he said, ‘Basically what you see is slapdash
maintenance, things are let to deteriorate, and that gives
them the excuse to move us all out and demolish them’.
So there is a fair bit of cynicism, anxiety,
disappointment and fear from some of the tenants that I
have spoken to. I think, though, the committee should
be looking at those particular sites.
Under my paragraph (11) the committee should also
look at previous Victorian public housing renewal
projects including but not limited to the Kensington,
Carlton and Prahran public housing estates which have
undergone renewal, and I have mentioned that there has
been a Melbourne University paper about the success or
otherwise — the pros and cons — of the Carlton public
housing estate redevelopment.
Lastly, the 12th point that the committee should
consider is best practice models for the provision of
public housing from within Australia and overseas. I
think that is something that the committee, after having
considered everything else, should be looking at. I
know there are a large number of different models,
including goals for more public housing than 10 per
cent, and different ways, for example, of financing
them and also different legislative environments that
require minimum amounts of public housing and/or
other types of community or social affordable housing
when there are housing redevelopments of any sort. So
I think the committee should be looking at that as well.
I think this is a really important motion. I hope I have
outlined why I have structured it the way I have and the
reasons for it, and I commend the motion to the house.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — I rise today to
speak in relation to the Greens motion as it relates to
public housing, and I note the numerous elements of
this particular motion and the extent to which they deal
with public housing as opposed to social housing.
There is a really important context here that I think
warrants some exploration. I would like to take the
house through the various components of the motion
against what has been done historically, because a
really important series of aggregate policies and
decisions across various levels of government over
many decades have culminated in very, very significant
policy and resourcing challenges as our communities
continue to grow, again in looking at what we are trying
to achieve here as it relates to providing that very
important component of Maslow’s hierarchy of needs.
Essentially we are talking about the capacity for people
to feel safe, to have shelter, to participate within their
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communities, in essence to find dignity through
inclusiveness and through contribution in a way that
enables them to participate fully in their own
day-to-day lives and in the day-to-day lives of others.
You would have to have been living under a rock,
perhaps near a lobster, to miss the point about just how
dire the levels of housing stress and homelessness have
become in the state of Victoria. Not a day goes by
where we do not hear about people sleeping rough. The
Lord Mayor in fact has done a considerable amount of
work discussing this issue in recent days. The numbers
of people sleeping rough within the CBD are estimated
at around 250 a night. They are not the same people
according to the service providers but they are people
who do sleep rough in and around the CBD, and that
number in fact is reflected and indeed built upon in the
inner-urban areas, the suburban areas, the peri-urban
areas and, to go to my part of the world, regional
Victoria as well.
We have really significant levels of homelessness, and
one of the problems and challenges that we have, as
much as anything, is collecting data around
understanding the extent of the problem, particularly in
rural towns, settlements and regional centres where it
can be very, very difficult. It can be all but impossible
in certain circumstances to understand the depth and
reach of homelessness problems and of people who are
sleeping rough, because that includes people who may
be quite transient in moving from one part of the
community to another, and in Gippsland we have more
than our fair share of that. We have very significant
numbers of people who couch surf and who therefore
are not necessarily captured within the data but who
absolutely have that need for safety, security and the
dignity of a door that can be locked.
There is not a day that has gone by in recent times that
we have not also heard about some of the incredibly
trying and testing circumstances that people have faced
when they have stayed in residential accommodation of
whatever variety that has compromised their privacy,
their dignity, their right to self-determination on
everything from accessing bathroom facilities through
to having somewhere — if they are escaping, for
example, a family violence situation — that enables
them to spend time with their children other than in a
communal area.
We all know that the causes of housing stress and
homelessness are many and varied and that in
addressing the challenges that are posed by this
multifaceted problem we have to in fact provide
solutions at every level of community policy-making.
We have to and any responsible government has to
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make sure that we are providing not just the immediacy
of accommodation for people in crisis and emergency
situations that require it but the medium and long-term
options and opportunities for people who may find
themselves on very long waiting lists and who may find
themselves through a number of circumstances coming
together in situations of underemployment,
unemployment, loss of resources and — a term that
was coined only in the last 20 years or so — sexually
transmitted debt. In particular, women are
disproportionately affected by decisions made within
matrimony that affect their legal rights, that affect their
asset bases and that affect their general capacity to
create and maintain assets and wealth.

number one priority group for the purposes of the
increases that we will see. The priority list will jump to
over 22 000. This, to go back to my opening remarks in
relation to underinvestment and cuts, is the long tail of a
legacy of underinvestment and the long tail of a legacy
of neglect of a commitment to public housing from the
commonwealth — the ones with the deepest pockets.
We then look at that in a contemporary context and see
that the continuing pressures and cuts from the coalition
government at a federal level and the cuts that occurred
here in Victoria under the former government have
compounded these problems and these challenges.
They are not necessarily evident straightaway; they
have a long tail on them.

Women, also being primary carers of children in the
large majority situations, will also often find themselves
in a situation where they have to provide for their
children at short or no notice, and the extent to which
mothers will go to make sure that their children are safe
often means that they do not have security or certainty
or dignity or privacy themselves, because they would
rather put their children ahead of their own interests.

We see that in the years to come the waiting lists get
longer, the services are compromised and the capacity
to gain redress or improvement is reduced, and we have
seen also that the Tenants Union of Victoria has in fact
suffered a compromise to its commonwealth funding
that means that the outreach program will be
compromised as well — again, another component
which undercuts the dignity that is at the heart and the
locus of providing safe, private, dignified
accommodation.

These are social problems that are related to skills,
education and training; to access to public transport; to
the idea of a fixed address; and to a way in which we
take our domiciliary lives for granted in many cases
until such time as they are taken away. We see time and
time again the indignity that is compounded when
people are not in a position to determine a fixed
address, are not in a position to prove identity and are
not necessarily in a position to challenge or to fend off
infringements or fines that they may accrue as a
consequence of sleeping rough. There are so many
components to this and, as I said, good, responsible
government is required to consider all of them
proactively and collaboratively with other levels of
government.
We have over 35 000 people on the housing waiting
list, and we know this because there is accurate data in
relation to the waiting list through the single Victorian
Housing Register, and that has been a positive
development. It means that we are moving away from
the anecdotal gathering of materials and of evidence
around homelessness and around sleeping rough into
something that is more consolidated. Having that
consolidated list of all housing and homelessness
agencies gives us a better picture as a community of the
housing crisis that these vulnerable people in our
communities face.
We know in particular — and this has received media
coverage in recent days, as it should and as it should
continue to — that older people in housing crisis are a

In recognising the damage that has been caused there
have been a number of really decisive and significant
actions taken to date. We have already added more than
1100 social housing properties to the register, and there
will be another 600 new properties that will come
online this coming year through purchasing and leasing
programs. As far as investment goes — and it is not just
bricks and mortar, it is money as well — there is
$800 million in that investment, and we are preparing
for the future through $2 billion in investment with the
Social Housing Growth Fund. In providing this long
pipeline of significant funding we will assist more than
19 000 Victorians to access and sustain housing and
deliver more than 6000 social housing properties. In
building and providing these facilities, these amenities
and access to this dignity around social housing, we are
moving away from the legacy and the long tail of
decades of neglect in this particular area.
That is not to say that this will be the magic bullet,
because it will not be; there is a lot more work to do. It
will take sustained effort, as I said, across numerous
levels of government. It will take governments of all
persuasions to make sure that we do not create further
intergenerational gaps into the future. The public
housing renewal program is about giving tenants access
to safe, secure and affordable accommodation. We need
to make sure that certainty, that thriving communities,
that recognition and respect and that self-determination
are part of what is generated in the new social housing
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commitments and infrastructure that are being
developed. Part of this is about using public land in the
public interest to get that very best value, to achieve the
best results and to make sure that we increase the
number of public and social housing units. It is in fact a
smarter way to use public land, and where the financial
model is right we can help to unlock the supply of more
homes for affordable inner-city living for key workers.
For 30 years now we have been promising to get rid of
out-of-date and unsafe concrete walk-ups. Everybody
knows them. You cannot escape them. They are on the
skyline of just about every turn and every bend on
every major road in Melbourne. We are actually doing
it. It is about providing more social housing and not less
and about working to break down the exclusion and
stigma of public housing estates. Building safe and
inclusive communities is a key part of achieving this
better balance. We have been really honest with tenants
about the challenges, however, that are faced in
achieving these ends, and there are going to be
continuous challenges in the way that this change is
effected and implemented, in the way that more stock is
allocated as it is brought online and in the way that we
do address the existing waiting list in the most
appropriate and equitable way that we can.
This government has, however, made a very significant
commitment to continue to work side by side with
tenants through the Victorian Public Tenants
Association, councils and housing associations. The
government has in fact signed a pledge with tenants to
provide the assurance that the renewal will not result in
a reduction in security of tenure, that residents will have
the right to return and that rent will be capped at 25 per
cent of household income for returning residents. This
has to be about more than playing party politics with
people’s lives. As I said at the beginning of my
contribution, the need for secure accommodation is
very close to the top of what we as humans prioritise:
shelter, safety, engagement, food, water. Housing is a
crucial part of this. With housing comes security,
comes identity and comes dignity. Making sure that the
relocation process includes individualised support to
assist tenants — individualised support that is tailored
to what they require — will be a key part of this.
We are acting on what we are hearing during these
consultations. In particular the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing recently announced more
lighting on the Flemington estate, and we are working
on a range of other actions that have come out of those
consultations — really practical things to improve the
everyday lives of the people who are part of those
communities to make their lives easier now. We want
people to build better communities and to co-design
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improvements that they wish to see. With that growing
list of over 35 000 that I referred to earlier in my
contribution we need to act now, and that renewal
program I have talked about is not the only way to do
this. We need to provide more support to Victorians in
housing stress across the board.
The Greens motion refers to the adequacy of a
proposed 10 per cent increase in public housing, or
1100 public units, on the redeveloped sites, given the
size of the waiting list for public housing. In fact we are
looking at a minimum 10 per cent uplift in social
housing from each site and mixed communities. We are
looking to end unacceptable housing poverty and
unacceptable conditions. The amount of public and
private housing to be built on each site will be
determined by the planning process that is currently
underway. We have said that we are looking for that
minimum 10 per cent, but it is really important to make
sure that that message is not distorted; I say that
particularly with reference to paragraph 1 of this
motion, which would seem, and I would hope
inadvertently, to be connoting that the message is the
adequacy of a proposed 10 per cent increase rather than
a minimum of 10 per cent.
The second paragraph of the Greens motion relates to
the ability to cater for all demographics, including
families, couples and singles, with the proposed
housing mix. The public housing renewal program will
mean that the development of 2500 ageing public
housing properties across public housing estates,
regional centres and growth corridors is a focus, leading
to a transformation to more inclusive mixed
communities, encompassing social, affordable and
private housing, with increased social housing acting as
a long-term bedrock of these new communities. This
moves us away from the concrete jungle towers of
isolation that have for too long stood to stigmatise, at
least in some people’s view, the notion of public
housing by putting everybody together — lumping
everybody into one bucket.
Mixed housing is a way to not only deliver that housing
security and certainty but to walk the talk by saying that
people in social and public housing are as valuable to
the community as people who are in private housing
and that it is appropriate, as we walk in our everyday
lives, as we work in our everyday lives, to have people
around us who are from a variety of different
circumstances and backgrounds. Here in the chamber
we like to think that we do it. I think we have a long
way to go to be as representative as we should be as
parliamentarians. That is not to say that responsible
government cannot then make all possible endeavours
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to get the best possible mix of people in our community
living together.

simply about taking up an opportunity or a cheap shot
to spread fear among public housing tenants.

Being more inclusive will lead to social benefits around
inclusion that go far beyond the security of housing and
the housing affordability and stress argument that I
talked about earlier as being one of the drivers behind
these changes. This requires a partnership-based
approach — having community housing along with the
government sector and the private sector working
together, whether it is through the development process,
through ongoing maintenance or through the way in
which programs, services and infrastructure are
delivered in our communities. This is about co-design
wherever possible, it is about ongoing engagement and
consultation and it is about dignity, which is at the very
heart of it all.

The fourth paragraph of the motion refers to the
allocation of parts of the sites to the proposed new
private housing units on designs made public. The
amount of public and private housing to be built on
each site will be determined by the planning process
that is underway now. What we see from this motion is
an attempt at scaremongering by bringing up issues of
density or private housing to cover for a lack of support
that the Greens hold for new social housing across the
board.

What I am concerned about is that the Greens motion
does not recognise or adequately value the role that
social housing providers play in creating these
communities. What I am concerned about is the fact
that a motion like this one is very easy to bring before
the house; however, we need to make sure that we take
account of more than simply the context of the motion
and look more broadly at the drivers, the challenges and
the opportunities that present in improving social
housing and improving community participation across
the board.
The third paragraph of the motion is about the effects
on current public housing tenants, including whether
they will be moved to accommodation that is secure,
stable and fit for purpose; whether they will be moved
to accommodation that is close to existing social
support networks, educational, health and welfare
services; and whether current tenants will be able to
return to the estates. As I mentioned earlier the
government signed a pledge with tenants to provide the
assurance that renewal will not result in a reduction in
security of tenure, that residents will have the right to
return and that rent will be capped at 25 per cent of
household income for returning residents. As I said
earlier, this has to be about more than politics. The
relocation process has to be done in consultation with,
in partnership with and through engagement with the
people who will be directly affected. Retaining bonds
with the local community and being close to existing
employment services and training is a crucial part of
this. We will meet the costs associated with relocation
for these tenants.
Working alongside tenants and the Victorian Public
Tenants Association will also enable the inclusion of
visions for their homes and their estates. This is not

The fifth paragraph of the motion relates to a lack of
public condition assessments on the estates or
alternative options, such as refurbishment of all or part
of the existing housing units. Let me be really clear:
these housing estates have been talked about for
40 years. As more sites are talked about, more come
online as needing renewal. What we need is action to
begin getting on with updating, upgrading and
improving not just the housing itself but the access to
infrastructure, programs, services and dignity across the
board, not just for current tenants but for future tenants
as well and not just for those people on that list of
35 000 but for the people who will come onto the list in
coming years and decades. This has to be a medium to
long-term plan that takes account of the enormous
growth in population that we will see in the coming
decades. With an additional 4.6 million people
estimated to be within Victoria’s borders by 2050,
whether born here or coming here from elsewhere, we
need to take account of the impact that this will have
across every single facet of public policy and
lawmaking, and public and social housing is no
exception to this.
I am going to continue talking about paragraph (5) —
the lack of public condition assessments — and the way
in which people have for too long accepted the status
quo as being something that could never or would
never change. The discussion we heard earlier related to
rebuilding and renewal of estates, and there was the
argument that renovations could take place for places
that are not fit for housing in 2017, with no funded
plans. It is all very well to talk about, as we have done
for the last 40 years, the importance of doing
something, about the levels of amenity, about
ventilation, about maintenance, about temperature
control, about insulation and about the way in which
security is maintained in and around these areas, but we
are well past being due to get to the point where action
is taken.
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The sixth paragraph is about the proposed significant
increase in density and heights, loss of open space and
mature vegetation and other local environmental
impacts of the proposed public housing developments.
Growth in social housing is something that we need to
accept as part of future growth in general. Making these
Trojan horse arguments around density does not do
anything to advance the discussion. It comes down to
how we build stronger communities. It comes down to
how we create better diversity. It comes down to
challenging and dismantling the poverty and
disadvantage that public housing tenants face.
There will perhaps be people reading or listening to this
debate who have never set foot on a public housing
estate. I can assure you: these places are a mix of the
very best and the most challenging that you could ever
wish to see in accommodation. There are signs that
people go to the greatest extent that they can to make
their homes and the environments around them as
welcoming, as inviting and as inclusive as possible.
These estates have some of the most extraordinary
stories within them — generations, families, traditions,
history. The sorts of things that make up any
community are thriving and alive and well on these
estates, but the environments do not match the vigour,
the determination, the pride, the resourcefulness and the
tight-knit nature of the people who live there, and that
needs to change.
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We know that these renewal projects are significant
periods of change. It is not rocket science; any period of
change that relates to the relocation of everything that
you have had around you in your immediate domestic
physical environment is going to be challenging. That is
why in addition to promising to increase social housing
units by a minimum of 10 per cent — not 10 per cent,
but a minimum of 10 per cent — we have pledged to
current tenants that there will not be a reduction in
security of tenure, that there will be a right to return to a
new home, that rent will be capped at 25 per cent of
household income for returning residents as per current
arrangements, that retention of bonds will occur for the
local community as an undertaking, that housing will be
close to employment services and training, and that
costs will be met that are associated with relocations
that are caused as a consequence of this. Again this
requires us to work very closely with the Victorian
Public Tenants Association to include their visions for
their homes and their estates.
Again it is important not to spread fear or
misinformation, because these are the things that get in
the way of mature debate and discussion and
collaboration around achieving long-term ends that
assist the people in our community who deserve proper
representation and consideration in the way in which
public policy is delivered.
The 10th element of the motion refers to:

We also see that with ageing populations and changes
to the demographic, security is important, disability
access is important, better facilities and resources for
families are important and better design of open space
is important. These are all things that need to happen
necessarily through effective co-design and
engagement with communities, with councils and
across various levels of government.

public housing estates where similar models are envisaged or
underway, including —
(a) Markham Avenue, Ashburton;
(b) Koolkuna Lane, Hampton; and
(c) the corner of Stokes Street and Penola Street, Preston …

and the 11th component reads:
The removal of planning controls from local councils is
the seventh point, along with the proposed loss of
third-party appeal rights. On these particular elements
of the motion we are working with every local council,
and that requires us to welcome civic leaders and the
people they represent and the communities of which
they are part to take part in and contribute to a renewal
of the conversation around these run-down housing
estates and make sure that we get positive outcomes for
these communities.
The ninth point of the motion reads:
the transparency and genuine community consultation with
affected residents, neighbouring communities and the broader
Victorian community regarding the short, medium and
long-term implications of the … model as currently
proposed …

previous Victorian public housing renewal projects, including
but not limited to the Kensington, Carlton and Prahran public
housing estates …

Further, the 12th component of the motion reads:
best practice models for the provision of public housing from
within Australia and overseas …

It is telling that we see this confected outrage about the
way in which public housing policy is developed and
about the way in which decisions are being taken from
parties which have never in fact delivered substantive
reforms to this part of the community over 40 years.
We have seen people, as I indicated earlier, talk ad
nauseam, and people listening to me now might think
that in fact that is a little rich, but there has been so
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much talk. There has been so much talk about changing
the public estate and about changing the way in which
public and social housing is managed in Victoria, but
no-one has done anything on a large or significant scale
in an accountable way that allows for people to in fact
get the improvement in amenity over time that
continues to improve.
Let us compare the record with the previous
government. The Royal Commission into Family
Violence outlined the previous government’s
$330 million cut to housing. Investments in acquisitions
and renewal fell from $462.8 million in 2009–10 to
$131 million in 2014–15, and where were the Greens
then? The $799 million increase in funding by this
government since March 2016 means that we have
almost doubled the amount of new funding that the
Liberal government cut out across four years of its
slashing of resources for housing and homelessness.
We would be really happy to test our commitment —
our demonstrated commitment, not some aspirational
set of objectives that can be put on the record by those
who will never in fact have to fund them — but let us
include in the debate the best practice models contained
within the broader Homes for Victorians framework
and what that brings.
Included in the Australian-first $1 billion Social
Housing Growth Fund there will be an additional
2200 homes in four years. The $1 billion loan
guarantee, the $100 million loan facility and
4000 management transfers will help build even more
homes. This is the action that needs to be taken. This is
more than the sum of the talk that has occurred to no
avail in the last 40 years. This is substantive change that
will make a difference to the everyday lives of those in
our communities.
It is disappointing that I hear and see the people sitting
on the Greens benches laughing at this, because they
have never actually had to deliver anything. They have
never had to deliver any improvements at all, because
they have never been responsible for anything. Rather
than engaging in gratuitous grandstanding and
scaremongering, as this has been about, we are trying to
work in good faith with communities and with public
housing tenants. We are in a position to do so because
of not just our commitment to work with people but the
fact that we have walked the talk, the fact that the
funding has been allocated, the fact that the engagement
is continuing and the fact that this is part of changing
things for the better over the long term. This is not
because of anything that the Greens may wish to take
credit for.
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We are renewing and growing our public and social
housing stock. We are including in this the four-storey
blocks that have no lifts. Again I go to the disability
access point. Again I go to the point of young mums
having to take strollers up and down multiple flights of
stairs. Again I am talking about areas which have not
been safely designed and which have not actually given
people an environment which makes them feel secure
when they are coming home at night in the cold or
when they are leaving in the morning when it is still
dark.
Making sure that we do this properly is key to creating
a policy framework to help people to find and stay in
affordable housing, helping people to be included and
helping to reduce and address disadvantage. We have in
essence demonstrated, through the allocation of
funding, that there is a transformation in process to
provide more inclusive, mixed communities, to provide
better social, affordable and private housing together
and to provide partnerships to make sure that this is
maintained.
Making sure that we grow and renew public housing in
Ashburton, Preston, Flemington, Prahran, Ascot Vale,
North Melbourne, Brunswick, Northcote, Clifton Hill,
Heidelberg West, Hawthorn and Brighton is crucial.
That is what we are doing. We are looking for a
minimum 10 per cent uplift. For example, in Preston
we are rebuilding with 68 units on site over four levels,
and finally Darebin council has approved it rather than
continuing to waste time and money on lawyers at
VCAT.
We know that renewal projects are significant projects
for public housing tenants, so we are making sure that
they are partners in the conversation, making sure that
the public housing renewal program builds on the
investment and support in the Homes for Victorians
project and the Social Housing Growth Fund. On this
basis, the way in which the motion has been drafted
suggests that in fact the government has been idle or
has been left wanting in relation to the work it is doing
in social and public housing. For the reasons that I have
outlined, this is not the case. For the reasons that I have
outlined, this government has made up for the shortfalls
of previous governments, has made up for the shortfall
from the commonwealth coalition, has made up for the
neglect and has made up for the fact that these estates
have been a blight in the perception of too many
politicians for too long. Now things are changing.
There is a $25 million expression of interest process for
community sector proposals for new accommodation
for the homeless as well and which will also build new
crisis and supported housing options. This builds on our
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last budget’s $25 million fund invested in projects such
as the McAuley House Footscray development and
VincentCare’s Ozanam House, a remarkable facility
that provides so much assistance to those in need.
Tony Nicholson, the executive director of the
Brotherhood of St Laurence, has been appointed to
chair the strategy on responding to rough sleeping in
Victoria as well. To get back to my remarks made in
the initial part of my contribution, this is an important
part of making sure that we get further outcomes to
work with our housing and homelessness sector
partners, using the best evidence available over time.
The register is a big part of that.
The $49 million we have invested in the private rental
access program over the last two budgets for rental
brokers across the state to support people accessing
private rental housing will also make a difference,
reducing the likelihood of failed tenancies and
consequent homelessness. The precarious nature of the
means by which people make their rent from month to
month will in fact have redress through this particular
access program. Rental brokers are working in every
part of the state, and they are equipped with flexible
funding, such as rent in advance or rent arrears, and an
aim to develop relationships with local real estate
agents, because it is on the ground that these things
occur. It is in our towns and our regional centres, in our
settlements and in places where otherwise it would be
too easy not to notice. That work on the ground with
the private sector, with councils and in partnerships is
crucial to achieving these long-term improvements.
Family violence, as I indicated earlier in my
contribution, is another cause of homelessness for
women in Australia. Providing stable and secure
accommodation for victims and survivors of family
violence is really key to making sure that they can get
on with their lives. Our package of $1.9 billion to end
family violence is a crucial part of this, as it relates to
homelessness and to housing stress. We are building on
this investment in housing and homelessness support
with the funding of an additional $133 million towards
the redevelopment of family violence refuges to the
‘core and cluster’ model, extra long term housing and
an expansion of our really successful head leasing
program. This investment goes toward acquitting a
number of the recommendations from the family
violence royal commission as they relate to secure
housing for family violence victims.
The bottom line is that those opposite, including the
Greens, who are proposing this motion, do not in fact
want more social housing built. They are opposing
growth in not-for-profit social housing and increased
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density, whilst also simultaneously pretending to be
supporters of social housing. The Greens oppose the
rebuilding and renewal of estates, and they argue for
renovations. The Liberals and Greens at a local level
are all too happy to spread fear, misinformation and
misunderstanding to those who in fact deserve accurate
information, deserve proper advocacy and deserve
outcomes that make a material difference to their lives.
We need to make sure that we do not lose sight of what
we are trying to achieve in the long term. That also
involves holding Canberra to account. Looking at the
coalition government that currently sits in Canberra, in
2015 the Productivity Commission issued a report on
government services that revealed that the federal
government had made a $470 million cut when its cuts
were added in. Meanwhile, the federal Liberal
government drives social housing demand. In fact it is
pursuing cuts to welfare. There is no new funding for
housing and homelessness, only really vague and
amorphous plans — parenthood statements that amount
to nothing. The federal government abolished the
ministerial council on housing and homelessness and
the Prime Minister’s Council on Homelessness. It is
winding down the national rental affordability scheme,
and it has inadequately funded commonwealth rent
assistance, which has not kept pace with the rising costs
of living. We all know that the rising costs of living and
financial pressure and stress are key not just to housing
affordability but to being able to make ends meet month
to month.
Homelessness and housing across Australia is an
enormous problem. What we are doing at a state level is
calling continuously for a national partnership to
address homelessness and to include a long-term plan
and agreement on how we can proactively,
meaningfully and practically help people in need. It is
about achieving better outcomes for people right across
the nation, because with the ebbs and flows of
economic success and failure, when commodities
markets boom and then bust, when housing
affordability is out of the reach of most and when we
have seen the lowest wages growth on record, we are in
fact seeing the squeeze from every different angle. That
means that we will see a corresponding increase in the
demand for social and public housing.
The commonwealth government was dragged kicking
and screaming just this year to a transitional agreement.
This transitional agreement does not provide any
certainty to the homelessness support service providers
who do that really vital work on the ground that I was
talking about earlier, to get people off the streets and to
help them to rebuild their lives.
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We have in fact received significant recognition from
the Victorian Public Tenants Association around budget
spending on public housing. As I indicated earlier, there
is $36 million for the Flemington estate redevelopment,
$26 million for the high-rise upgrade, $48 million for
long-term housing, $23 million for the Markham estate
redevelopment and $185 million for the public housing
renewal project. Making sure that we have that shared
commitment, making sure that future governments do
not simply see this as all too easy to cast aside when
they find themselves in government, is the key to
making sure that all parties represented in this chamber
walk the talk and do not simply make up rhetoric that
says that they are all about effecting change, without
delivering any of it.
On that basis, the government will not be supporting
the motion as it has been put by the Greens today. The
principles are not without merit, as I have just indicated.
The principles around improvement, collaboration,
partnership and engagement over time are in fact
necessary and crucial parts of giving people dignity in
security of housing and in making sure that people in
social and public housing and their children and future
generations have access to that dignity. However, the
wording of the motion itself is flawed for the reasons
that I have outlined, and we will not be supporting it.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) — I
expect to get nothing short of a standing ovation from
the chamber when I say I am going to speak very
briefly on this motion, which is —
Ms Shing interjected.
Ms FITZHERBERT — I am very conscious that
there is a lot of opposition business to get through
today, and I am not going to deprive my colleagues
from getting to their work.
The motion has been spoken to extensively by its
mover, Ms Pennicuik. The opposition supports the
reference, and I am pleased to speak on behalf of the
opposition and also in my capacity as chair of the
committee that will be considering this reference. I do
not propose to reiterate the record of the previous
government on social housing, because I do not see that
as achieving anything constructive at this stage of the
debate. But I would simply make this point: over the
last 18 years the Labor Party has been in office for all
but four of them, so if it looks at the state of public
housing and social housing and does not like what it
sees, it has been in the driving seat for the vast majority
of recent years and it has had more than enough
opportunities to do something constructive about it.
Rather than having a go at the Greens for not being in
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control and not doing anything about it, it could perhaps
acknowledge reality and its own role in getting us to the
point that we are currently at.
The thing about this issue is that there is intense interest
and concern in the community about current policy. I
see this through my own electorate office, where I get
regular contact, emails and phone calls regarding issues
to do with public housing. These range from issues on
behalf of individuals through to community-based
issues, if I might put it that way, where people have
concerns about a particular development.
As I look at the motion in the terms that it has been
presented, I note that many of these concerns relate to
policy principles such as planning, whereas others
relate to specific policy applications. In particular I
have had numerous approaches regarding the New
Street, Brighton, public housing redevelopment plan,
which was referred to by Ms Pennicuik. In terms of the
development proposed, it is a very significant change. It
is taking a four-storey development and making it nine
storeys. When I look at the matters that have been
raised in great detail by residents who have concerns
about that particular development, many of them speak
directly to the terms of reference in the amendment.
They have referenced — and this is in no particular
order — the impact on the extensive public housing
waiting list, the issues to do with building heights and
density, the role of the planning minister in relation to
these developments, the impact on local planning laws
and the impact in this instance on current residents of
the New Street, Brighton, development and how they
are intended to be contending with very significant
changes to their homes.
I am not going to go one by one through the various
parts of this motion. That has already been done, nearly
twice. I note that Ms Pennicuik did not do that, but
Ms Shing went through it in enormous detail. I draw
out in particular point (7):
the removal of planning controls from local councils, and
planning implications surrounding communities including
existing neighbourhood character, traffic flow and provision
of services …

In point 10 I note that there are several specific models
identified, and the Markham Avenue development is
one that Ms Pennicuik spoke about in detail. I
understand the member for Burwood obtained
documents under FOI concerning that development,
and in the words of the developers they were
contemplating what they called ‘super profits’. I want
to make it clear that there is nothing wrong with
making a profit per se, but in the context of this area of
public policy it is about good outcomes, not about
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something that is completely profit driven. This is
something that I think warrants examination and indeed
raises concerns.
There have been a number of comments made about
the veracity of people’s commitments to this particular
area of policy. I do not want to engage in a tit for tat,
and indeed I was not going to make any comment on
this except that I sat for half an hour listening to a range
of comments about how much people cared and
whether they had a genuine interest in public housing.
There were also references to people running scare
campaigns. I have had a number of reports to me over
the last couple of years about the member for Albert
Park in the Assembly and how he interacts with local
public housing tenants. I have been told by those
tenants, whom I meet with regularly and whose homes
I have visited, that it is his practice to run a free
barbecue at the public housing estates in Albert Park
and to invite tenants along and then tell them that the
evil Liberals want to kick them out of their homes. That
has not been in any way our policy. I have seen the
notices for these meetings and I have heard witness
accounts from people who have attended. I think that
operating in that sort of way, in the words of the
woman who first told me about this and showed me the
notice, is simply grubby. If we are going to be throwing
around insults about people’s commitment to public
housing and people running scare campaigns, I want to
place on record how unacceptable I think that practice
is.
I understand that the government has some concerns
about the make-up of this particular motion and has
concerns in particular about the reporting date, which is
to be 20 March 2018, and wants to bring that forward. I
just want to place on record that the committee is quite
loaded up at the moment. It has a couple of reports that
need to be delivered before the end of the year. I think
one of those is going to be running late. There is still a
lot of work to be done by the committee but also by
those parliamentary officers who have been supporting
us so professionally and so helpfully. There is no
formal suggestion that we should change the reporting
date and bring it forward, but I want to place on record
that I would see 20 March as being the earliest that we
could be delivering on what really is, on the basis of
this, quite a significant review and one that I think will
attract a fair bit of public interest and people who want
to participate.
There are a range of issues worthy of consideration that
are expressed through this motion. They are expressed
to me regularly by members of the community around
my office in Port Melbourne, which has a very large
public housing community. I am looking forward to
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hearing what people have to say, to sifting through the
issues and to making a constructive response.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
would like to think Ms Shing and Ms Fitzherbert for
their contributions to the debate on this motion. I would
also like to take the opportunity to thank groups such as
the Ashburton Residents Action Group and the North
Brighton Residents Action Group for the work that they
have done in advocating on behalf of their local
communities about in particular the Markham estate
and the New Street, Brighton, estate.
I raise that just to follow on from what Ms Fitzherbert
said regarding Ms Shing’s reference to scare campaigns
being run. In fact the concerns about these particular
sites are actually coming from the community
members. In the cases of Ashburton and New Street I
know for a fact, having spoken to all those people, that
as well as the concerns Ms Fitzherbert mentioned they
are concerned about the need for more public housing.
They want to see more public housing on these sites.
Their number one concern is that the sites are only
proposed to be 10 per cent public housing. They want
to see a lot more. They know there are
35 000 applicants for public housing. They are very
aware of it. These concerns are actually coming from
the community and from the local councils as well, who
are being shut out.
I can agree with a lot of the things Ms Shing had to say
about the crisis et cetera in housing and the lack of
action by the commonwealth over the years in terms of
public housing, but I do not agree with her saying that
this is about politics. It is about an issue. In fact the
motion has been drafted very carefully to be about a
particular public housing renewal program and the
implications of that. In particular when you dispose of
that public land to the private sector — as
Ms Fitzherbert said, not everything should be about
super profits — this will be about private developers
making profits from public land, not from land they
have purchased themselves, which is a completely
different scenario. When we have got such a public
housing crisis, where will new sites for public housing
be found once those sites are used up for private
housing?
In the interests of moving on to the other business that
is ahead of us and allowing time to go through that, I
thank those who spoke on the motion, and I thank the
opposition for its support of the motion.
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House divided on motion:
Ayes, 23
Atkinson, Mr
Barber, Mr
Bath, Ms
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Dunn, Ms (Teller)
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Hartland, Ms
Lovell, Ms

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

Noes, 17
Bourman, Mr
Dalidakis, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr (Teller)
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr (Teller)
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Mulino, Mr
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Young, Mr

Motion agreed to.
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Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I move:
That —
(1) in accordance with standing order 11.01, this house
requires the Leader of the Government to table in the
Council by 12 noon on Monday, 4 September 2017, the
following documents relating to the Attorney-General’s
decision not to make a reference pursuant to section 327
of the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 in relation to the
conviction of Jason Roberts —
(a) all legal advice relied upon by the
Attorney-General in making the decision;
(b) all briefs within the Department of Justice and
Regulation or Department of Premier and Cabinet
relating to the Roberts case or the
Attorney-General’s decision;
(c) all file notes relating to consultations, meetings,
interviews, telephone discussions and other events
concerning the review of the Roberts case or the
Attorney-General’s decision;
(d) all correspondence concerning the review of the
Roberts case or the Attorney-General’s decision;
and
(2) any response should conform with standing
orders 11.02(3) and 11.03(1)(a).

This documents motion before the house this afternoon
is not about Jason Roberts. There is no reason for

3975

anyone in the Victorian community to have sympathy
for those who are convicted of murdering Victoria
Police personnel. People who are convicted of
murdering Victorian police are among the worst people
we have incarcerated in the Victorian justice system,
and when a Victorian police officer is killed in the line
of duty it is not just an offence against the individual
concerned, it is an offence against the entire Victorian
community, because the role that members of Victoria
Police play in our society in protecting the Victorian
community is a role of great trust and it is a role which
requires those individuals to put themselves at risk. It
requires them to be courageous. It requires them to take
risks on behalf of the Victorian community in their role
in protecting the Victorian community. So when those
police officers are attacked or those police officers are,
as in this case, murdered, it is a heinous crime and it is a
crime against the Victorian community as much as it is
a crime against the individuals concerned.
This motion about documents is not about the interests
of that convicted killer, but it is about the interests of
the justice system and the way in which the government
is making decisions in the justice system, because the
reality is that in relation to this particular matter and the
conviction of Roberts for a role in the Silk-Miller
murders a further review of that matter was undertaken
by no less a person than Ron Iddles, obviously a very
highly respected former member of Victoria Police who
had a long and distinguished career in criminal
investigation prior to, of course, his career at the Police
Association Victoria. He has looked at this matter and
he has formed the view that there were some questions
that remained open around the conviction of Jason
Roberts. That of course is not something that should be
taken lightly when you have a person of the
background of Ron Iddles raising concerns, not
someone who is seen as a supporter of people in the
criminal system and not a natural ally to people who are
charged by Victoria Police. When concerns are raised it
is something of note.
Of course we subsequently saw the Attorney-General
make a decision with respect to an application from
Roberts around his conviction and the capacity open to
the Attorney-General to refer that matter for further
deliberation under the Criminal Procedure Act 2009.
The public position taken by the government was not to
support that application — not to have that go forward.
But what is not clear is whether the Attorney-General’s
position changed through the course of the matter being
considered, whether the evidence that went to the
Attorney-General supported such an application,
whether the Attorney-General made a decision in
supporting the application on the merits of the
argument put forward or whether then through political
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pressure that decision was changed. That is something
which is of importance to the Victorian community —
to understand whether decisions around processes in the
justice system are made on legal merits or whether
political elements have been introduced to that
decision-making.

the justice system has operated, we on the government
side express some concern about a motion that raises
the profile of the issue when the families of the police
officers that were slain, who have also suffered as a
result of this crime, have said very clearly, ‘Enough is
enough’.

So this motion for documents is not about the interests
of Jason Roberts; it is about the interests of the
Victorian justice system and ensuring that decisions
that are made by the Attorney-General are decisions
that are made on the merits of the information the
Attorney-General has before him and are not
subsequently altered on the basis of political
considerations. Therefore the coalition believes that the
provision of these documents sought under this motion
will provide the house and the community with an
understanding of what evidence was before the
Attorney-General and on what he based his decision
and indeed if his decision had changed between an
initial decision and the decision which was
subsequently communicated publicly.

So we are concerned about the way in which this
motion brings this issue back into the political sphere.
As much as the previous speaker might offer assurances
that this is purely a neutral process-oriented attempt to
try to elicit some documents and for those opposite to
presumably look through them in a forensic and neutral
manner, there is something about a motion of this sort
and the very raising of a motion per se that we have
concerns about in relation to not dealing with this issue
in a manner that is consistent with the wishes of the
families of those who have been slain and those who
have been very directly involved with these two cases.

In making those few comments I again place on record
the coalition’s belief that anyone involved in attacking
our police — in killing our police — is reprehensible,
whether that is Jason Roberts or Ned Kelly. It is the
same thing, and it is not something for which there will
be any sympathy in the Victorian community, nor
should there be any sympathy in the Victorian
community for people convicted of those crimes. But it
is important that we as a Parliament and the Victorian
community can have confidence in the way in which
the Attorney-General carries out his deliberations on
these and similar matters, and the release of these
documents should go a long way to shedding light on
that matter.
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — This is a very
sensitive issue and, as the previous speaker indicated,
there are a number of layers to this issue, one of which
is the merits of the decision itself and another is the
process that has been undertaken. In my contribution I
will deal with both of them. I want to spend a little bit
of time talking about the case that we are dealing with,
and I will also speak a little bit about the process that
the government and the Attorney-General in particular
have gone through in arriving at a position.
I also, though, want to speak about the particular
sensitivity of this case, and that is where the
government is concerned about the way in which this
motion has been framed. While the previous speaker
flagged that he is not raising this motion in a way so as
to protect the interests of Mr Roberts or to put those
interests front and centre but rather to look at the way

I want to start with the facts. This motion is concerned
with the petition of mercy made by Mr Jason Roberts,
and, as was indicated by the previous speaker,
Mr Roberts was convicted on 31 December 2002 of the
murders of police officers Sergeant Gary Silk and
Senior Constable Rodney Miller. As all in this place
would agree, all homicides where there is not a
justifiable defence, all homicides where there are not
extenuating circumstances, are very concerning acts. In
relation to all homicides we would all in this place be
very concerned about the victims of crimes, but there is
an added dimension when a person is acting in the
interests of the community and putting their life at risk.
Again, I think that is something that all in this place
could agree with. It is worth stating from the outset that
we are talking about two murders that have that added
dimension, and that is part of the reason why these
cases generated so much community interest.
It is also worth saying that the co-accused of Mr Jason
Roberts, Bandali Debs, was also convicted of these
murders. The murders of Sergeant Silk and Senior
Constable Miller, which occurred in August 1998, were
clearly a tragic loss for their families and friends, for
Victoria Police and for the broader community. That is
why there has been so much interest in these cases
throughout the community, and obviously a lot of that
has focused on the particular loss for families and
friends.
As a result of their convictions the two co-accused,
Mr Roberts and Mr Debs, were both sentenced to life
imprisonment. Mr Roberts was given a 35-year
non-parole period while no non-parole period was fixed
for Mr Debs. At his trial Mr Roberts denied all
knowledge of the murders and any involvement in a
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number of armed robberies with Mr Debs, which the
prosecution alleged occurred in the lead-up to the
killings.
Mr Roberts subsequently appealed his conviction and
sentence to the Court of Appeal. His grounds of appeal
involved procedural issues in the trial including the trial
judge’s refusal of his application for a separate trial and
in addition the admissibility of various pieces of
evidence and certain directions to the jury. Importantly,
his appeal was dismissed by the Court of Appeal in
April 2005. Mr Roberts then sought special leave to
appeal to the High Court and the High Court dismissed
his application for leave. So it is important for this place
to note that Mr Roberts has exhausted his appeals
process through the Court of Appeal and indeed
through seeking special leave to appeal to the High
Court. So that process of appeal was taken advantage of
by Mr Roberts and he was not successful in that. That is
the key context in terms of the specific case that we are
talking about.
I also by way of context want to talk about petitions for
mercy. Under section 327 of the Criminal Procedure
Act 2009 if a person convicted on indictment or found
unfit to stand trial or found not guilty because of mental
impairment petitions for the exercise of Her Majesty’s
mercy in relation to the conviction or finding, the
Attorney-General may refer the whole case to the Court
of Appeal, or may refer any point arising in the case to
the judges of the trial division of the Supreme Court for
their opinion.
This power is granted to the Attorney-General and does
not need to be exercised by the Governor as is the case
with the general operation of the prerogative of mercy.
If the Attorney-General refers the case to the Court of
Appeal, the court hears the case as if it were an appeal.
The appeal may relate to conviction or to sentence. The
court may quash the conviction, order a retrial or
impose a new sentence. In relation to this particular
provision it is also worth noting that referrals to the
Court of Appeal by the Attorney-General are rare. We
have some context there in relation to the manner in
which that particular petition for mercy is applied in
practice under the law as it currently stands.
This is a rare procedure, and it is clearly one which any
Attorney-General would take great care in exercising. It
goes without saying that all petitions for mercy are
matters worthy of deep and conscientious consideration
by attorneys-general, and I can say for the record, very
clearly, that this is precisely how the Attorney-General
treated Mr Roberts’s petition. In the case of
Mr Roberts’s petition he sought that his conviction be
referred to the Court of Appeal for review. That was
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clearly a very serious matter and one that the
Attorney-General took great care with. Mr Roberts was
convicted of murder in the Supreme Court. He
unsuccessfully appealed that conviction in the Court of
Appeal, and the High Court refused to grant him leave
to further appeal. I think it is worth stressing that the
justice system has already entertained Mr Roberts’s
defence on three separate occasions. The petition that
Mr Roberts provided to the Attorney-General was
provided along with advice, as well as submissions
from a number of sources.
We are not talking about a situation whereby the
Attorney-General has made a decision lightly. We are
not talking about a situation whereby the
Attorney-General made a decision as the first-time
decision-maker. Indeed the Attorney-General made his
decision following on from the highest courts having
considered this on multiple occasions. It is important,
too, to stress that. The Attorney-General has indicated
that following on from this earlier consideration in a
range of courts, including appellate courts and indeed
the High Court, he considered a wide range of advice
and additional submissions. It was not until the
Attorney-General had received all of the information he
required that he made his decision on this matter.
Because of the nature of the provision, under
section 327 of the Criminal Procedure Act the question
of accepting the petition or not was within sole
discretion of the Attorney-General. I think it is worth
stressing again that in practice — and it is intended to
be — this is a source of appeal or a source whereby
people can challenge decisions that is used very rarely.
Indeed that is the case; it is used very rarely, and that is
appropriate. The way that it operates is that the
Attorney-General uses sources, as appropriate, to
inform her or his decision in deciding whether to accept
a petition under section 327 or not. That decision is also
based upon, as I said, the findings of earlier courts. We
are talking about extensive consideration of these
matters by multiple levels of courts before they reach
the Attorney-General, so by the time we get to the
exercise of the Attorney-General’s discretion, we are
talking about a process that has already gone through
many steps. Having carefully considered all of the
submissions that were provided to him and all of the
advice that the Attorney-General had in his possession,
the Attorney-General’s view was that the matter ought
not to be referred to the Court of Appeal.
As I said before, it is important that we note that this is
a matter that has generated a great deal of interest in the
community over a long period of time. The multiple
layers of court consideration of this have all generated a
great deal of media interest, as is appropriate. It is
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appropriate that our justice system is examined closely
by our community and by the media and that it is held
to account, but we cannot ignore the incredible toll this
would have taken on the victims of this crime, the
victims’ families, the victims’ friends and indeed the
police community more generally.
For a case like this, is it appropriate to bring this back
into the political realm? Is it appropriate to bring this
back into a chamber of Parliament for consideration via
a motion and for a debate as to which documents are
appropriate to come into the public realm and which are
not? Presumably the opposition will want to dissect
these documents and then examine whether or not they
feel the Attorney-General had the appropriate
documentation at his hands in the exercise of his
discretion. Presumably, if the opposition feel that the
suite of documents that the Attorney-General had at his
disposal was not appropriate, then they are reserving
the right to relitigate this case in the media and to call
into question his exercise of the discretion. I really feel
that in a case that has gone through all these layers of
appeal we have to ask ourselves: do we listen to the
victims of crime, in this case the families? Do we listen
to the police community, who are saying ‘Enough is
enough’?
The opposition often claims to be the party that stands
up for the victims of crime. I am not outright claiming
that this is some kind of disingenuous grandstanding,
but one has to raise the question when the victims of
this crime have so clearly said on a number of
occasions, and very recently in the media, ‘Enough is
enough’. What point is being served in the opposition
going through a very public exercise in seeking
documents and trawling through documents?
Presumably the purpose of this is for them to then start
second-guessing the Attorney-General and, one can
only imagine, seeking to mount an argument in the
public sphere that under his discretion the
Attorney-General should have referred this case back to
the Court of Appeal.
In that context it is, I think, a motion that one has to
treat very carefully. It is all well and good in this place
to talk about transparency and talk about the
importance of the provision of documents. We do that
often, especially on the Wednesday of each sitting
week. We talk about this document being appropriate
or that document being appropriate for consideration of
the Council. By and large I am very strongly in
agreement with more transparency.
I think over time governments have been getting better
at providing documents to the Parliament and to the
Legislative Council. But in this case one has to look at
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this motion in the broader context of this particular case
and the sensitivities arising from it and ask: is this the
appropriate way to deal with a discretion exercised after
multiple layers of appeal? It is a discretion exercised
after the Attorney-General has very clearly indicated
that his decision was based upon extensive
consideration of material following on from all of those
cases and appeals, and we are talking about a section in
relation to petitions that is intended to be used, and in
practice is used, very rarely.
Again I think all of us in this place support what the
police do for our community. We on this side in this
term have put in a significant amount of funding and
resources towards providing additional police. We have
seen the relationship with police and their
representative bodies as one of our key relationships in
the justice sphere and one of our key relationships in
the community. The sensitivity with which I think we
need to treat this case arises from that. When you look
at the way in which we have treated police in our
broader approach to justice, you will see a great deal of
sensitivity to their interests. As I said, I think there is
also particular relevance here in relation to victims of
crime. We do need to be particularly sensitive where
cases have generated very significant public attention.
This is one in which that is clearly the case. It has been
raked over by the media for two decades now. It is in
that context that the people involved are clearly
indicating that they are not interested in more and more
layers of procedure.
There are so many other ways in which the opposition
could have approached this issue. Undoubtedly they
could have approached the Attorney-General to discuss
the handling of that discretion at first instance. They
undoubtedly could have approached the way in which
this discretion was exercised in a low-profile manner
rather than moving a motion in a chamber of the
Parliament. This is clearly being done in a way that is
very high profile. Again I think in relation to many
issues, that is entirely appropriate, because this chamber
is exactly the appropriate place in which to hold the
government of the day to account on, for example, the
production of documents in relation to very contentious
public policy matters. Those are the kinds of debates
we frequently have on Wednesdays in this place.
These kinds of documents motions, which generate a
whole lot of noise and a whole lot of fury in relation to
planning matters or public infrastructure matters, and
the kinds of debate they generate are not appropriate for
this kind of matter. I did not get any indication from
those opposite that there was any attempt to gather
information or to discuss this issue in any way before
this motion was raised. I think that is a serious matter,
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particularly given the sensitivities involved. I do not
think any of us would begrudge those opposite raising a
motion of this sort if it came to a contentious public
policy matter. We find that is the case every
Wednesday, and I look forward to my participation in
those kinds of debates on Wednesdays. Quite often I
am fortunate to get allocated a speaking position on
such motions, but on this one I think it is different.
As I have said, I really think it is important to stress that
there are other considerations at play. Any of us could
google this story and find a slew of media articles from
even recently, with family members and other people
involved in this saying, ‘Please end all this media
coverage; please end the endless process’. For us to
simply sidestep the context in relation to this matter and
for those opposite to not take that into account I think is
disrespectful of the way this case has been handled over
a very long period of time. Yes, we can talk about the
justice system — we can talk about transparency in the
justice system. As I said there are so many layers that
have been gone through here — the trial itself, the
appeals — many, many layers of decision-making.
There has been an extreme amount of transparency
right the way through. So I think in that context we
have got to wonder whether this is the right way to
approach it.
The final point that I would raise in this context is that
yet again in relation to a documents motion from those
opposite they have a tendency to err on the side of what
can only be described as fishing expeditions, where at
times one has to call into question whether one is seeing
a genuine attempt to look at the merits of the issue or
whether it is an attempt to grab every single document
created in relation to an issue without necessarily
having any clue as to what might be there — the notion
that the government is going to be asked for all file
notes in relation to all consultations, all meetings, all
interviews and all correspondence.
There is an irony to documents motions coming from
those opposite that are so broad when they themselves
gave nothing. This is the interesting point when it
comes to documents motions. They have spent so much
of this term sanctimoniously lecturing us on releasing
documents when their own performance was so poor. I
do not mind getting lectured to by somebody if I feel
like they are actually in a position to do so. I do not love
it but I am willing to accept it, but what I find
particularly galling is when I am repeatedly lectured to
by people who have actually no leg to stand on.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
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Mr MULINO — On the irony of interjections
coming from the far corner, I do not even know where
to start. Many of those opposite on the front bench were
frontbenchers in government.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr MULINO — You were not and you will not be,
so do not worry. There are plenty of those opposite who
when they were in government had frankly an appalling
record when it came to disclosure, and I think there
would be a lot more credibility to these disclosure
motions if they did not come in as multipart, half-page
fishing expeditions where they seek absolutely every
shred of documentation and notepaper ever created. I
think if this is really about transparency — as I said, we
have got to ask questions in this chamber about how we
continue to move towards more transparency — this
kind of motion is not the right way, especially coming
from those opposite.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr MULINO — The point that I am making,
Mr Ondarchie, is that I support transparency, but you
opposite need to take into account the particulars of
each matter, and in this case there are particular
sensitivities.
Mr Ondarchie — You want to have a bet each way.
Is that what you’re saying?
Mr MULINO — No, no. You claim it is having a
bet each way. I claim it is qualifying a principle, which
is a different matter. One involves inconsistency; one
involves subtlety. So I do not see it as having a bet each
way. You live in a world of — I was going to say black
and white, but I might say it is just one of those two. I
live in a world —
Mrs Peulich — Are you being racist?
Mr MULINO — No, not that. Of course not. I live
in a world where —
Mr Jennings — Let me make it easy for you. I live
in a world of grey.
Mr MULINO — Yes. I take up the interjection. I
live in a multicoloured world of complication and
confusion, but what I would say in all seriousness on
this matter is that as a general principle we all agree in
this place that we need to move towards greater
transparency. As I said, I think that is the longer term
trend across all stripes of government, and I think if one
looks at the way government operates in this
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jurisdiction and other Australian jurisdictions over
recent decades, that has been the trend.
I can go back to my time at law school, when
administrative law was in its infancy, and I think
governments have become a great deal more
transparent in all sorts of areas, whether it be document
production, whether it be explaining
decision-making — all sorts of areas — and that is a
good thing. So I do want to stress that as a general point
I agree with greater transparency, but the two
qualifications that I want to leave with this chamber
after this contribution are, firstly, that I do not think
fishing expedition motions are particularly constructive.
This has been an issue that has come up time and time
again, and if we are going to genuinely move towards
more transparency, I think that those seeking
documents need to do so in a way that is more focused
on the actual issue at hand rather than motions which in
practice not only end up being a gargantuan resource
exercise, an extremely resource-intensive exercise in
many instances — we have discussed this with other
motions — but are also open to credible claims that
they are political exercises because they are just seeking
all sorts of documents that may or may not have
relevance to the issue at hand.
The second issue and the more important one today is
that we are talking about an issue here that is extremely
sensitive. I think Mr Rich-Phillips did allude to that in
his contribution, but I want to make the point that while
we can talk about the principle of transparency in
government and the justice system I think when we are
looking at this particular instance, when we are looking
at the case of Mr Roberts and his interests and the fact
that he has had every opportunity to appeal his case and
he has been refused — he has had his appeals rejected
on three occasions — in that context and in the context
of a very public examination of this case over almost
20 years and in the context of a case where the families
are saying in the media now enough is enough, one has
to question the judgement in bringing this issue forward
in this manner. That is really the point that I think is the
second issue at hand. It is really questioning whether or
not a motion in a chamber of the Parliament, especially
a wideranging motion, is the right way to examine that
decision and to engage with the government when, as I
mentioned earlier, there are so many other ways in
which that could have been examined.
I will finish by saying that I think all of us in this place
would say that we respect the work that police do, that
emergency services do and indeed that many people do,
both those within the government sector and often those
volunteering in the interests of our community, and that
they do so often in a manner that places them at risk.
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We all respect that, but I do think it is important that in
addition to expressing that respect we back that up with
supporting those people and supporting the
organisations they work in and that that occurs through
funding and occurs through respect. It is important that
when we examine this motion we take all of those
factors into consideration.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Unlike
the last speaker, I am not proposing to canvass in some
breadth the content of the issue that this motion is based
on. I agree with the two previous speakers that this is
both a sensitive issue for the individuals involved but
also a matter of some considerable public interest and
of course quite a crucial issue. The administration of
justice and particularly the way the Department of
Justice and Regulation and the Attorney-General go
about exercising their discretion is of course something
that is always going to receive a great deal of scrutiny,
and that is as we should expect.
I do not believe that simply by calling for documents
which on the face of it seem to be about the way the
Attorney-General did his job is necessarily going to
contribute in a damaging way to an unnecessary public
debate. This is an issue we have seen splashed across
the newspapers, and simply asking for documents that
were generated in the process of advising the
Attorney-General seems to me an appropriate use of the
house’s power.
The house’s power in this area, as we know, arises from
one of two, or both, sources. First of all, section 19 of
the Constitution Act 1975 says the house has the
powers, privileges and immunities of the House of
Commons of 1855, and that certainly includes the
ability to call for documents and to require persons and
other information to be presented to the house. If you
want to get into an argument about that one, the second
head of power on which the house would expect to be
able to ask for documents such as these would be, I
think in terms of common law, the reasonable necessity
that a house constituted in the way this is and for the
purpose for which it was created has the powers
necessary to do its job, without which it would cease to
function as a body.
What we have got here is a house of review. We have
got a part of the legislature whose job it is to scrutinise
the executive. It is also the job of the legislature to
make laws, but in the process of making those laws it
needs to be able to scrutinise the work of the executive;
the two functions are inseparable really. The
constitution also provides for the existence of an
executive, a smaller subset of the legislature which
delivers the day-to-day business of government. So of
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course it is reasonably necessary that this house would
have the power to call for documents and to continue to
scrutinise the executive in that way. In fact it would be
almost impossible for this house to operate if it had to
continually fumble in the dark and make laws without
the ability to scrutinise the government.
When you move a motion like this — you might have
noticed — suddenly a government speaker wants to
come in and almost give an explanation of the matter,
the content covered by the documents. Well, it is a bit
late for that; we are now asking for documents which
themselves will provide the explanation that we are
seeking. We do not need the government to rush in and
suddenly say, ‘Oh, well, if you’re interested, we’ll give
you sort of half an explanation’, while at the same time
hedging around whether we may or may not be
provided with these documents.
If the mover of the motion wants to continue to press
this motion, if the government is not going to comply
completely with the terms of the motion, then I think
there is just one issue that we might have to address,
and I will flag it now for later debate, and that is the
question of the legal advice relied upon by the
Attorney-General in making the decision. I think the
mover of the motion would understand that it depends
on which of those two world views you operate under.
In the first the house does have the power to demand
legal advice but, in acting wisely, probably should not
require that legal advice. That would be under the
statutory importation of powers — the powers,
privileges and immunities of the House of Commons.
Alternately, if your source of power is the doctrine of
reasonable necessity, I think it is a reasonable necessity
for an executive, which is part of the constitution and an
important part of the system of government, to obtain
legal advice from its advisers. In fact if every time the
government went to get a piece of legal advice, perhaps
in relation to a court case that it was in, that legal advice
was then exposed through the chamber, pretty soon the
government — or the executive, to be precise — would
not be able to really continue as an entity. Any entity
that sometimes does business with the courts or perhaps
seeks to get legal advice so as to avoid going to
court — a natural person, a corporation or even an
executive — needs to be able to get that legal advice
and of course expects the advice to be privileged.
It could be under one view that this house has the
ability to demand any document from the executive,
including the legal advice, but it may not be a wise
move for the house to insist on such a document being
provided. On the other hand, if this question of the
powers of the Legislative Council was ever to be
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considered by the courts — I certainly had a pretty
good go of getting it into the Supreme Court and
getting these kinds of questions resolved once and for
all — then it could be argued, as others have argued,
that confidential legal advice may perhaps be off-limits
and may be something the executive needs to keep to
itself.
That is not to say that anybody proffering a document
that happens to offer a legal opinion is necessarily
going to get the shield. It would be easy enough for a
bureaucrat to offer some legal advice saying, ‘Well,
Minister, we think you should consider this act when
you make this decision’, but that is not necessarily legal
advice; that is just informing the minister of the
situation. But properly constructed legal advice from a
legal professional, in-house or external, would fall
under the well-understood definition of legal advice,
and pretty much anybody who obtains legal advice
knows that they need to do that with some confidence
that they are having a confidential discussion with their
own legal advisers.
If this motion passes the house today — the Greens will
certainly be supporting it — we will wait to see what
the government’s response is in terms of the documents
that they are willing to provide. I certainly hope that is
done in a timely fashion. The Attorney-General in
making decisions like this is not beyond scrutiny. We
certainly should consider why the Attorney-General did
not make the reference in this case, and that has already
been a matter of public interest and public questioning.
We are simply asking for the evidence that might go
behind that so that some answers can be provided to the
members of this house. When we get that response
from the government to the house’s request we, or
perhaps the mover of the motion, will consider further
whether that has satisfied the need of the house or
whether further motions are required.
Motion agreed to.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — By leave,
I move:
That —
(1) in accordance with standing order 11.01, this house
requires the Minister for Corrections to table in the
Council by 9.30 a.m. on Tuesday, 5 September 2017, a
copy of the review by the Office of Correctional
Services Review into the Brighton siege; and
(2) any response should conform with standing
orders 11.02(3) and 11.03(1)(a).
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I have moved the motion in amended form, and I note
that the substance of the amendment is to simply
change the date for receipt of documents from
Thursday, 10 August — that is, tomorrow — to
Tuesday, 5 September. I do this simply to reflect the
effluxion of time since notice of this motion was given
and to give the government sufficient time to respond to
the motion. Having said that, I would have thought that
there is actually nothing stopping the government from
complying with the initial date.
This motion relates to the review into the Brighton
siege by the Office of Correctional Services Review
ordered by the Minister for Corrections. As members of
the house are aware, the Office of Correctional Services
Review is part of the Department of Justice and
Regulation, so this is a review of the department by the
department. In relation to the review the minister said in
this place on 7 June:
I have made this part of a review that I have asked the Office
of Correctional Services Review to conduct so that there is
full and adequate information in terms of the profile of
prisoners in our prison system. I have also asked the review to
assess every interaction Corrections Victoria has had with
Mr Khayre, both in prison and in the parole system. They will
be reporting to me by 30 June this year.

We already have some of the facts around that shocking
Brighton siege, including the fact that the perpetrator
was able to purchase two weapons, obviously illegally
and in breach of his parole conditions. It would appear
that the offender was released on parole in breach of
measure 13 of the Callinan review, noting that he had
set fire to a part of Barwon Prison on 21 February 2015,
during the second half of his prison sentence. They are
the facts that we have in the public domain, but there
are many other facts that are yet to be revealed. Perhaps
more importantly, it is a matter of significant public
interest that the recommendations and findings of the
review commissioned by the minister be made public.
I say for the record that this release is subject to security
issues associated with this matter. This is clearly a very
sensitive topic. The Callinan review, which was
commissioned by the previous government, was
released into the public domain soon after it was tabled,
along with appropriate redactions, including the
removal of people’s names and information that may
have identified individuals. Security issues were
redacted as well. But in essence the vast majority of that
report was released.
The government may say that they have not had time to
analyse the report or its recommendations. I would just
simply say that I note the Callinan review was
commissioned in May 2013, handed to government in
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July and released in August. This review was
commissioned in early June 2017, it was handed to
government in late June and we are now in August. So
the government has had this review of the Office of
Correctional Services Review for about the same length
of time as the previous government had the Callinan
review before it released it into the public domain in the
interests of transparency. This is a very simple motion
calling for the production of the Office of Correctional
Services Review into the Brighton siege, with the
amended date of 5 September.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I agree with
Mr O’Donohue about the fact that the Brighton siege
was a harrowing outcome for an individual and for a
family and it should be properly analysed in all its
aspects. I appreciate him calling for the public release
of this particular review. In time all details that can be
released publicly on this issue will be made available.
On the substance of Mr O’Donohue’s call for this
paperwork, the government has been consistent in
delivering on calls for documents from this house, as
the Labor Party was consistent when it was in
opposition as well as when it was last in government.
At least in the time that I have been part of this chamber
the Labor Party has been happy to deliver to the house
on a call for documents motion any documents that are
not covered under cabinet or commercial privilege.
In debate on the previous motion Mr Barber touched on
the powers afforded to the Legislative Council to call
for documents. These powers are aligned with the
Constitution Act 1975, which determines the reference
of powers held by the United Kingdom’s House of
Commons in 1855, subject to any inconsistencies in the
act. I think Mr Barber covered that very well. But those
powers to call for documents under the Constitution
Act are subject to exceptions. That was known as
Crown privilege, but it is known as executive privilege
here, which we have outlined a number of times. If the
government is subject to executive privilege, this is
sufficient reason for refusing the production of
documents to the house.
I have to say that the previous government called on
that privilege quite frequently in refusing to produce
documents during its term of office, which was very
much in contrast to this government, where documents
have been handed over to the house many times and
executive privilege has not being called upon. So any
reference from the opposition to the government about
withholding paperwork from the house and the public is
quite hypocritical when compared to the coalition’s
own record when it had control of both houses in this
Parliament during the last term of government.
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The government will not be opposing this particular
motion, but we will flag, as we always do, that if
executive privilege affords for the government to be
able to deliver these documents, then we definitely will.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will support the motion put forward by
Mr O’Donohue. Of course the events being referred to
as the Brighton siege in the electorate of Southern
Metropolitan Region were very concerning and, I think,
are of ongoing concern to the community as to what
was behind the events that day and of course the terrible
loss of life, injury and trauma suffered by people who
were caught up in it. The motion calls for a copy of the
report from the Office of Correctional Services Review
to be released. I support that not only for the reason I
have just mentioned, that being the public interest in the
issue and also the public interest — as in, rather than
the report just being of interest to the public it is also in
the public interest — but also in terms of the practice of
the Office of Correctional Services Review not
releasing its reports publicly.
Members who have been here for a long time would
recall that I have actually moved in this Parliament that
there be established an independent office for the
oversight of prisons, which is what the Office of
Correctional Services Review does in some conjunction
with the Ombudsman, particularly in relation to youth
justice facilities. Other jurisdictions have an
independent office for the oversight of prisons that is
separate from the department of justice or indeed the
department of corrections, which is part of the
department of justice, so that the oversight of the prison
system by an independent office can be seen as separate
from the government of the day and truly independent.
For example, in other jurisdictions such offices have a
rolling calendar of reviews of the prison and
correctional facilities, and they can also make
unannounced visits if they have reason to believe that
should be done or if they just feel that doing so is
warranted. The reports of those independent authorities
are actually public, so that takes me back to one of the
other reasons for supporting this motion, which is that
reports by the Office of Correctional Services Review
should be public.
Motion agreed to.
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STONNINGTON POLICE RESOURCES
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I move:
That, given the 22.4 per cent increase in crime in the City of
Stonnington under the Andrews Labor government, the
general disorder, attacks and threats to residents and traders in
particular in Chapel Street, Greville Street and Toorak Road
and the lack of local police resources, this house calls upon
the Andrews Labor government in consultation with Victoria
Police to —
(1) act to immediately increase available police resources at
the Prahran police station, including the provision of an
additional available police car;
(2) commit to the provision of expanded CCTV capacity in
Chapel Street, Greville Street and Toorak Road;
(3) immediately reopen the police cells at the Prahran police
station closed by the current government in June 2015;
(4) commit to a local policing policy where additional
police are available on the beat in Chapel Street, Greville
Street and Commercial and Toorak roads and in the
surrounding residential streets; and
calls upon the Minister for Corrections, as the minister
representing the Minister for Police, to report to the house in
detail on the government’s response to this motion within
60 days of its passage.

Right across the state we are seeing a significant
increase in crime and a significant change in the nature
of the crime that we are experiencing. Not only is the
crime more sharp and more violent; there is actually a
change in the type. We are experiencing more
carjackings and more home invasions than we have
traditionally seen. What is important here is that the
community is very concerned about this. This is
sometimes dismissed as a perception, but the perception
that the community has that it is becoming more
dangerous and Victoria is becoming more crime ridden
is not just a perception, it is a perception based on
reality.
In fact the nature of crime has changed. In fact there has
been a deterioration in the position of Victoria, unlike
in New South Wales, where there has been a decrease
in reported crime. Here in Victoria there has been an
increase — a significant and sharp increase — and in
the case of the City of Stonnington a 22.4 per cent
increase in the reported crime.
There are a number of key things, and I have reported
to this chamber the significant meeting that I attended
on Toorak Road with the traders of Toorak Road and
the north end of Chapel Street, who are obviously very
concerned about the impact of a lot of this crime on
their shops, their retail premises and the other business
premises in and around those particular areas. The
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nearly 50 people in attendance there included, as I have
reported to this chamber, in particular two very senior
police. As I have reported to this chamber, I think I and
the people who were assembled there were very
thankful for their time and their frankness. The police in
attendance were very clear that they too shared many of
the concerns of the traders.

The police also gave very clear messages about
carjackings. They said that if you are stopped and you
are tapped from behind and somebody gets out, you
need to be extremely careful. You may well consider
closing your doors and not responding but calling the
police, if you can, to actually come and attend at the
scene.

There has been a number of sadly emblematic robberies
that have occurred on Toorak Road. The series of
jewellery robberies that have occurred of Tony Fialides
the jeweller are frankly very frightening. The
community I think understands that this is a change in
the nature of the crime that we are experiencing — the
gratuitous decision of some of those robbers to go into
the shop and to trash it in such a frightening way. The
impact on staff is also something that I think the
community is very concerned about.

Concerningly, they pointed to the lack of police
resources in this area of Stonnington. They made the
point that often both a car in that vicinity and another
one in Malvern are out at whatever else the police are
legitimately doing, and the area is left without the
police support that is required. They made this quite
clear. Reading between the lines, you could see very
much that the police were distressed about this lack of
capacity to respond. I think this is a story that is being
heard elsewhere around the state, but my point here
today is that these are the facts of what is occurring at
Stonnington. One part of this motion calls for the
provision of an additional available police car. We
actually need to make sure that in the north of
Stonnington there is that additional capacity — that in
the Prahran area there is enough capacity to respond.

The police made it clear that it was not about just the
traders and those immediately next to the traders but
actually going back further from Toorak Road to the
north and also to the south. They made the point that
there was increasingly a series of robberies where
people were coming into a house from the back of
properties in a home invasion-style entry. They pointed
to this trend in the specific area. They pointed out that
people needed to be quite careful with their properties
to make sure that it was more difficult to break into a
property from behind in that way. I think the
community feel that they know that this is in fact what
is occurring.
The police pointed to some of the issues around CCTV
and very much put a lot of responsibility back on the
traders. I am not denying that traders, home owners and
others have got some share in this. This is a shared
responsibility for all of us in terms of preventing and
managing crime. But it was striking that they were very
much putting responsibility back onto the traders,
saying, ‘You will need to upgrade your CCTV
capacity. You will need to get more modern equipment.
These are the sorts of steps that you can take’. There is
no doubt that that will assist and that many of the
traders following that meeting will in fact take those
steps. It is clear that along streets like Toorak Road or
Chapel Street in fact the CCTV coverage is not
complete. There are council areas where I think council
has greater responsibility, and I have since that meeting
communicated very directly with the council on some
of these matters. But importantly it is also a state
government responsibility. The state government has
got to step in and make sure that there is that stronger
CCTV support.

I want to also say something importantly about the
police cells. Under FOI we asked for the reasons and
decisions behind the closure of the police cells. This
occurred in the mid-period in 2015 under this
government. It is extremely clear that this was a very
unusual decision. People will know this building, the
Prahran police station. It was formerly also a
courthouse. There are cells and police office capacity,
with the basing of a significant number of units and
resources in that complex. The cells there have
traditionally played an important role. The government
decided to close those cells because they were too cold.
Mr Morris interjected.
Mr DAVIS — Too cold — that is exactly right.
That is what the FOI makes clear, that they closed the
cells because they were too cold.
I am not opposed to making sure that cells are
reasonably in order, but those cells had been operating
since 1978, when that complex opened. For them
suddenly to be closed has left a significant lack of
capacity in that area. I am sure that the police used
these occasionally to put people in the cells in a
temporary holding capacity while decisions were made
on where they might go for a longer period. The idea
that you would close them because of the temperature
of the cells after them having operated for a very long
period of time is a concern. We are not talking in this
case about a building that might have a Dickensian feel.
This is a building that was opened as brand spanking
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new in 1978. The decision of the government to close
that in June 2015 I think is something that is a
significant concern.
I know that there is concern not just in Chapel Street
and Toorak Road. I met with Ed O’Donohue twice in
fact recently in forums with local people from Greville
Street and parts of Chapel Street. It is very clear that
there is a developing and worsening situation in that
area around Greville Street. Some of the frightening
stories I heard about shop assistants who have been
threatened and the various activities that have occurred
with shop assistants and those who are trying to
conduct their business lawfully and reasonably in and
around that Greville Street area are a concern. I heard of
one major chain that has retail operations all around
Australia. This is one of three areas in Victoria where
they have very specific and concerning problems. There
have been WorkSafe reports because of the lack of
safety, and there are regular reports of staff being
threatened and indeed in some cases customers being
threatened.
So there needs to be a significant response. There needs
to be a response by the government. They need to
provide sufficient resources. We do need additional
police to be on the beat in those areas. This is about
ensuring that these areas are safe. There is I think an
increasing challenge with a number of the homeless
people who are in that area. I want to make the point
that they obviously deserve strong support and they
deserve resources to help them with their particular
challenges. But that in no way means that people in the
area should be in a position where they are threatened,
frightened, attacked or put at risk or where retailers are
having stock stolen.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

CRIMES AMENDMENT (RAMMING OF
POLICE VEHICLES) BILL 2017
Assembly’s rejection
Returned from Assembly with message rejecting
bill.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
This absolutely unacceptable decision by the Premier
and the lower house to not value police lives by passing
this bill is, we believe, unacceptable. Therefore I move:
That the message be taken into consideration on the next day
of meeting.

Motion agreed to.
Ordered to be considered next day.

3985

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Fire Services Bill Select Committee: interim
report
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I rise to speak
on the interim report on the inquiry into the
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and
Fire Services Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill
2017 that was tabled yesterday. What we really heard
throughout the inquiry on this bill was that everybody
agreed that some changes needed to be made, that there
did need to be a modernisation of fire services in
Victoria, but what we failed to hear was that the model
put forward was an ideal model for modernising fire
services. In fact we heard that there were more
problems with this model than we had first thought. We
also heard that when the volunteers were briefed on this
they were left with more questions than answers from
the briefing.
I was greatly concerned when Mr Bates of the
Department of Premier and Cabinet spoke about the
lack of consultation with the Country Fire Authority
(CFA) and the Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB) on
these changes. In fact he said quite openly that the
reason they did not consult with the CFA and the MFB
was because the fire services leaked information very
openly, which was a slight on the management of both
the CFA and the MFB.
What concerned me even more than his refusal to
consult with our fire services was his willingness to
consult with the United Firefighters Union (UFU). He
told us that they got detailed briefings in the week or
two before the bill went to Parliament. When the chair
asked him were they engaged before, he said he thought
that they probably would have understood what was
going to be in this legislation because they would have
contemplated that from the sorts of questions he was
asking. I would like to know what questions he actually
asked them. Did he ask Peter Marshall: what do you
want? Did he ask Peter Marshall: how would you
structure the fire services? Did he ask him how they
could structure the fire services to favour UFU
members over volunteers?
We also asked Mr Bates: between January and the end
of April, before he had even spoken to the MFB and
CFA on the changes, how many times had they met
with the UFU? We were told that they had had 12 to
15 meetings with the UFU, possibly even more.
Another thing that worried me was the chief fire officer,
Steve Warrington, continually saying, ‘We will make it
work’. It was hardly a glowing endorsement of this
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legislation. He continually kept saying, ‘We will make
it work’, but he was not willing to say that this was a
workable model.
The middle management of the CFA all told us very
clearly that they believed that middle management
should not be seconded back from Fire Rescue Victoria
(FRV) but directly employed through the CFA. That
was a very clear message that came through. The CFA
must be able to employ their own middle management
and not have them on secondment from FRV. I was
very disappointed to hear Craig Lapsley say during his
evidence:
This is not a proud statement for me to say, and I would not
have said this two years ago: the Victorian fire services are
looked at across the nation as the worst fire services in
Australia.

That was very disappointing to hear because our fire
services have been highly regarded. But as he actually
specified two years, I think what he was really referring
to were the tensions that have arisen due to Daniel
Andrews’s support for Peter Marshall and the UFU and
their unreasonable claims within the enterprise
bargaining agreement rather than actually reflecting on
the fire services.
Peter Marshall actually gave us the best quote of all. He
said:
… can I say change is always a good idea for the person who
thought of the change.

He said the change is good for the person who thought
of it. Maybe that was him. He also said:
To impose change without bringing people along is just a
recipe for disaster.

And that is exactly what this legislation is. It is
imposing change without bringing people along, and it
is a recipe for disaster.
The inquiry saw two further casualties for Daniel
Andrews in the fire services with the loss of both the
CEO and the chief fire officer of the Metropolitan Fire
Brigade. This legislation is a disaster and should be
scrapped.

Auditor-General: Technical and Further
Education Institutes: 2016 Audit Snapshot
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I wish
to speak to the Auditor-General’s report on Technical
and Further Education Institutes: 2016 Audit Snapshot,
which was tabled on 7 June. I understand from reading
the report that 12 TAFE state-owned institutes were
audited and these documented results are as at
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December 2016. The audit overview comprised
financial performance results and outcomes.
It is true to say that Victoria’s TAFEs have undergone
rigorous scrutiny from both sides of this house in recent
years, and rightly so. All education facilities have a
duty to provide relevant and useful graduation
programs, whether they are degrees, diplomas or
certificates. Many thousands of young people and
mature age students are utilising many of the courses
that will eventually lead to meaningful careers and jobs,
so it is pleasing to read that the audit found that
previous problems highlighted in earlier audits have
been followed up and fixed.
There was a period of serious financial instability under
the previous government’s regime, but due to the Labor
government’s commitment to the Victorian TAFE
system, together with realistic injections of appropriate
funding, TAFE is now able to perform its function of
facilitating alternative career paths for those people who
either cannot afford to enter the university system or
simply want to follow a technical trade.
We desperately need tradespeople too. It is of no help
or earthly use possessing a law degree if you cannot fix
a blocked sewerage pipe, rewire your home or
undertake a multitude of jobs that require technical
skills and competence. Skilled tradespeople are
fundamental to our economy. TAFEs and
apprenticeships literally build the infrastructure of our
cities and towns. They provide us all with creature
comforts — hot showers and air conditioning, to
mention just two.
It is good to know that net operating results over the
past two financial years have improved and that there is
more liquidity across the sector as a whole. TAFEs
received $278.6 million in government grants in 2016,
up from a low of $74.6 million in 2014. It would appear
that seven TAFEs’ asset portfolios have been assessed
as being in a good condition overall, while five TAFEs
have been rated as being in fair or poor condition. It is
anticipated government funding of $41.6 million for
asset maintenance will be provided to TAFEs in 2017
to address these issues.
While the report attributes the improvements to TAFEs
largely to the increase in government grants to the
sector in 2015 and 2016, I would like to think that after
being starved of funding, the TAFE sector bounced
back and began delivering quality, relevant courses, as
we expected it to do. According to the
Auditor-General’s report the short-term financial health
of the TAFE sector is improving. There are several
recommendations attached to the report, and as always
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they are sensible and practical. I support them and
thank the Auditor-General’s office for the report.

Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning: report 2016
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Acting President Purcell, I congratulate you on your
appointment to the esteemed role of Acting President. I
wish you all the best for filling that role impartially and
fairly, which I have no doubt you will do.
I wish to make a make a few remarks on the 2015–16
annual report of the Department of Environment, Land,
Water and Planning, in particular as it relates to local
government, which, Acting President, you and I have a
great fondness for. We believe in its importance and
also that there is enormous room for improvement.
Sometimes this is not necessarily all as a result of the
problems or challenges within local government itself;
sometimes it is forces outside the elected councillors
and the organisation which create lots of challenges.
I note in this report the emphasis on good governance.
That is something that we all want, given the
importance of that particular sector and the enormous
amount of resources it commands and manages on
behalf of ratepayers — billions of dollars of assets, the
provision of important services and so forth. That is
why I am taking this opportunity to raise some concerns
about matters that are impacting on the operations of
the Frankston council.
I have received a number of calls from local councillors
and local residents about the role that is being played by
the local member. According to the discussions that I
have had, the local member has been very keen to avert
attention from a number of local issues that are of the
government’s making and that are of concern to the
community — for example, the lack of consultation by
the Level Crossing Removal Authority on the issue of
the level crossing removals and the absolute angst and
hardship that has been caused to local traders as a result
of significant mismanagement of the Young Street
works, which were due to be completed in March but
are now scheduled to be completed later on in the year,
perhaps as late as October, bringing many businesses to
their knees and causing all sorts of mental health
problems and so forth.
There is also the issue of the need and the want, as one
would expect, of a local member of Parliament to
actually support their community by attempting to rally
some resources to aid and support those businesses. The
words ‘rescue package’ have been used — I do not
wish to pre-empt the nature of that assistance — but
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certainly a proactive and committed local member
could have done so much more, especially given that
earlier in the piece he was very happy to take
Mr Dalidakis, the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade, to visit some of the local
businesses. He has not done that of late and has refused
to meet with local traders to discuss their woes.
There has also been a lot of angst in relation to the
demise of city life and the giving of a contract for the
provision of meals and respite to those who are
homeless and those who are sleeping rough, along with
general dissatisfaction by the council on the issue of
rate capping. Many of these complaints have been
directed towards the member’s office, and the view is
that he has been unresponsive to queries. He has
certainly been unwilling to meet with local residents.
In addition to that there has been article after article in
the local paper, which shows that Mr Edbrooke, the
member for Frankston in the Assembly, is playing an
unhelpful role, I believe, in relation to council
operations and is meddling in council affairs when he
should be focused on doing his own job as an elected
member of Parliament.
I am looking at some of the headlines, including
‘Councillor rebukes MP over shameless
grandstanding’. Written recently, this media release
was put out by a Cr Kris Bolam, former mayor of
Frankston, who is also a justice of the peace. He is
interested in getting the details of the overdue and over
budget Young Street redevelopment delays, which have
gravely affected local residents. On 18 April 2017 an
article by Christian Tatman in the Frankston Standard
Leader was headlined ‘Some Frankston traders fear
major delays to Young Street works will push their
businesses over the edge’. Another article was headed,
‘Deputy mayor Steve Toms’ — a member of the Labor
Party — ‘warns Young Street delays causing mental
health issues, economic distress for Frankston traders’,
and there are a series of other articles.
What I am asking is that the Minister for Local
Government in particular, and perhaps those who are
close to Mr Edbrooke, encourage him to stop meddling
and interfering as an unelected person in the Frankston
council and focus on doing his job in representing his
constituents, who are also my constituents and who
certainly need a voice in government to help them face
the challenges that are making their lives a grind and
making it very, very difficult to survive.
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Department of Treasury and Finance: budget
papers 2017–18
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — Acting
President Purcell, I wish you well in your role.
I indicate that my matter today relates to the state
budget 2017–18. I want to begin with the local
government section of that report. One of the roles of
government is to help oversight and support local
government, and today we had tabled in Parliament the
Commission of Inquiry into Ararat Rural City Council
report. This independent commission of inquiry has
done quick work, and along with Simon Ramsay, Josh
Morris and the members for Ripon and Lowan in the
Assembly I was pleased to meet this morning with
Frances O’Brien, QC, the commission chair. She has
led her team of John Tanner and Mark Davies in a very
swift inquiry, and I want to indicate that we welcome
the Andrews government’s acceptance of all of the
recommendations in the Ararat commission of inquiry
report.
I want to put on record that Ms O’Brien and her fellow
commissioners have looked at this sincerely and done a
swift and significant job. The report importantly
recommends the appointment of a monitor for two
years and the appointment of an interim external CEO,
with a stakeholder committee to advise the council on
the development of its rating strategy. These are all
reasonable recommendations that should proceed.
There are other sensible recommendations that focus on
better consideration of and adherence to the rating
strategy and principles of better community
consultation and engagement.
The report does paint a difficult and stark picture of
poor process and governance at Ararat, a lack of
community consultation and participation and an
inadequate adherence to the rating strategy principles. I
think all of these have got to improve in the period
going forward.
As I say, I do commend the commissioners for their
work and welcome the government’s acceptance of
their recommendations. The independent inquiry has
made a set of recommendations, and the government
has indicated that it will accept those recommendations.
I want to again particularly point to the work done by
that inquiry and say that there have obviously been a
number of significant issues that have had to be dealt
with. There are some challenges for governance going
forward. I do think we need to have a fair rating system.
I do think we need a system where the council is able to
provide the good governance that the people of Ararat
deserve.
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I want to also today say something about the
environmental and waste levies collected by the
Environment Protection Authority Victoria (EPA) from
local councils across the state. These are very
significant levies that are now building up.
Mr Morris interjected.
Mr DAVIS — As Mr Morris says, there is now a lot
of money held by the EPA, and I want to put on record
some real concerns that we have as a Liberal Party — I
know the National Party also has some similar
concerns — about large volumes of money being taken
in effect as a tax. Let us call it for what it is: it is a
charge, a levy, a tax. It is an impost on councils and
ultimately on every business and residential ratepayer.
Those waste levies were collected for specific purposes:
for recycling, for waste management projects and for
better waste recovery projects. These are all legitimate
aims, but the government has not been spending that
money. It has been sitting on the money, allowing a
huge war chest — perhaps as much as half a billion
dollars — to build up. It is sitting on it, and now what
we hear is that the government is going to not only
divert some of that money from those projects — not
even to sit in Treasury quietly — but use some of that
money for solar trams. I do scratch my head on solar
trams. I am not sure how solar trams —
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr DAVIS — They would not do well at night. But
let me just say that whether the solar trams are a worthy
innovation or not, they are being funded now, it
appears, with money that was collected from waste
levies in this way, and it is pretty clear that those waste
levies are not being used for what was intended. They
are also diverting that money now to fund the
bureaucracy, and that is quite wrong.

Fire Services Bill Select Committee: interim
report
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — Thank you,
Acting President Purcell. I, as an acting chair to another
acting chair, welcome you to your seat. I am sure you
will perform your task admirably.
I was actually torn about which report to speak to,
because today Mr Davis has already acknowledged that
the Commission of Inquiry into Ararat Rural City
Council report was tabled. Given Mr Davis has already
responded to that report, I will leave that for another
day — and wisely, Mr Morris would tell me, too. I also
wanted to speak on the V/Line passenger services
report of the Victorian Auditor-General’s Office
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(VAGO), which was also tabled today. Given V/Line
uses about $600 million to $700 million of taxpayers
money to fund the V/Line service, it was interesting to
note that VAGO has clearly, through its summary and
conclusions, shown that the V/Line service is running
very much under par in relation to the standards and
targets set. Unfortunately I cannot speak about that
today either, because I did not indicate it and it has not
been on the paper, so that will have to wait till next
week as well.
What I can talk about, in the few minutes I have got
left, is the interim report of the Fire Services Bill Select
Committee, Inquiry into the Firefighters’ Presumptive
Rights Compensation and Fire Services Legislation
Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017: Interim Report. I want
to first give my thanks, given I am a committee
member, to all those witnesses and those who provided
submissions. I understand we will have nearly hit the
magical 2000 when they all come in and are endorsed
by the committee. I understand from the clerks it is
probably the inquiry that has provided the most
submissions that they can remember over a long period
of time, so as well as congratulating all the witnesses —
the Country Fire Authority (CFA) volunteers, the CFA
career staff, the Metropolitan Fire Brigade career staff,
the officers, the captains et cetera — who took time out
to provide evidence to the committee, I also
congratulate the staff, who actually had to wade
through huge amounts of documentation.
Can I just say it was complicated by the Department of
Premier and Cabinet (DPC), which interfered in the
normal committee process of accepting submissions.
We noted — and it is noted in the interim report, in
fact — that a lot of those submissions, as requested by
DPC, went through DPC and not the committee
secretariat, so there was a lot of involvement and time
and wastage that was taken in dealing with those
submissions. I know many of our volunteers were
wondering why they were so slow to go on the site.
Mr Leane — I have a point of order, Acting
President, and can I also congratulate you on your
elevation.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) — I am
not sure that is a point of order, though.
Mr Leane — My concern with members of this
chamber speaking on this report is that it is only an
interim report. Mr Ramsay will be part of the
deliberation of the outcome of the full report. The
interim report only names witnesses and categories, and
I think that we are going somewhere into the
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003, where —
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Mr Davis — On the point of order —
Mr Leane — No, I am still going, goose! Excuse
me.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Leane — Of course it is a point of order. You
are already flagging what you are going to put in a
report, and you are talking about materials that are only
for the committee.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) —
Thank you, Mr Leane. I do accept your point of order,
and it is important that members do actually refer to and
report on the report that is actually in front of them. I do
accept that as a point of order. I ask Mr Ramsay
whether he will continue based on the interim report.
Mr RAMSAY — In the 36 seconds I have got left, I
want to thank all those that have provided submissions
to the inquiry.
I do also want to note that the transcript of the
conversation with Mr Marshall shows that he indicated
that in fact the enterprise bargaining agreement (EBA),
which is the most contentious part —
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — The EBA, Mr Leane, was in fact
being drafted by the United Firefighters Union. In fact I
can quote it, if Mr Leane would like to see that part of
the transcript in relation to a new EBA that is very
similar to the 2010 EBA, which could be endorsed and
go into the new Fire Rescue Victoria model, if in fact
that is the model that the government chooses to
establish.
In summary, in the little time I have left unfortunately, I
do want to thank particularly those people that
submitted those 2000-odd submissions. I want to thank
the volunteers and the firefighters who provided
evidence at those hearings and the staff who spent a
considerable amount of time, as I said, going through
what was a very challenging process in the acceptance
of those submissions.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) — I
now call on Mr Finn.

Fire Services Bill Select Committee: interim
report
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — Thank you,
Mr Acting President. I too congratulate you on your
appointment, and I wish you all the very best and hope
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that you have a long and successful term as Acting
President. The report that I wish to address today is the
interim report of the Fire Services Bill Select
Committee inquiry into the Firefighters’ Presumptive
Rights Compensation and Fire Services Legislation
Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017. This has been a fairly
interesting report to my way of thinking, predominantly
made up of transcript, it has to be said, but it is still a
very interesting report, because a couple of matters that
sprang to my attention and have been of great interest to
me over an extended period of time have been firstly
the —
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — I am not Jack Rush, Mr Leane. Calm
down, you are not talking to Jack Rush now. The
culture of the Country Fire Authority (CFA) is
something that I hold very dear. It is something that is
not just important to the CFA: it is important to country
Victoria and indeed it is important to Australia. My
father was in the CFA and my grandfather was in the
CFA. We go back some generations in the CFA, so it is
something that I do hold very dear.
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the very least. And I have to ask the question: what
does Mr Marshall from the United Firefighters Union
(UFU) have on the Premier? Because it seems that
whatever Mr Marshall wants, Mr Marshall gets from
this Premier, and I think we are finding in this report
that that is exactly the case indeed.
It is interesting that Mr Ford says, ‘That culture is
founded on respect’. That is the last thing that the
Premier is offering the volunteer firefighters of
Victoria. They have received absolutely no respect at
all from this Premier during the course of what has
been a diabolical war against volunteer firefighters.
They have received absolutely no respect at all from a
Premier who should know better, given his background,
but clearly there are other things at play here, and
clearly there is some reason that Mr Andrews owes
Mr Marshall.
We can assume that that may have something to do
with the last state election campaign, when members of
the UFU were very active indeed. Many of them were
actually bullying people at the polling booth and —
Mrs Peulich — It is the Labor way.

It was interesting reading the transcript of the hearing of
Mr Andrew Ford, the chief executive officer of
Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria. He said:
The culture that we talk about is a culture that recognises,
values and empowers in this case volunteers, or paid people,
based on their training, based on their experience, based on
their proficiency regardless of their pay status. That is number
one — to treat people equally based on what they can do, not
their pay status. The other important cultural aspect in CFA is
one of empowering and supporting people to do their work,
not just dictating, controlling and monitoring.

Mr Morris — He was talking about Marshall.
Mr FINN — I think he might have been talking
about Mr Marshall. We will get to Mr Marshall in a
minute if I have got enough time. Mr Ford said:
The other important part of CFA’s culture is it is not an
agency that simply delivers services to the community; it is an
agency embedded in the community, working with the
community, building community capability to share
responsibility for their own safety. That is a big description of
the culture, but it is important.

What is just as important as that is the fact that we have
a government in this state, a Premier in particular, who
has set out to destroy that culture and indeed to destroy
the CFA as we know it. I have watched with
astonishment over the last two years as Premier Daniel
Andrews has gone about his war on the volunteer
firefighters in this state. It is something that, I have to
say, leaves me cold but also leaves me perplexed to say

Mr FINN — It is the Labor way, Mrs Peulich, and
we are now seeing the government paying them back
and again the Labor way on display. I think it is a
tragedy for Victoria that we are seeing this war on
volunteer firefighters, and I look forward to seeing the
final report when it is presented.

Fire Services Bill Select Committee: interim
report
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — Acting
President Purcell, I too would like to congratulate you
on your elevation to this role that you have now
acquired, and I am quite sure you will enjoy the role as
many others have in the past.
I also rise to make a statement on the Fire Services Bill
Select Committee interim report, which was handed
down just earlier this week. I certainly did very much
find the attached transcripts in the report quite
illuminating.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr MORRIS — Mr Leane, I have been reading
quite a few of the transcripts, and one of the things that
I found through reading them is that there has been
absolutely no case made in this voluminous collection
of transcripts that have been provided in this committee
report for the change that the government is trying to
implement — the change the government is trying to
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force upon the CFA volunteers across our state. One
might say that the case for the change is that this
government is trying to appease Peter Marshall. This is
the only case for the change that we are seeing here.
I have been contemplating why it is that the
government is trying to do this, and I have been trying
to think of a bit of an analogy about what is happening
here with Peter Marshall, Daniel Andrews and this
government. The best that I have come up with is I
think that what we are seeing is a Game of
Thrones-type situation. I think what we are seeing here
is that Daniel Andrews gets to remain the king for as
long as the warlord, Peter Marshall, says that he can. So
Peter Marshall says, ‘Well done, Daniel Andrews, I’ll
put you there. I’ll campaign and I’ll bully. I’ll threaten
people I know at polling booths. In that case you need
to make sure that when you’re in there you do as I say,
because if you don’t I’m coming after you’. This is why
Daniel Andrews is so scared of Peter Marshall. It is
because if he goes against him he knows that Peter
Marshall will do all that he can to try and bring this
Premier down.
I do note that one of the remarkable things that has been
discovered through this particular report is that the only
people involved in the drafting of this legislation at the
beginning were the government and the United
Firefighters Union (UFU).
Mr Finn — A closed shop.
Mr MORRIS — Indeed, a closed shop. Absolutely
a closed shop — 100 per cent union membership
amongst those. So the 60 000 CFA volunteers across
our state, who keep our communities safe every fire
season, have been completely locked out of how this
bill is going to look, and they are rightly furious. The
many CFA volunteers across Western Victoria Region
are in constant contact with me, asking: why is it that
the government is doing what it is doing? Why is it that
Daniel Andrews is appeasing Peter Marshall?
Mr Finn — What have you told them?
Mr MORRIS — Mr Finn, I have told them that
what we are seeing here is that we have got a Premier
who is hell-bent on doing all that he can do to appease
the union and sell out 60 000 CFA volunteers across
our state.
I note that in the transcripts we saw evidence from Jack
Rush, QC — somebody that prior to this committee and
these hearings was well respected across the state for
the phenomenal work that he has done —
Mr Finn — And across the house.
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Mr MORRIS — indeed — with the 2009 Victorian
Bushfires Royal Commission. Unfortunately during
these hearings Mr Rush was subjected to tirades from
committee members about the important work that he
has done, because they did not want to hear the truth
about what is happening. Jack Rush is not someone
who is going to pander to this government; he is
someone who is going to say what he knows to be the
case. He knows more than Peter Marshall; indeed he
knows more than Daniel Andrews about what needs to
be done to protect our fire services. Despite that,
committee members from the other side of the house
unfortunately attempted to shout down Jack Rush for
the amazing work that he has done. Rather than
listening and learning from Mr Rush, we saw Labor
members attempt to shout him down.
Not only did we see that this legislation was drafted
only by the government and the UFU, but the
government and the UFU are complicit in the scare
campaign the UFU are running, trying to say that
communities in regional Victoria are not safe because
only the CFA is there to protect them — a shameful act.

Fire Services Bill Select Committee: interim
report
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I would also
like to speak on the interim report by the Fire Services
Bill Select Committee. I appreciate that Mr Ramsay did
not go to the deliberations; he mainly went to the issue
of thanking the secretariat for all their fantastic work
under very difficult circumstances. They have been
wonderful in accompanying the committee to a number
of regional cities over quite a tight period of time. I also
want to thank people that have submitted to the inquiry.
A number of different firefighters and other concerned
people submitted to assist this committee in producing
what will be a full report, hopefully in a matter of
coming days and weeks.
The interim report was tabled because there was a
tabling date. To fulfil the motion of the house it was
decided that an interim report would be tabled so that
there would not have to be another motion in this house
to put the reporting date back. The committee is still
functional and still operational. There are a number of
deliberation meetings yet to go ahead. All the hearings
have finished, and I think that the hearings were quite
successful in getting different people’s opinion on the
record.
The transcript will show a different story to what a
number of previous speakers on this report have tried to
portray around respecting volunteers. Volunteers from
integrated stations are on the record as saying they were
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quite disappointed that there are organisations like the
Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria (VFBV) —
Mr Morris — No, they are not.
Mr LEANE — Yes, they are; the VFBV said they
represent them. Integrated volunteers actually said,
‘That’s not the case’. Their main concern was
community welfare. In Ballarat there was a volunteer
that was very angry at the VFBV for trying to portray
that they represent their voice. People like Jack Rush
said —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LEANE — it is on the transcript — he had not
been at an integrated station for about eight years. Yet
he said that volunteers at integrated stations will not
continue in the manner that they do. They were insulted
that their commitment to community safety and their
commitment to community was put in doubt by people
they have never even met. The VFBV executive have
never gone to integrated stations, and that is on the
transcript as well.
On the matter of not showing respect to volunteers, the
volunteer that came to the committee from
Warrnambool stated that the Prime Minister got up in
federal Parliament and said that volunteers and career
firefighters were not even allowed to go in the same
door. The volunteer said that was a lie; he said the
Prime Minister lied. They were appalled that the Prime
Minister got up and lied about their brigade, for the
stain and the disrespect shown to them. The truth
hurts — they were appalled. If you want to go to the
transcript, they were appalled.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Acting
President, it is unparliamentary to reflect on any
member of any chamber, including the Prime Minister,
and I ask that you ask the member to withdraw.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) —
Mr Leane, could you make it clear whether you actually
said that the Prime Minister lied?
Mr LEANE — I said that the volunteers indicated
that he lied. If I said he lied, I withdraw.
Mrs Peulich — On the point of order, Acting
President, while you were conversing with the Deputy
Clerk the member personally repeated — not
attributing the comments to anyone else — comments
that reflected on the character of the Prime Minister and
the leader of the state opposition.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) — I
think the member has already withdrawn, if he did say
that. Mr Leane, I think you have withdrawn if you did
say anything that was untoward.
Mr LEANE — I am happy to repeat that, Acting
President.
Mrs Peulich — Unqualified.
Mr LEANE — Unqualified, as I am.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) —
Thank you, Mr Leane. You may continue.
Mr LEANE — The integrated volunteers were
disgusted by an article that Matthew Guy wrote about
seven career firefighters needing to be on the fireground
before a fire could be addressed. It was borne out that
that was untrue. There were no documents anywhere
showing that was the case. It was completely untrue. So
if you are going to talk about respecting volunteers, do
not pretend that you represent them, especially the
integrated ones, because they are dirty with you. They
are dirty with Jack Rush. They are dirty with the
VFBV. They have publicly come out and said that, so
stop pretending.

Fire Services Bill Select Committee: interim
report
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — Thank you, Acting
President, and congratulations on your role. It is turning
into an interesting afternoon, your first time in the chair.
I would like to make some comments on the Fire
Services Bill Select Committee and its interim report.
There are couple of people that I would like to quote
from in the report as well as the chair. One issue is in
relation to the lack of consultation. Across the board
every volunteer that I have spoken with has spoken of
the poor performance of the Minister for Emergency
Services and the lack of consultation with the
volunteers. That is one point.
The second point I would like to raise is in relation to
the whole-of-government submission and some of the
inaccuracies in that. This was put together by the
Department of Premier and Cabinet, which has a cast of
thousands to make this submission. And what did the
chair of the committee say about that when addressing
Mr Warrington? He asked:
Are you aware of any reason for any inaccuracies or any
misleading statements or false statements in this submission?
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Mr Warrington said:
Yes, I am. There is an appendix at the rear of the document
that talks about the amount of consultation that has occurred.
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With respect to lack of consultation, he said:
Without being able to comprehensively justify and explain
the need and desirability for change, you are off to a very bad
start.

And I drop down a couple of paces —
Ms Tierney — On a point of order, Acting
President, you did uphold a point of order from
Mr Leane that went to the very point that I am going to
make, and that is that we are now dealing with the
content of the inquiry and that is improper.
Ms BATH — On the point of order, Acting
President, first of all, I am not on the committee.
Second of all, I am reading from the interim report that
has been tabled, and we are making statements on the
report. If that is invalid, then we should not have tabled
this report.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) — I do
not uphold the point of order.
Ms BATH — Going back to it, the chair said:
And that particular attachment, attachment D, claims that
there were 35 699 volunteers who had the opportunity for
consultation. So that is incorrect?

And Mr Warrington replied, ‘Correct’.
My point is that the government submission was
inaccurate about the consultation process and the
number of people. It is rather disappointing when they
have had loads of time to do this.
My next point goes to somebody that we have
discussed already, Mr Jack Rush, QC.
Ms Lovell — The eminent QC.
Ms BATH — Yes, the eminent QC. You actually
just took the words out of my mouth, thank you,
Ms Lovell. He is an eminent gentleman in both his
professional life and his private life. He has an intimate
knowledge of the department which was once the
Department of Sustainability and Environment, now the
Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning. He has also been a volunteer firefighter in his
local patch. He is the commodore of a Royal Australian
Navy reserve, and he knows about volunteers. His
credibility points are unqualified. In relation to the royal
commission he is quoted in this interim report as having
said:
… change needs to be based on thorough, detailed
investigation and analysis, with a full understanding of what
is desired to be achieved by the change, the repercussions of
the change on existing structures and the cost of the change.

With respect to people coming into my office, I have
had both volunteers from across Gippsland and also
volunteers from integrated stations. It led me a few
weeks ago — in fact a month or two ago — to propose
a question in this Parliament in relation to integrated
stations. It was to the Minister for Emergency Services.
I asked: what will it look like, how will the volunteers
be in an integrated station, how will their assets be
distributed, will the assets be divided up, how will they
be stored and will there be segregation? I also asked the
minister to explain what it would look like. His
response to me — and it was very paltry indeed — was:
We’ll work with volunteers in the … integrated stations to
identify the best solution … This includes co-location …

Now this is a dirty word for a lot of people.
… of volunteer brigades alongside FRV to ensure that
volunteers can continue to work alongside the career staff as
they always have.

In relation to co-location, Mr Rush’s comments are
noted in this transcript. He went on to say:
Fire Rescue Victoria will take over integrated CFA stations in
this area. The impact on morale, the self-belief of volunteer
firefighters, does not need me to describe it. Co-location in
really bad stations turns a proud and effective force into
second-class citizens. CFA staff and volunteers who train
together, share facilities and work for the one organisation, its
values, goals and procedures, are split, impacting on effective
firefighting.

Mr Rush believes:
I can find no proper or reliable investigation into the impact
of co-location on volunteers.

This government has not done its homework properly,
and the volunteers do not like it.

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

Shepparton alternate route
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and it is regarding the condition of the
Shepparton alternate route. My request of the minister
is that he gives an immediate and substantial
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commitment to undertake thorough maintenance on the
C391 Shepparton alternate route from Kialla to
Congupna.
The Shepparton alternate route is a 19.7-kilometre
length of road located to the east of Shepparton. It is
administered by VicRoads and incorporates River
Road, Doyles Road and Grahamvale Road. The route
joins the Goulburn Valley Highway at two locations,
south of Shepparton at Kialla and to the north at
Congupna, effectively bypassing the city centre.
The Shepparton alternate route is a major freight route
for transport companies travelling both within Victoria
and interstate. A study commissioned by Greater
Shepparton City Council in 2013 found that nearly
10 000 vehicles a day use the alternate route and the
study predicted planned growth of residential, industrial
and commercial infrastructure around the route into the
future.
I recently inspected the alternate route for myself and
found areas in urgent need of maintenance, with large
potholes scattered along this important stretch of road.
The Andrews government claims to care about the
safety of regional Victorian road users, but the
deplorable state of the Shepparton alternate route
proves that this is just political spin from this
government.
In the period between 2007 and 2011, 34 injury
collisions occurred on the Shepparton alternate route.
Alarmingly 35 per cent of these collisions involved
trucks — more than the Goulburn Valley and Midland
highways combined. This underlines the large volume
of trucks that use the route and the importance of
keeping it in a safe condition for all road users.
According to Victoria Police’s assistant commissioner
for road policing, Doug Fryer, the cost of road trauma
to the Victorian economy is anywhere between
$3 billion to $4 billion per annum. One Victorian is
injured on our roads every 2 hours and one person dies
every day and a half. These are sad yet extraordinary
numbers and highlight the role we all have to reduce
road trauma in our great state.
In the 2017–18 budget the Andrews government
promised $260 million to repair unsafe and
deteriorating road surfaces in regional Victoria. It is
time this government put its money where its mouth is
and complete urgent repairs to the Shepparton alternate
route. Will the minister give an immediate and
substantial commitment to undertake thorough
maintenance on the C391 Shepparton alternate route
from Kialla to Congupna?
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Wallan bus services
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Public Transport, and it follows on from a transport
forum that the Assembly member for Yan Yean, the
minister and I had the pleasure of attending in Wallan.
It was a great opportunity to talk to that community
about their public transport needs. It is a growing
community. It has roughly 15 000 to 18 000 people at
the moment and is expected to double in 15 years, so it
is an area that has some challenges in terms of people
getting from point A to point B when they want to get
from point A to point B.
The train station is inconveniently located on the
outskirts of town, which makes it virtually impossible
for those passengers who are seeking to use the train to
access it without a car or without a bus. Probably the
loudest requests that came from residents at that forum
was a call for more buses so that the community could
access the train station. At the moment there is one
service, and it goes in one round route, which is not
overly convenient unless you live towards the end of
that route, which is a quick trip to the train station.
The call from the community, which I support, is for
two bus services so that you can reduce the size of the
route to make it more attractive for people to choose the
bus rather than their car and also to meet more of the
trains that come and go from Wallan. In addition a
Saturday service would be much appreciated,
particularly for the young people of Wallan. The action
that I seek from the minister is a commitment and
funding following on from that transport forum and that
the minister provide additional bus services for the
community of Wallan.

Melbourne Airport rail link
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport, and it is in consideration of the ongoing
discussion about an airport link. I noticed in the print
media in June that the federal government said that they
might ‘go it alone’ on a Melbourne Airport rail link,
and this appears to be a bit of stand-off between the
state and federal governments over infrastructure
spending in Victoria.
Reportedly the state government in some ways in
playing down the project’s urgency has pointed to
advice from Infrastructure Victoria that says the project
would be needed in the next 15 to 30 years and would
cost $5 billion, but in making my adjournment
contribution today I would like to invite the
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government to consider this project in a different
light — not as a single line between Melbourne and
Tullamarine but as a gateway to regional Victoria, and I
refer to the Rail Futures Institute intercity plan.
The Rail Futures Institute plan would create a ‘state of
cities’ in Victoria linked by fast rail to Melbourne via a
major hub at Melbourne Airport. This key driver would
incentivise the population rebalancing that we are going
to need as Melbourne grows and we start to use those
regional areas and build our regional cities. This would
significantly reduce travel distances and enhance
opportunities for those regional cities as far as living,
jobs and improved housing affordability.
The plan provides a blueprint for the next 30 years of
regional rail development to support projected
population growth, commencing with the construction
of a Melbourne Airport link. This would provide
enhanced business and travel opportunities for Bendigo
residents via a Bendigo–Castlemaine–Melbourne
Airport–Melbourne CBD fast rail. I call on the minister
to examine the Rail Futures Institute plan and look at
reprioritising this infrastructure spending in what I
consider would provide not just an airport link but a
hub for improving our regional connections.
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painfully limited and inadequate progress on redress
and compensation over the past three and a half years.
Late last year the federal government announced the
establishment of a national redress scheme, which is
currently under development and due to launch in 2018.
While we know very little about the detail of the
commonwealth scheme, we do know that it will apply
only to victims of child sexual abuse. It will not address
the Betrayal of Trust recommendation, which covers all
forms of criminal child abuse, including unlawful
physical assaults, sexual abuse offences, criminal
neglect and the facilitation of such offences. It will not
cover cultural abuse, which many survivors, victims
and advocates regard as being an important deficiency.
Victims of past crimes have been left waiting too long,
and we cannot take yet another year to deliver a scheme
that meets the needs of some but ignores the suffering
of many who have suffered other types of serious
abuse. The action I am seeking from the
Attorney-General is that the government immediately
commence planning for a complementary Victorian
redress scheme that addresses gaps in the national
scheme and meets Victoria’s Betrayal of Trust
commitments.

Child abuse redress scheme

Veterans in Construction

Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My adjournment matter is for the Attorney-General.
Access to redress for survivors of child abuse has been
a major recommendation of both the Royal
Commission into Institutional Responses to Child
Sexual Abuse and in Victoria the inquiry into the
handling of child abuse by religious and other
non-government organisations.

Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Premier because it
does cover a number of portfolios areas, including
veterans, public transport, roads, health and a number
of infrastructure areas. It pertains to a group I met
recently called Veterans in Construction and in
particular to the leading person in that organisation,
Dan Cairnes, who is working towards getting returned
service men and women opportunities on construction
sites — and in particular in this case on state
government construction sites — to address something
that I actually did not really focus on or understand
until recently: that some returned service people do
struggle to get employment when they return from
whatever duty they performed on our behalf in the
services. As I said, I find it quite amazing that that is the
case, but the statistics show that it is.

The royal commission’s Redress and Civil Litigation
Report was handed down in September 2015. As many
of us will recall, the royal commission recommended a
single national redress scheme established by the
Australian government. The Betrayal of Trust report
was published in November 2013.
Recommendation 28.1 from the Betrayal of Trust
report recommended consideration of a government-run
Victorian redress scheme for victims of child abuse in
an institutional context.
The government’s commitment to full implementation
of all Betrayal of Trust inquiry recommendations has
the full support of many members in this chamber and
certainly of the Greens. Ensuring that the
recommendations of both processes are met clearly
represents a significant challenge, but we have seen

One of the problems Dan pointed out to me was that in
the services you do get accreditations like a
certificate II for opening a parachute — which I think
would be very important if you are jumping out of a
plane with a parachute — but you do not get certificates
in things like first aid, even though they do get trained
to the point where they can put intravenous drips into
people and so forth. That is a worry they have when
they come out — that they do not have certain
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accreditations that they believe would help them get
employment.
Mr Cairnes and others have set up this group inside the
RSL, and the action I seek from the Premier is for him
to meet Mr Cairnes and whoever else he would like to
bring along to talk about the program and any way the
government can aid their endeavours to assist the
employment of returned service people, because
obviously they would be an asset to any employer, I
would think — a great asset — and they should not be
struggling to get employment. If they would like to
work in the construction industry and particularly in the
infrastructure program the state government is rolling
out, then I think if we can facilitate that through this
group in an easy fashion and assist them, that would be
fantastic. If the Premier could meet this group soon, we
could work out a plan on how to assist them.

Bulla gas supply
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter tonight for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change, and it concerns an
issue that I have had a great deal of interest in for a
number of years now, and that is the issue of natural
gas, or indeed the lack thereof, in the township of Bulla.
Bulla is a small community halfway between the airport
and Sunbury — in fact it is 5 minutes from the airport,
which makes it even more extraordinary that this little
township has no connection to natural gas. We look
around the state and we see natural gas being connected
to a whole range of towns — some hundreds and
perhaps even thousands of miles from Melbourne —
but here we are 5 minutes from the airport and Bulla is
still on the gas canisters, and of course that is extremely
expensive. It has to be said that this year has been a
particularly cold winter — there is no global warming
in Bulla, I can assure you — and as a result of that the
amount of gas that has been used has been quite
extreme, if I can use the term that is used by some
others.
I have noticed in recent times that Cr Jack Medcraft, a
councillor who represents the Bulla area on Hume City
Council, has come out in support of connecting Bulla to
natural gas, and I very much welcome that because, as I
think I have said before, it is long overdue. In 2017 to
have a community so close to Melbourne not connected
to natural gas is extraordinary. It is something that most
Victorians take for granted; they just assume that that is
their entitlement, but unfortunately it is not for the good
people of Bulla, and I must declare my interest here: I
am one of them, and I know how much we have to
spend just to keep warm in winter. I am asking the
minister to take this on board and to give her full
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support to the connection of natural gas to Bulla asap.
As I say, it is long overdue. I welcome Cr Medcraft’s
support for this ongoing campaign, and I am very, very
hopeful that this campaign will very soon come to an
end with the connection of gas to Bulla. There will be
great rejoicing in the streets, I can assure you, and the
government would be welcomed warmly if indeed they
were to facilitate the connection of gas to Bulla.

Metro Tunnel
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Public Transport and Minister for Major Projects, the
Honourable Jacinta Allan. I note the Victorian
government’s recent announcement that the Melbourne
Metro Tunnel is projected to inject 7000 jobs into the
local Victorian economy, making it the single largest
transport project in Victorian history. This project will
deliver a swathe of opportunities for young apprentices,
trainees and engineers and all those who fall along the
supply chain. It is a massive win for Victorian raw
material providers, with 88 per cent of materials to be
sourced locally. The commitment to use 93 per cent
local steel will assist in maintaining the operation of
businesses such as Arrium in my electorate.
Western Metropolitan Region will benefit immensely
from this project, with a new precast yard to be built in
the west and a significant reinjection of work into the
John Holland rail centre in Spotswood. Importantly the
project has also provided an incredible opportunity to
hire re-skilled workers who are currently doing it tough
in areas such as the Latrobe Valley and Geelong, and
soon there will be a lot of auto workers from Toyota in
Altona in my electorate who will find themselves out of
work towards the end of the year. The Victorian
government has already begun advertising these jobs on
its Metro Tunnel website. I commend the government
on its commitment to local jobs. The action I seek is
that the minister provide me with further details
outlining how the Melbourne Metro project will benefit
the local economy and provide jobs for Victorians,
particularly in Western Metropolitan Region.

Mental health services
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My adjournment
matter this evening is for the Minister for Mental
Health. It is a rather sad story, one that tragically
happens frequently across Victoria. The action I seek
from the minister — and I will explain the individual
case — is for him to refer an individual case to the chief
psychiatrist for individual review. A very sad situation
happened in my electorate when a young person
tragically took their own life. I will keep the details
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undefined and I will provide specifics to the minister in
due course, including the names of the person and their
family.

education. This has resulted in a significant deficit and
had a major impact on staffing levels and programs for
the staff and students at Hume Valley School.

The family is grieving intensely, and that is a fair and
reasonable thing. They are hoping that such a tragedy
does not happen again, and they have asked me to look
at having a review so that it does not happen again.
They want the chief psychiatrist to look at how it
happened, why it happened and whether some
recommendations can be made so that others do not
have to face the same circumstances.

The school is not seeking additional or extraordinary
funds, just those to which the students are entitled and
which are already allocated in the department of
education budget. All of the students at Hume Valley
School have an intellectual disability, with a large
number also coming from disadvantaged, multicultural
and traumatic backgrounds. Many of the students have
complex educational and wellbeing needs which
require significant intervention and support.

Mental health in regional Victoria still has many
hurdles to overcome. In 2012 the chief psychiatrist,
through a range of mechanisms, came up with a
number of recommendations. I am sure both the
previous and current governments have acted on those.
I believe there has been progress made. But in order to
stem the tide of tragedy in terms of avoidable deaths, I
ask that the minister ask the chief psychiatrist to look
into this matter. As I said, I will relate specific
information from the family to him in due course.
We need good mental health services in country
Victoria. Mental health services are often the interface
between police, professionals and hospitals, and
individuals and their families. Sometimes that interface
gets confused. Sometimes because of the changing
nature of the workplace, information is not transferred
as it should be. In truth I believe country Victoria often
fares worse than city Victoria simply because of the
tyranny of distance. This is a very serious situation. I
feel sorry for the family. I am sure the minister will
support this cause.

Hume Valley School
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Education, and it is about Hume Valley School’s
funding being withheld. The issue, which amounts to
the loss of several hundred thousand dollars, has been
raised on numerous occasions with the Department of
Education and Training, but the school is yet to receive
a positive response.
The matter relates to the fact that submissions for
applications for enrolment and for students eligible for
the program for students with disability are required
throughout 2016–17. Unfortunately, unbeknown to the
management of Hume Valley School, the team member
who was responsible for putting in these applications
suffered some significant personal issues which
resulted in them not putting them in on time. As a result
the funding was not provided by the department of

The funding issue has been raised without success with
the department of education on a number of occasions
and the school feels they are getting a bit of a
run-around with the bureaucracy and the red tape. This
should not be a difficult issue to resolve. They were
unable to put in the application on time due to a
personal issue of a member of staff. Those applications
have now been sent in. All that is required is for the
department to sort this out.
The action I seek from the minister is that he intervene
and instruct the department of education to work with
Hume Valley School to reinstate the funding
entitlement and advise me of the outcome.

North Road, Ormond, flooding
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter this evening is to the Minister for
Water. I have raised a number of issues that various
constituents have brought to my attention around the
North Road level crossing. That level crossing removal
involves rail under road. This removal was funded by
the previous coalition government and has provided
great benefits not only to the local community but also
to many other people in neighbouring electorates who
use North Road.
What concerns me is in relation to the flooding that
occurred in December 2016 and that caused significant
damage to a number of residents’ homes. A series of
meetings have been held with the Level Crossing
Removal Authority, Melbourne Water and various
residents groups. I believe the member for Bentleigh in
the other place, Mr Staikos, has also been involved in
some of these meetings. During the course of those
meetings there have been some concerns raised, and of
course while we have got other level crossing removal
programs occurring across the city these issues of
flooding could occur in other areas. I am wanting to get
some clarity around exactly what happened in relation
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to this particular level crossing area when that flooding
occurred in December last year.
One of the issues that the residents have raised with the
Level Crossing Removal Authority, Melbourne Water,
the local member and others is the considerable
psychological impact on them because of the damage
that has been incurred. A joint letter from Melbourne
Water and the Level Crossing Removal Authority was
distributed to those affected residents and surrounding
residents in early June with a survey asking them about
the impacts of the flooding and how it has had a
negative impact on them. The action I seek is that the
minister provide an update of the findings from those
very surveys that were given out to the affected
households, businesses and others who participated in
that particular survey.

Responses
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — There
were 10 adjournment matters this evening. The first
was from Ms Lovell to Mr Donnellan, the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, seeking funding for a section
of the C391 Shepparton alternative route.
The second matter was from Ms Symes to the Minister
for Public Transport in relation to public transport
needs in Wallan requesting more buses connecting with
the railway station.
The third was also to the Minister for Public Transport
from Ms Patten. It was in relation to the airport link and
was seeking that the minister examine the Rail Futures
Institute plan.
The fourth was from Ms Springle to the
Attorney-General wanting the Victorian government to
plan a further Betrayal of Trust document or plan with
respect to the commitments made in Betrayal of Trust.
The fifth was from Mr Leane to the Premier and was in
relation to veterans who have difficulties finding
employment once they have concluded their services, in
particular wanting the Premier to meet with the
leadership group from Veterans in Construction so that
they could work out measures that might be able to
assist veterans in gaining employment.
The sixth was from Mr Finn to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change calling for a natural
gas connection to Bulla.
The seventh was from Mr Melhem to the Minister for
Public Transport, and it was in relation to Melbourne
Metro. He was seeking details on how the project will
assist locals in his electorate.

Wednesday, 9 August 2017

The eighth was from Ms Bath to the Minister for
Mental Health, Mr Foley. Ms Bath mentioned that there
had been a recent death in her community and that the
family is wanting the chief psychiatrist to review what
happened as a measure to work against this happening
to others.
The ninth was from Mr Ondarchie to the Minister for
Education, Mr Merlino, and it was in relation to Hume
Valley School and in particular funding, as applications
were not put in on time because of the personal
circumstances of those who would normally submit
those applications. He is seeking that the minister
intervene and get the department to sort out the funding.
The final matter was in relation to water issues in
Ms Crozier’s electorate, and it was directed to the
Minister for Water, Ms Neville, seeking the release of
survey findings of an exercise that was conducted fairly
recently.
I have a written response to an adjournment debate
matter raised by Mr Davis on 21 June.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! The house now stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.21 p.m.

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY AMENDMENT (IMPROVED PROTECTION) BILL 2017
Thursday, 10 August 2017
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.35 a.m. and read the prayer.
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Legislative Council is not sitting, by giving the report to
the Clerk of the Legislative Council;

(2) as to require the Clerk of the Legislative Council to —
(i)

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY AMENDMENT
(IMPROVED PROTECTION) BILL 2017
Introduction and first reading
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
introduced a bill for an act to amend the Equal
Opportunity Act 2010 to further extend protections
against discrimination, to confer additional powers
on the commission including to conduct public
inquiries, enter into enforceable undertakings and
issue compliance notices, to make other
amendments to enhance the administration and
enforcement of the act, and to make consequential
amendments to certain other acts, and for other
purposes.
Read first time.

give a copy of the report to each member of the
house as soon as practicable after the report is
received under paragraph (1);

(ii) cause the report to be published on the committee’s
website as soon as practicable after receiving it;
(iii) cause the report to be laid before the house on the
next sitting day of the house;
(3) the report that is given to the Clerk of the Legislative
Council under paragraph (1) is to be taken to have been
published by order, or under the authority, of the houses
of the Parliament; and
(4) the publication of the select committee report under
paragraph (2) is absolutely privileged and the provisions
of sections 73 and 74 of the Constitution Act 1975, and
any other enactment or rule of law relating to the
publication of the proceedings of the Parliament apply to
and in relation to the publication of the report as if it
were a report to which those sections applied and had
been published by the Government Printer under the
authority of the Parliament.

OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC ADVOCATE
Motion agreed to.

Community visitors report 2015–16
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children), by leave, presented report.
Laid on table.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until 12.00 p.m. on
Tuesday, 22 August 2017.

Motion agreed to.

FIRE SERVICES BILL SELECT
COMMITTEE
Reporting date
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — By leave, I move:
That the resolution of the Council of 21 June 2017
establishing the Fire Services Bill Select Committee be
amended so —
(1) as to allow the chair of the select committee to transmit a
report to the Legislative Council on a day when the

The PRESIDENT — Reflecting on yesterday and
the vote in the house, can I just be advised by members
who have travelled anywhere in the Parliament and
have found difficulty hearing our bells. In other words,
if there are spots that are not covered by the bells that
members have encountered at any time, could they let
me know so we can make sure that members are able to
understand when a vote is on in the house? We did find
one yesterday in a very privileged place. If there are any
others, please let me know.

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Youth Parliament
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I rise to update the house on the recent
YMCA Victoria Youth Parliament that took place
between 3 and 6 July and to advise the house on how
the Andrews Labor government is providing
meaningful mechanisms to engage and involve young
Victorians with issues that are important to them. The
Youth Parliament gives young people from right across
the state the opportunity to be heard at the highest
levels of government and 120 young people took part in
this year’s Youth Parliament, the 31st Youth
Parliament.
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The Andrews Labor government is a proud supporter of
the Youth Parliament and contributed more than
$100 000 in funding for this year’s event to support and
raise the voices of young people. I was proud to open
the Youth Parliament and in particular to welcome the
inspiring young participants from Deaf Children
Australia, who participated for the first time. Their
six-member team introduced a bill relating to public
transport accessibility, which was warmly received by
all. Seeing the Youth Parliament operate with the
Auslan language on display for all was really a salient
lesson for all of us as parliamentarians about the lack of
accessibility of our own Parliament.
Since the inception of Youth Parliament in 1987 more
than 20 bills have gone on to become legislation in this
state, including laws on mandatory bike helmets,
roadside drug testing and gun reforms. I take this
opportunity to congratulate the volunteer task force of
past participants and YMCA staff who were involved
in taking part in the program and mentoring the young
people involved from May this year and who assisted
them in refining their bills during the weekend-long
residential camp.
We had young parliamentarians travel from all over
Victoria to be a part of the Youth Parliament: from East
Gippsland, Castlemaine, Wangaratta, Shepparton,
Mildura and Gannawarra, and of course from right
across Melbourne. The bills that were passed will be
distributed now by me to relevant government ministers
for their consideration. They included topics such as
labelling the environmental sustainability of food
products, increasing awareness about racial
discrimination, and highlighting public transport
affordability for students.
The Andrews Labor government is committed to
working in partnership with young people to ensure
they are engaged in issues of importance to them. I take
this opportunity to congratulate all the young people
who participated in this year’s Youth Parliament, and I
look forward to seeing their continued engagement in
the political process.

Kaniva Community Hub
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I rise
to update the house on the completion of the Kaniva
Community Hub. In 2015 through consultation with
West Wimmera Shire Council and the community it
was identified that the Kaniva Community Hub was a
priority project for a community experiencing drought.
Four-hundred and ninety-five thousand dollars was
provided to the West Wimmera Shire Council for their
$815 000 project. The project was funded as part of the
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Victorian government’s $27 million drought response
package and through the rural development stream of
the government’s $500 million Regional Jobs and
Infrastructure Fund. The project was well supported by
the local community, with cash contributions from the
Kaniva-Leeor United Football Club of $100 000, the
West Wimmera Shire Council of $50 000, the Kaniva
Hockey Club of $10 000, the Kaniva-Leeor United
Netball Club of $10 000, the Kaniva A & P Society of
$1000 and fundraising and philanthropic contributions
of $99 000. There was also remarkable in-kind and
non-financial support of $50 400.
Building on existing facilities, the hub now has a
commercial kitchen, a function room that will seat 100
to 150 people, a meeting room, storage rooms,
second-storey viewing boxes with an elevator lift for
accessibility, upgrades to three-phase power supply and
an upgraded water supply. As well as being a base for
so many community sporting clubs, the Kaniva
Community Hub will be utilised for large annual events
like the Kaniva Show, the Kaniva Community Monster
Auction and the Kaniva Lions car and bike show, each
attracting more than 600 people. I take the opportunity
to congratulate the West Wimmera Shire Council and
the community of Kaniva for such a terrific project,
which was completed well and is something that will be
a wonderful asset for this community.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Nick Paraskavas
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I do
not normally make 90-second statements in this
chamber and neither does Greg Mills normally make
speeches, but both of us have broken a rule to actually
mark our love and respect for Nick Paraskavas, who
has unfortunately lost his life. He is an important part of
the Parliament’s family. It is absolutely essential that
we mark this passing with love and respect for a man
who contributed so much in such an unassuming way.
It is probably most appropriate that I speak in a very
short speech to mark his passing, because in fact that
was a hallmark of every encounter that Nick and I had.
They were always fleeting moments. We never spoke
very many words together, but we had a deep and
meaningful connection. In fact his depth, his knowledge
and his wisdom were conveyed through the glint of his
eye and through his smile and through the giggles that
we shared. In fact I imagine that was a hallmark of his
interactions with many members of the parliamentary
family.
On behalf of this part of the parliamentary family I say
to his loved ones that we were privileged to be at his
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funeral to share those moments with other members of
this community in this Parliament — this perverse
community that brings people together from all aspects
of working life. Whether you are a politician or you are
a professional who works in this place, this is a strange
place to work. The moments that we shared were deep
and meaningful, and that they can be conveyed without
words and in a very telling way is a hallmark of the
love and regard that we hold Nick in, and we share for
Fiona and his loved ones our deepest condolences at his
passing.

Port Fairy Hospital
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — On 21 July it
was my pleasure to attend the official opening of
stage 1 of the redevelopment of the Moyne Health
Services at Port Fairy Hospital. The local community
partnered with the state government to raise over
$2 million to complete this stage of the community
health project. The event particularly acknowledged the
hard work of the staff, including the previous CEO,
David Lee; the acting CEO, Leith Parker; and many
others, including Alecia Dodson. It was a particular
pleasure that my community were able to welcome
both the Premier, Mr Andrews, who officially opened
the building, and former premier Dr Denis Napthine to
this event. It was very well appreciated by my whole
community.

Victorian Heart Hospital
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
rise today to condemn Daniel Andrews’s management
of the Victorian Heart Hospital project. In November
2014 he committed to a standalone heart hospital that
would cost $300 million to $350 million and that would
be built by 2018. Tender documents from the
government seen just last week show that that cost has
blown out to between $450 million and $600 million —
nearly double what he promised he would deliver it for.
It will cost $600 million for this standalone heart
hospital, and of course this is a tender document to
actually try and get other partners to put some funding
in to offset what the Victorian taxpayer will have to
pay.
At the time his commitment was $150 million from the
Victorian taxpayer, with the rest to be made up by
project partners. The fact is project partners are not
rushing to this project, because of the absolutely
pathetic management of Daniel Andrews in relation to
this project. This is a project that he has completely
botched. Three years on and Daniel Andrews is still
looking for project partners. Three years on and not a
single sod has been turned. Three years on and there
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has been an absolute failure to deliver on a signature
promise of his for the Victorian community. These are
promises that Daniel Andrews is absolutely failing to
deliver on, and it is the Victorian taxpayer who is going
to have to pick up the bill for his ego and his lack of
ability to deliver on this project for the Victorian
community.

Political donations
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Twee
headlines and snickering humour are not serving the
Victorian public very well in this latest crisis of
confidence in politics. The Leader of the Opposition in
the Assembly made a serious error of judgement in
attending that dinner with alleged criminals. He made a
serious error of judgement when he failed to set up a
proper vetting process. He made a serious error of
judgement when he failed to come clean about it until
the Age newspaper disclosed it. He made a serious error
of judgement when he tried to minimise the seriousness
of the issue or deflect blame, and he made a serious
error of judgement when he failed to apologise to the
Victorian people for the mistake. He also continued his
error in failing to take responsibility for doing
something about it.
Now the opposition leader says that donation disclosure
is a conversation for another day. In fact it is a
conversation for today, right now, and other parties in
this place need to jump off the fence and commit to a
position on donation disclosure, which most likely
would have prevented this matter from ever happening.

Nick Paraskavas
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I also want
to join in the tributes to Nick Paraskavas. This morning
I was thinking that on Thursday mornings at Parliament
I am usually grumpy. I sit in my office; I want to be
miserable. Nick would come in to address the messy
office that Ms Shing and I share, and he would make
me laugh and talk to me about something other than
politics. Even if I wanted to stay miserable, Nick would
make sure that I was not.
People who enrich other people’s lives every time they
interact with you are a gift. Nick was a gift. I feel for his
family and his close friends, especially his wife. I want
to thank them for the time that we had to share their gift
in Nick.
I want to also praise Greg Mills, who at Nick’s funeral
in my view made the best speech a parliamentarian of
this house has made this year. He represented us all —
every one of us here in this workplace. I was stuck on
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every word, I appreciated every word and I fully
appreciated what Greg did on our behalf in paying
tribute to his great friend and a great friend of all of us.

Towong Shire Council
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — I would like to
recognise a recent initiative of the Towong shire and
congratulate them for acknowledging the value of
hunting to regional communities. In their draft tourism
action plan the council has flagged a desire to embrace
their hunting heritage.
The culture and heritage of hunting in this country is
something that I have brought to the attention of this
place on numerous occasions, and wider recognition is
obviously on the rise. The council is now planning for a
season-opening event that has great potential to bring
people to the area for a celebration with family and
friends but also goes a long way to acknowledging that
hunting is supported by the wider community.
For too long firearm owners and hunters have been
painted in a poor light by activists and blind ideologists.
I therefore thank the Towong shire for taking steps to
show that this kind of discrimination is not acceptable
and is damaging to regional communities and the
environment. I am most certainly looking forward to
attending such a proposed event and will keep a close
eye on its development, and I would like to encourage
other councils to get on board.

Cervical cancer
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) — I
rise to acknowledge that Australia continues to take a
world-leading role in the battle to eradicate cervical
cancer. We have already seen the contribution Australia
has made to the world through the Gardasil vaccine,
and some newly published research indicates that this
excellence is continuing. We have seen a collaborative
study reported upon, which was led by the Royal
Women’s Hospital in Melbourne and the Victorian
Cytology Service, in partnership with pathology labs in
Victoria, New South Wales and Queensland. What that
has found is that up to 93 per cent of cervical cancers in
Australia could be prevented by a new human
papillomavirus (HPV) vaccination, which researchers
say they hope will one day almost entirely eradicate
cervical cancer in this country. This is a great
breakthrough and I pay credit to the researchers whose
very labour intensive work has led to this breakthrough.
The director of the Royal Women’s Hospital Centre for
Women’s Infectious Diseases and one of the authors of
the report, Professor Suzanne Garland, said that the
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research confirmed that girls who are vaccinated
against HPV with the new vaccine would have a very
high level of protection and that one day this could
potentially mean a need for women to be screened less
often. She stated:
The biggest message is: we must have high coverage of the
vaccine to prevent the HPV infection that causes cervical
cancer.

She believes that:
… with this high coverage … we could almost wipe out
cervical cancer in women —

which is fantastic.
I congratulate the Royal Women’s Hospital and the
Victorian Cytology Service and their partners, and I
acknowledge this latest example of the women’s
outstanding leadership in women’s health.

Assyrian Church of the East
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — On
Sunday, 16 July, I was invited to participate in the
celebration of the consecration of the bishop-elect of
the new diocese of Victoria and New Zealand,
Reverend Father Ninos Elya. The consecration was
witnessed by many distinguished members of the
Catholicos clergy, including His Holiness Mar
Gewargis III Sliwa, patriarch of the Assyrian Church of
the East and numerous visiting prelates. I wish the new
bishop-elect every success in his future role.

Arab Republic of Egypt national day
Mr ELASMAR — On another matter, on Tuesday,
25 July, I attended along with several of my
parliamentary colleagues a very special evening hosted
by the Egyptian Consul General, Mr Mohamed Fakhry,
and his wife, Mrs Chirine Weheba. The event was held
on the occasion of the national day of the Arab
Republic of Egypt, a day much loved and celebrated by
Australian Egyptians across our great country and
capital cities.

Nick Paraskavas
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — I rise today to pay
tribute to I think one of the finest people I have met in
this Parliament. Nick Paraskavas was real, he was
sweet, he was authentic, he was smart. He enjoyed the
discretion and confidence of everyone behind the
scenes in this place, and like so many others, I am
privileged to have called him my friend. Every day that
Nick joined us here was made more special, more fun,
more enjoyable and more real by Nick’s contribution.
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Nick would turn out with his sly smile and a twinkle in
his eye and make every morning, every exit from the
chamber and every break in proceedings an experience.
I have rarely laughed harder than I have with Nick. I
have rarely enjoyed better conversation in this place
than I did with Nick. And I know that that is also the
case for many others. To the people who sit at the
clerks table and who work behind the scenes, to
attendants like Greg Mills, to people who loved Nick as
so many of us loved Nick: I share the hurt that we have
and I can only imagine how difficult it is for Fiona and
for his family. We are better for having had Nick and
having enjoyed the experience of his wit and his
wisdom in this place, and he will be so very missed.

CORRECTIONS LEGISLATION
MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENT
BILL 2017
Committee
Resumed from 8 June; further discussion of
clause 1.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Just to
refresh, the committee reported progress on the
committee stage of this bill in the second-last sitting
week before the recess. The committee reported
progress in relation to the case management system,
recommendation 1 of the Callinan review, and its
development. Ms Tierney’s answer, in response to my
question — which was ‘So where are we up to at the
moment, Minister, in that process?’, in relation to the
development of the case management system — was ‘I
do not have that level of detail on me at the moment’.
So my first question to Ms Tierney is: can she now
provide an answer to that question?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — I thank
the member for his question. This is a question that has
been asked in question time as well. Again I will take
the member through the three phases that relate to
recommendation 1. The first phase was converting all
the available paper documents so that they are
electronically available. That was an exercise of
literally scanning papers into computer databases. Only
this was funded by the former coalition government;
there were no other phases that were funded. Of course
just doing that was not to serve a functioning modern
Adult Parole Board of Victoria (APB), so there are an
additional two phases.
The second phase, which is being undertaken now,
ensures all documents created are done electronically
and building the infrastructure to provide these
documents more easily — literally electronic creation
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of documents: hearing notes, assessments and other
reports. This will be fully completed this year.
Phase 3 will ensure that documents now stored and
created electronically are available through one
platform, but we are not waiting for phase 2 to be
completed before we start phase 3; it will be run
concurrently. This will enable the APB to access
through one interface all documents they need from a
variety of sources at any stage of the prisoner’s parole
application, and that will be completed next year. Given
that the project is still being completed, costs are still
not available publicly.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Thank you, Minister. I thank
you for that answer. As you correctly say, the delivery
of recommendation 1 of Callinan has been a matter of
interest in this place, particularly in light of the first
Minister for Corrections, Minister Noonan, saying it
would be completed by December 2015. In written
responses to me in response to questions without notice
you have said that phase 2 would be completed by
mid-2017. Your answer now is that it will be completed
this year. Why the delay?
Ms TIERNEY — I thank the member for the
question. There has not been a delay. As I said, phase 3
is also now being exercised concurrently with phase 2.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Minister, with respect, I do
not accept that, because as you know, you have
provided written responses to me that phase 2 would be
completed by mid-2017. We are either right in
mid-2017 or we are slightly past it, and you are telling
me phase 2 is still some months away. What is the
delay between your answer to me, saying phase 2
would be completed in mid-2017, and your answer just
now that it will be completed by the end of 2017?
Ms TIERNEY — Again, there is no delay. There
has been a change in the management of the way in
which phase 2 and phase 3 interface.
Mr O’DONOHUE — It is not a delay? Can you
describe that change, Minister?
Ms TIERNEY — That micro level of information is
not available to me at this point in time.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I move:
That progress be reported.

Motion agreed to.
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, Acting
President, there is no minister in the house. I ask that
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the house be suspended. There is no minister in the
house. What is the government doing?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) — The
house will be suspended until a minister attends the
house.
Sitting suspended 10.09.19 a.m. until 10.09.38 a.m.
Progress reported.

CRIMES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(PUBLIC ORDER) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 9 May; motion of
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade).
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The PRESIDENT — Minister, you are debating. It
is not a point of order; you know it, and I know it. That
is not a point of order.
Ms Mikakos — It’s the language.
The PRESIDENT — I accept that bit about the
language. You have characterised it as sexist. I do not
regard it as sexist as such. I did not hear the breakdown
bit. I would certainly ask Mr Rich-Phillips to withdraw
the term ‘hissy fit’.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I withdraw. The point I
was making is we had on Tuesday a complete
breakdown in the government’s handling of the
chamber with the youth justice bill —
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to rise this morning to
speak to the Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public
Order) Bill 2017. As we are seeing with the smooth
conduct of the house this week, the government is once
again in disarray. We have had two days of government
business, and we have had two days where the house is
a complete sham. We saw the debacle on Tuesday
when the house considered the Children and Justice
Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice Reform) Bill
2017 and we had an extraordinary outburst from the
government. The Minister for Families and Children
made a public display and had a public breakdown — a
hissy fit, to use the words of Ms Fitzherbert.
After a seven-week adjournment, the government
realised that we had moved a reasoned amendment in
respect of the youth justice legislation. It suddenly
realised that that reasoned amendment has the support
of the house, and we had a total hissy fit from the
minister at the table. We have seen the bill disappear.
We have seen —
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, I
take offence at the member saying firstly that I had a
breakdown and secondly that I had a hissy fit in relation
to the government’s position on the youth crime bill.
The Liberal Party, in cahoots with the Greens, is trying
to kill off a bill that relates —
The PRESIDENT — What is the point of order?
Ms Mikakos — The point of order is that the
member is using sexist language to refer to me and is in
fact misleading the house in relation to the position,
because the Liberals and the Greens together are trying
to kill off a bill that deals with organised criminals.

The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister, that is
unhelpful. You will get a chance to rebut
Mr Rich-Phillips’s contribution later in the debate if
you wish to do so. Just talk to your whip about that.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, President.
The point I was making was we had the children and
justice legislation amendment bill on Tuesday, which
the government had prioritised for debate. In June we
flagged the intention to move a reasoned amendment to
that legislation with respect to one section. It is as if the
government disappeared into a void over the winter
recess. When the bill came back on for debate on
Tuesday, the coalition’s position had not changed; the
position was still the reasoned amendment. Suddenly
the minister responsible realised that there is a reasoned
amendment, realised that there is the support —
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, the
member is misleading the house, because the
Attorney-General raised this issue with Mr Pesutto in
June.
The PRESIDENT — I am not interested in
members using interjections or points of order to try
and convey their opinions to the house. You have a
chance to make a substantive contribution in rebuttal to
Mr Rich-Phillips’s or indeed any other member’s
contribution. I will not accept it by way of interjection
or by points of order that are not points of order. As I
have explained to the house before, and as everybody
well knows, points of order are about the processes and
problems with the processes of the Parliament or of the
house. They are not an opportunity to rebut, point by
point, matters that are raised by a speaker. Ms Symes,
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you might talk to the minister about putting her on the
speakers list.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, President.
The point I was making is that we had that bill being
considered by the house back in June, before the winter
recess. The proposition of the reasoned amendment was
circulated at that time. It was well known to the
government that was the position the coalition was
taking, and no action was taken by the government over
the winter recess to follow up that position. We came
into the chamber on Tuesday and the reasoned
amendment was advanced by Ms —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Ms Crozier!
Mr Leane — On a point of order, President,
Mr Rich-Phillips is not being relevant to this bill. He is
speaking about another bill, so the point of order I have
is on relevance.
The PRESIDENT — As far as I know he is
speaking to this bill.
Mr Leane — Further on the point of order, he is
talking about a completely different bill. He is giving a
chronology around a completely different bill to the bill
that he stood up to speak on a number of minutes ago.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — I hear the point of order.
Ms Mikakos — Have you all been to the Lobster
Cave?
The PRESIDENT — No, but there is another
minister in the chamber. Please leave for 15 minutes,
Ms Mikakos.
Minister for Families and Children withdrew from
chamber.
The PRESIDENT — Mr Rich-Phillips, you are
entitled as lead speaker to scene set if you like to cover
a number of matters. I am not in a position to actually
judge the merit of the specific point of order raised by
Mr Leane on this occasion, but if he is correct in what
he said about your content — albeit your contribution
has been interrupted by a range of matters and you have
not really had the full 8 minutes or so that the clock
suggests — I would ask that for the benefit of the rest
of the debate and the contributions of other speakers
that the material you lead in with for this speech really
focuses on the bill before the house today.
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Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Of course I am very
happy to comply with your ruling, President. The point
I was making was around the context of proceedings
this week and the way in which the government’s
agenda has been all over the place this week, which has
led us to now being on the third bill for today. Debate
on the Corrections Legislation Miscellaneous
Amendment Bill 2017 collapsed after 5 minutes in the
committee stage with the Minister for Corrections
unable to respond to questions. We then had the Uber
bill disappear off the agenda — it was supposed to be
the second bill we are debating today — which has led
us to this bill —
Mr Leane — On a point of order, President, it is not
like Mr Rich-Phillips, I have got to say, but he is
flouting your ruling. He has moved on to speaking
about a number of other bills instead of the bill in front
of the house now. He has moved on to two other bills.
As I said, it is not like Mr Rich-Phillips to flout to this
degree, but he is flouting your ruling.
The PRESIDENT — Perhaps like most of us he
was not expecting to be on his feet quite so early in the
day. As I indicated, Mr Rich-Phillips is entitled to
canvass a number of matters in his speech, albeit that I
have suggested he come back to the bill specifically
before the house in the interests of the broader debate as
much as anything else. Mr Rich-Phillips has been
canvassing comparative progress of legislation with the
bill that is before us now. To that extent I can accept
that line of argument, but I would still suggest that
Mr Leane’s point is well made about Mr Rich-Phillips
coming back to this particular bill.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, President.
That does bring us to how we ended up on this bill, the
Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public Order) Bill
2017, at 10.20 this morning. The purpose of this bill is
to amend the Control of Weapons Act 1990 to give
police the power to direct that a person leave a
designated area and to amend the Crimes Act 1958 to
replace the common-law offences of affray and riot
with statutory offences of affray and violent disorder.
The legislation has come about following this
government’s decision in 2015 to repeal the move-on
laws, which were a provision introduced by the
coalition government over the course of the last term of
Parliament to provide Victoria Police with the powers it
needed to manage disruptions, manage demonstrations,
manage behaviour which was antisocial, behaviour
which impacted on ordinary citizens going about their
business and behaviour which was causing disruption
and unrest in the Victorian community. The coalition
government saw those powers as an appropriate suite of
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options or tools available to Victoria Police to manage
that type of behaviour.
We have seen over the three years since the Andrews
government has been in place and the move-on laws
were repealed by the Parliament a number of occasions,
particularly in the Melbourne CBD and quite often in
the vicinity of this precinct — in Spring Street, the City
Square, the intersection of Flinders Street and Swanston
Street — where people have elected to undertake
protests, rallies and the like to the great disruption of
Victorian citizens. That is a direct consequence of this
government’s decision to repeal the move-on laws.
There have been violent protests in the CBD. There
have been protests in surrounding inner-city suburbs
where we have also seen that type of behaviour from
protestors who are running agendas with very little
regard for the welfare of other Victorian citizens and
who are only interested in pushing their own agendas
and their own profiles. This has had a significant impact
on the broader Victorian community, the broader
Victorian citizenry. Intimidating people who are going
about their business, interrupting people who are going
about their business, interrupting commerce in and
around the city of Melbourne is behaviour which is
totally inappropriate. And it is behaviour which was
enabled by this government’s decision to repeal those
move-on laws in 2015.
So here we are now some two years on from that
decision to repeal those move-on laws and the
government, through this Crimes Legislation
Amendment (Public Order) Bill, is effectively
conceding it got it wrong. Once again this Labor
government got it wrong on law and order, got it wrong
on being tough on crime. We are seeing this bill come
forward today which seeks to make a number of
amendments to the Control of Weapons Act and the
Crimes Act to reinstate capacity for Victoria Police to
manage some of these incidents which have become all
too prevalent in Melbourne and the inner-Melbourne
suburbs over the last two and half years.
Some of the key provisions in the bill include part 2,
which deals with amendments to the Summary
Offences Act 1966. It proposes that councils must
consult with Victoria Police before granting
applications for permits for the use of council land, road
closures and the like to facilitate public protests. This of
course is to ensure that Victoria Police are in the loop as
to when and where these events are going to take place.
We have seen some inner-city councils where half the
councillors seem to be more aligned to protesters than
municipal representatives, facilitating disruptive
protests and the like. This mechanism of requiring
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consultation with Victoria Police before councils
facilitate these rallies and demonstrations through the
issuing of permits we think is a useful step.
What is not clear from part 2 of the bill is the way in
which consultation will be facilitated, what consultation
actually means in terms of part 2 of the bill and how
that statutory requirement for consultation is going to
be achieved, because it is not clear as to how the
satisfaction with which consultation has been achieved
will actually be tested in the granting of the permits.
Part 3 of the bill deals with amendments to the Control
of Weapons Act 1990, which slightly expands some of
the obligations of the Chief Commissioner of Police in
relation to planned and unplanned demonstrations. The
use of the control of weapons regime is predicated on a
reasonable basis for the chief commissioner to conclude
that weapons may be used in the context of a protest.
Clause 6 of the bill gives police the powers to direct a
person to leave a designated area if they are wearing a
face covering which they refuse to remove or are
suspected of intending to engage in affray or violent
disorder. It also imposes additional reporting
requirements on Victoria Police. This is an issue which
has become more problematic in protests and riots
around Melbourne and Victoria over the past two
years — protestors appearing with face coverings so
that they cannot be readily identified engaging in
protest activity, quite often violent protest activity,
using the benefit of their face covering to obscure their
identity. Particularly where you have multiple
protestors using the same mask or head covering, it
makes it difficult for Victoria Police to identify
individuals in a riotous crowd, as we have seen time
and time again.
Through clause 7 the bill also creates an offence, with a
financial penalty of up to 5 penalty units, for a person
that fails to comply with a direction that is given by
Victoria Police under clause 6. Again we think it is
more than reasonable that there be a penalty that can be
imposed for failing to comply with a direction from
Victoria Police with respect to a direction to leave a
designated area where protest activity is being
undertaken. The bill goes on to abolish the
common-law offences of affray, rout and riot, replacing
them with the new statutory offences of affray and
violent disorder. That reflects an ongoing, almost
continuous process of codifying many of our
common-law offences. Obviously many of these
offences date back hundreds of years, back to the
Westminster British legal system. They have been in
many instances inherited by the Victorian legal system.
It is quite often appropriate that the common-law
offences are codified and enshrined in statute. That is
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something that we see ongoing from time to time with a
range of offences.
The coalition’s view of this bill is that we will not
oppose it. It is a recognition by the government that the
government got it wrong with the repeal of the
move-on laws. We are concerned that the provisions in
this bill are far more restricted than the provisions
which existed with the move-on laws prior to their
repeal in 2015. These provisions do not give the same
flexibility to Victoria Police to manage riotous
behaviour and the sorts of protests which have become
all too common in this city, disrupting third parties and
innocent Victorians going about their business.
We are concerned that the statutory structure of the new
offences of affray and violent disorder may in fact have
the perverse outcome of making prosecutions more
difficult, given that the drafting of the statutory offences
has the appearance of being narrower than the previous
judicial interpretation of the common-law offences that
are being repealed. We do not believe it is an
appropriate step to narrow those offences. Codifying
them is something that has been an ongoing process in
a range of common-law areas, including common-law
criminal offences, where we see the common law
restrained by the subsequent statutory framing, as
appears to be the case with these two new offences. We
do not believe that is an appropriate step, if that is in
fact the outcome of this legislation.
One of the other shortcomings with this bill is that it
does not reinstate the exclusion orders, which were a
feature of the previous move-on law framework which
prevented violent reoffenders from entering designated
areas that had been identified by Victoria Police in
relation to particular protests or activities. That previous
regime allowed an order to be made excluding someone
for 12 months. We obviously believed that was an
appropriate tool within the move-on laws framework,
and we think that it is a shortcoming of this bill that that
has not been restored with the framework that is
coming forward.
The coalition sees this bill as a good step insofar as it is
the government finally realising that it got it wrong on
move-on laws, that as a consequence of the repeal of
move-on laws we have seen time and time again an
outbreak in riotous behaviour in Victoria, a growing
disregard for Victoria Police by criminal elements in
our community and people undertaking riotous
assembly and protests. This is a direct consequence of
the government’s weakening of the powers of Victoria
Police in 2015. This bill is a recognition of that. It goes
some way toward restoring those powers and tools
Victoria Police had. It certainly does not go the full
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way. It is still deficient in many respects, but it is an
improvement on the situation that this government has
landed us in through its repeal of the move-on laws. So
in that sense it is a positive step, and the coalition will
not be opposing it.
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I rise in support of the Crimes Legislation Amendment
(Public Order) Bill 2017. The purpose of this bill is to
provide police with additional powers for use within
areas of events designated under the Control of
Weapons Act 1990; to repeal the common-law public
order offences of affray, riot and rout; to create new
statutory offences of affray and violent disorder; and to
require local governments to consult with Victoria
Police when considering a request for a protest-related
permit issue.
The bill delivers on commitments made by the Minister
for Police following consultation with the Chief
Commissioner of Police in relation to several
unacceptable public disturbances in recent times,
including outbreaks of violence at protests,
demonstrations and public events. Currently police
have the authority to declare a specific area or indeed a
specific event to be a so-called designated area under
the Control of Weapons Act 1990, so long as the chief
commissioner is satisfied from a range of available
intelligence that there is a likelihood that violence or
disorder involving the use of weapons will occur in that
area.
A designated area gives police additional powers to
search people and vehicles within that area for the
duration of the designation. The experiences of police
during violent outbreaks at recent events such as at the
Summersault Festival, Moomba and violent protests at
demonstrations highlighted the need for additional
powers within the designated areas. This bill therefore
provides police with additional powers under the
Control of Weapons Act to require a person to leave a
designated area if police reasonably believe that person
intends to use the kind of violence and indeed engage in
antisocial behaviour that would constitute one of the
new public order offences of affray or violent disorder
created by the bill. If the person refuses the direction to
leave, they will be committing an offence.
With respect to the issue of move-on laws, we believe
that the move-on laws were draconian in that they were
specifically designated to target peaceful protests by
community organisations and industrial actions taken
by Victoria’s nurses, teachers or others participating in
the democratic process of protesting. The fact is
Victoria Police already had and still retains the power to
give a move-on direction to a person to leave a public
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space. Such a direction could be given if a police officer
suspected on reasonable grounds that a person is, A,
breaching, or likely to breach, the peace; B,
endangering, or likely to endanger, the safety of another
person or damage property; or, C, the behaviour of the
person is likely to cause injury to a person or damage to
property or is otherwise a risk to public safety.
So we have these laws to keep peace and order in
everyday situations, and then we have designated area
classifications in which powers need to be expanded
through this bill in order to cater for new antisocial and
violent conduct. The fact that a protest is designated
under these laws due to the anticipated violence of
potentially a small number — and we should stress that
it is always a small number of troublemakers — will
not prevent other participants from continuing to
engage in peaceful protests. An example of this is the
unfortunate violent protests that took place in Coburg
earlier this year in which people attended and it was
clear that they were intending to perpetrate violence.
Wearing a face mask, I guess, was a good indication of
that. Obviously the face masks and face coverings
concealed their identity as they set about engaging in
violence and antisocial behaviour, in other words
wreaking havoc in the quiet streets of the these days
genteel suburb of Coburg.
Some people attended peacefully — most people
attended the rally peacefully — while others with
violent intentions were anticipated because of the
nature of the groups attending. In other words, when
people come to these marches with face coverings, you
know their intentions are not pure. You know that
trouble is likely to be a corollary of such a gathering
with people concealing their identities by wearing face
coverings.
On the question of face coverings, in a disturbing trend
violent protesters or people displaying antisocial or
violent intent have been wearing face masks or
bandanas et cetera to conceal their identities to avoid
being charged with committing an offence. In response
this bill will provide police with the power to direct a
person wearing a face covering either to remove their
face covering or to leave the area immediately. If a
person chooses to remove their face covering, that
person is actually free to stay in the area and continue
protesting peacefully. If they refuse to remove the face
covering and refuse to leave the area, they will be
committing an offence according to this bill. The laws
relating to face coverings apply only to those
participating in antisocial and violent conduct and
deliberately hiding their identity or protecting
themselves from capsicum spray. The laws do not —
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and I repeat: the laws do not — apply to people wearing
face coverings for religious or cultural purposes.
As I mentioned before, two new statutory offences are
created by this bill. The first is the offence of affray,
which exists currently as a common-law offence and in
elements in case law but not in legislation. Other
Australian jurisdictions have abolished affray as a
common-law offence and have replaced it with a
statutory offence. Affray is an offence that involves
unlawful fighting, violence or any display of force by at
least one person against one or more people and which
a reasonable bystander would be terrified by. The more
serious offence is the new offence of violent disorder,
which will be punishable by a maximum penalty of
10 years imprisonment. This offence will be committed
when six or more persons use violence for a common
purpose and that conduct damages property or causes
injury to a person. As the common-law offence of riot
is abolished by this bill, the new offence of violent
disorder could apply to prison riots provided more than
six participants were involved. These offences will
carry a higher penalty if committed by a person wearing
a balaclava or other face covering.
This bill also importantly formalises existing informal
arrangements for consultation to occur between
councils and police when councils issue permits for
planned protest action within their municipalities. In
conclusion, this is a commonsense, balanced bill that
provides greater powers to police to enable them to
keep the public safe when the actions of violent
perpetrators disrupt the peaceful democratic
proceedings of others. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise
to speak on the Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public
Order) Bill 2017. This bill does the following: it
amends the Control of Weapons Act 1990 to provide
police with additional powers so as to direct people
wearing masks in certain circumstances to leave a
designated area, it amends the Crimes Act 1958 to
introduce new public order offences to replace existing
common-law offences and it amends the Summary
Offences Act 1966 to impose on local government a
requirement to consult with Victoria Police when
considering applications for permits that relate to
proposed protests.
At the outset I have to say that while we understand that
it is important for the police to have enough powers to
deal with unruly behaviour in the public sphere, we do
not actually see the need for the anti-mask provisions
that are in this bill. What they do is permit police
officers to direct a person to leave a designated area if
the officer holds a reasonable belief the person is

CRIMES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (PUBLIC ORDER) BILL 2017
Thursday, 10 August 2017

COUNCIL

wearing a mask to conceal their identity or to protect
themselves from crowd-control substances and the
person has refused to remove the mask. The
government says it is aimed at protesters who are
wearing balaclavas and other face coverings for an
unlawful purpose. What I would say in response to that
is that this is already not allowed; it is already illegal
under the Summary Offences Act. Under the Summary
Offences Act:
A person must not with unlawful intent—
(a) be disguised or have a blackened face; or
(b) have an article of disguise in his or her custody or
possession.

The penalty for that is two years maximum
imprisonment. It is already against the law under the
Summary Offences Act to wear a face covering or to
have one in your possession for an unlawful purpose.
Only yesterday I was speaking about the introduction
by way of a private members bill of an unnecessary
offence — of an offence that already exists — and
again I am speaking about it now. The government is
putting forward another offence which is already illegal
under the Summary Offences Act. That is the first
point — that we already have an offence with regard to
unlawful behaviour while wearing a mask or wearing a
disguise under the Summary Offences Act.
The other issue with this particular provision in the bill
is that it gives police the power to ask a person to leave
a designated area if they are wearing a face covering
with the intention of concealing their identity or with
the intention of avoiding breathing in fumes from
substances that may be deployed by the police, such as
capsicum spray. I listened to Mr Somyurek’s
contribution, and he made two comments. One was that
if persons are in a designated area or, as he said, at a
protest — and in Australia people have the right to
protest — and they are wearing a face covering, ‘we
know what they are up to’. People could be wearing a
face covering at a protest for any number of reasons.
For example, they may be wearing a mask of a famous
politician to make their political point or they could be
wearing a fun mask to make a lighthearted point about
their protest. There is no way that the intent can be
reasonably understood by the police.
The other point which is of great concern to the Greens,
and again Mr Somyurek mentioned this in his
contribution, is that the bill does not allow the police to
ask someone who was wearing a face covering for a
religious or cultural reason to actually do that. There is
nothing in the bill that says that; there is nothing in the
bill to safeguard that. It says, ‘if the person is wearing
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the mask to conceal their identity or protect themselves
from crowd-control substances’; that is what the police
officer has to form the reasonable belief about. But
there is no guidance as to what type of face coverings
can and cannot be worn, so this infringes on political
expression. People may be wearing masks for medical
reasons. They may be wearing face coverings for
cultural or religious reasons, for political expression
reasons or for entertainment purposes. As I said, it is
already an offence to be disguised for an unlawful
purpose. There is already an offence under the law for
this, so there is no need for this particular provision in
the bill.
The Greens have some amendments which I circulated
just a couple of minutes ago because I had indicated to
the leaders of the various parties and the crossbench
that I would circulate new amendments this morning
ahead of debate on this bill this afternoon, but the bill
has come on very quickly, so I am happy to have my
amendments to the bill circulated.
Mr Ramsay — On a point of order, Acting
President, I might just be predetermining that outcome,
but I have not seen the amendments. Ms Pennicuik
indicated to us that they had been circulated.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Thank you, Mr Ramsay. Said amendments are being
circulated as we speak I understand at this point, so
hopefully they will be in your hot little hands in the
not-too-distant future.
Greens amendments circulated by Ms Pennicuik
(Southern Metropolitan) pursuant to standing
orders.
Ms PENNICUIK — To continue, the first
amendment that we wish to move will be to remove
this new provision from the bill. Given this is the
government’s bill I presume they will not support the
amendment. However, I hope others in the chamber
will be persuaded by what I am saying — that is, that
this is already illegal and there is no need for this
particular provision in the bill. Should the amendment
not be supported, then my colleague Ms Hartland will
move a subsequent or alternate amendment to that
provision. Following on from the ability of a police
officer to direct a person to leave a designated area if
they are wearing a mask to conceal their identity, the
amendment to be moved by Ms Hartland reads:
To avoid doubt, a police officer must not give a direction to a
person under subsection (1) if the police officer is satisfied
that the person is wearing a face covering, primarily—
(a) for cultural or religious reasons; or
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(b) for medical reasons; or
(c) for the purpose of political expression; or
(d) for entertainment purposes; or
(e) because the person is engaged in trade or employment
where a face covering is required to ensure the physical
safety of the person.

There are no provisions similar to this anywhere else in
Australia but there are in other parts of the world.
Wherever they exist in other jurisdictions they are
qualified by similar provisions to that contained in the
amendment that will be moved by Ms Hartland. In the
United States, Canada and other places where they have
this type of provision in their law they qualify it,
allowing particularly for political expression and for
religious and cultural reasons — that is, police are not
permitted to ask people to remove those face coverings.
Of course, ipso facto, if you have a face covering on,
your identity is disguised, but if the reason you are
wearing a face covering is a cultural or religious reason
or if the motivation for wearing it is for a political
expression reason or for entertainment or for something
like that, it does not follow that the motivation is
nefarious or unlawful. There is very little guidance in
this bill for the protection of peaceful protest and
protest involving costumes or face coverings of a
political nature.
Turning to the other parts of the bill, the bill amends the
Crimes Act to introduce new public order offences to
replace certain common-law offences. A new offence
will be the offence of affray, and there is a new
statutory definition of affray under clause 8, which
reads:
A person who uses or threatens unlawful violence and whose
conduct would cause a person of reasonable firmness present
at the scene to be terrified commits an offence and is liable
to—
(a) level 6 imprisonment (5 years maximum); or
(b) imprisonment for 7 years if, at the time … the person is
wearing a face covering used primarily—
(i)
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some discussions with the Attorney-General about
these new offences, and on balance the Greens are not
going to be opposing those.
With regard to the other main provision of the bill,
which is the amendment to the Summary Offences Act
1966 to impose on local councils the requirement to
consult with police when they are considering
applications for permits that relate to proposed protests,
it is a good idea. I am not sure that it necessarily has to
be put into the Summary Offences Act. I would have
thought in many cases local councils and police do
work together on protests that are planned for the area
whereby a council has to issue a permit. It is my
understanding that that just generally happens, and I
would have thought you could actually acquit this via a
protocol between the police and local councils or a
memorandum of understanding. I do not necessarily
think you have to put it in the act. Nevertheless, we will
not be opposing that particular provision.
In conclusion, the Greens have concerns with the main
provision of the bill. Basically it is unnecessary and
ill-defined, and it will capture people who should not be
captured in terms of wearing legitimate face coverings
in what is deemed a designated area by the police for
what in many cases, probably in most cases, will be a
political protest.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I am pleased
to be able to make a contribution to the debate on the
Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public Order) Bill
2017 at 11.01 this morning. I mention that because, if I
read the orders of the day, we were supposed to do the
Corrections Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Bill
2017 in committee and then we were supposed to do
the Commercial Passenger Vehicle Industry Bill 2017
in committee. That was going to be a great opportunity
for me to actually represent the concerns of many of
our regional taxi service providers across Western
Victoria Region who have asked me to go into some
detail through the bill — particularly in relation to the
role Uber would play, particularly where there is no
Uber in regional areas — and to start delving down into
the committee stage of this bill, but sadly —

to conceal the person’s identity …

Again, this is unnecessary because a court would decide
whether that was an aggravating circumstance, and it is
not necessary to put it in the offence.
A new statutory offence of violent disorder will be
inserted by the bill. I did have some concerns about
these new offences, but I take the point that Victoria is
the only jurisdiction that has not converted those
common-law offences into statutory offences. I had

Ms Pulford — On a point of order, Acting
President, Mr Ramsay is talking about the ridesharing
legislation. That will be considered by the house later
today. He is talking about the wrong bill. I would
encourage you to get him to talk about this one.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Thank you, Ms Pulford. I think Mr Ramsay was giving
us some context about why we are where we are today,
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but I am sure Mr Ramsay will come back to the
substance of the bill now.
Mr RAMSAY — I thank Ms Pulford because it
gives me an opportunity to talk about her own city of
Ballarat, which I know you are very conversant with,
Acting President. In fact the taxi industry and the small
business taxi operators there have said very clearly that
creating more competition in an over-competitive
market like Ballarat will have a significant impact on
their businesses, their viability and their sustainability.
But as Ms Pulford says, because of the shemozzle of
the government this morning in setting down the orders
of the day, we are not going to have that opportunity to
do that work in committee at this point. Maybe this
afternoon, maybe tonight, maybe tomorrow — who
knows? — but we do have this bill before us this
morning.
Strangely enough, I question why it has taken so long
for this bill to come to the Legislative Council. It is a
bill that we are not actually opposing. It is a bill that
actually reflects, in part, the legislation we introduced
four years ago. Strangely enough, when the Andrews
government came into government, the first thing they
did was repeal the move-on laws, so here we have a bill
trying to reintroduce them in another form that will give
a little more teeth and strength to Victoria Police to be
able to move on those who protest unlawfully so they
do not actually impact on those who are going about
their normal, legal business.
I note Ms Pennicuik has proposed amendments, which I
understand we will have some discussion about later. It
is not surprising, given that the Greens are more
motivated to protest both legally and illegally than any
other political party in this chamber. So I am not
surprised that one of the amendments Ms Pennicuik
sees fit to put to the chamber is that they want the right
to be able to hide their faces, to not be visible and to
wear balaclavas and other face coverings that will
actually hide themselves —
Ms Hartland interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — yes, Ms Hartland, you too —
when they walk up and down Bourke Street with their
banners protesting about just about every normal social
activity known to man. But I digress.
It is a serious business as part of this bill to provide
police with powers to be able to remove principally
those face coverings that have the purpose of trying to
hide the wearer’s identity, not someone who may be
wearing a Batman outfit who wants to flaunt
themselves up and down Bourke Street in a male bucks

4011

party. It is more about those that purposely hide their
identity knowing that they are engaged in an illegal
activity, particularly in relation to protests.
Let me quickly get back to this bill in the limited time I
have. The bill contains a number of measures designed
to ensure that Victoria Police have the appropriate
powers to deal with disturbances of public order. The
need for these measures has been highlighted by recent
violent clashes at protests, sporting events and other
public gatherings. I just want to make note of two
particularly. The Moomba riots were an absolute
disgrace. It was very disappointing to see a significant
protest that actually led to significant physical damage
to those who were innocent bystanders. It was
disappointing to see the police not have the powers
vested in them to be able to take control of that situation
and also to be able to provide public safety for those
that were enjoying the activities of Moomba. The fun
and excitement that many young families go to the
Yarra to enjoy at Moomba were compromised by a
small section of our community that saw fit to
purposely and illegally make mischief. This bill, to
identify and give more strength to Victoria Police’s
armour in relation to responding to those types of
events, is applauded.
New statutory public order offences will be created by
the bill and three outdated common-law offences
abolished. The new offences will carry aggravated
maximum penalties where they are committed by
someone covering their face with a bandana or a scarf
to obscure their identity or shield themselves from
capsicum spray, in recognition of the impact on victims
and the difficulty for police in identifying offenders.
I see Ms Mikakos is back in the chamber after
15 minutes of fame and withdrawal.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — I am going to get to that. There is
nothing wrong with vegetables.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — Ms Mikakos, I can see you have
moved from your traditional Greek spaghetti obviously
over to vegetables, because I have to say that the diet
that it looks like you are embarking on has made you
look significantly healthier and fitter.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — I am sure it is because of the
increase in your diet of seafood and vegetables and fruit
that definitely we have long been advocating for.
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Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, Acting
President, I think that was a backhanded compliment
that Mr Ramsay was attempting to give me. I do not
think it is really appropriate to be commenting on
people’s diet or eating habits in this place, nor their
girth or their weight. I did make the comment that
Mr Ramsay did seem to have fruit and vegetables on
the brain today, but I do think it is important that he
does come back to the subject matter in the bill.

On the area around consultation, I note that there is now
a legislative tool in this bill to have councils consult
with Victoria Police in relation to any potential permit
for a protest. I thought that would be the normal order
of business, for any council to consult with police in
relation to a proposed protest in their municipality. I am
pleased to see now that if that is not the case in some
municipalities there will be a legislative tool to make
that happen. I think that is an important part of this bill.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Thank you, Ms Mikakos. I am quite sure Mr Ramsay
was just about to come back to the substance of the
actual bill.

On the powers to remove face coverings, I think I have
already gone over them. I think it is important where
there are protests that police have the opportunity to ask
those involved in those protests, if they are actually
trying to shield their identity, to remove whatever
coverings they are using for that purpose, in case they
do act illegally. Police are then able to face image those
people and bring them to justice if required.

Mr RAMSAY — As a farmer I am very proud to be
able to provide the best food in the world from country
Victoria in the region I represent, Western Victoria
Region. I know Ms Pulford has been a strong advocate
for those farmers that produce those rich vegetables and
fruit that make their way to the wholesale market at
Epping. It is pleasing that on this side of the chamber
we take an interest in that industry and the wholesale
market and how that actually operates in the state of
Victoria. I am sorry that Ms Mikakos has not seen fit to
avail herself of knowing how that pathway between
production, processing and wholesale works. I
encourage her to come out to the wholesale market at
Epping and have a look at what goes on in relation to
the transaction sales of fruit and vegetables and even
seafood.
Back to the bill. I note that the bill provides additional
search powers to be used by police in areas designated
under the Control of Weapons Act 1990. The
requirements for declaring a designated area differ
between planned and unplanned designations.
However, before making any type of designation the
Chief Commissioner of Police must be satisfied that
violence or disorder is likely to occur and that the
designation is necessary to protect the safety of all
people in the area.
I am not going to go through each section, but I would
like to just highlight a couple of areas of the bill. As I
said, it was disappointing that the government moved to
repeal the move-on laws, because we have seen
significant activity, particularly with the CFMEU and
John Setka, a very good friend it would appear of the
Labor Party, using his forces to mobilise his troops to
stop the normal legal activity of some of the industries,
businesses and buildings on sites around the CBD of
Melbourne. Sadly with the repeal of those move-on
laws Victoria Police’s hands were tied in relation to
what they could do to move on this illegal activity in
our CBD.

Mr Gordon Rich-Phillips raised an important point
about this bill, and that is the lack of flexibility in the
bill. It is very rigid. It is disappointing to see that the
government did not see fit to reinstate the exclusion
laws. I think it is important that where there are known
criminal elements or criminal persons in a proposed
protest they are excluded from that activity, but it
would seem that this act does not allow police those
powers in relation to potential exclusion laws.
In summary, as I said, we do not oppose this bill.
Actually I cannot quite understand why it has taken so
long for this bill to get to the chamber. It is a fairly
simple bill in relation to giving police more powers in
dealing with public protests. It is a bill that should have
been dealt with very early in the piece. That might have
prevented some of the very dangerous activities that we
have seen by organisations like the CFMEU, the riots
that happened at Moomba and incidents where there
have been other large gatherings not only in the city but
obviously out in regional areas as well. We do not
oppose this bill, and I look forward to its quick passage.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I would
like to speak briefly on the Crimes Legislation
Amendment (Public order) Bill 2017. As previous
speakers have mentioned, this bill does a number of
things. Firstly, it codifies the offence of affray and also
introduces the offence of violent disorder. This is
obviously a natural extension from codifying affray. It
seems somewhat strange that affray has not been
changed considering how frequently people are actually
charged with affray. The fact that it has stayed as
common law for so long is curious. It has certainly
made life more difficult for the courts, police, lawyers
and prosecutors. I certainly think this is a sensible
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change and correctly imports the previous common-law
elements of the offence.
I go on to the second part of the bill, which deals with
face coverings in designated areas. When police have
designated an area they will have greater powers to
remove people from those areas if they are wearing a
face covering. The bill is quite specific about the
reasons for wearing that face covering. I note
Ms Pennicuik’s comments that disguises are already
covered in the Crimes Act 1958, but I do believe that
this is a fairly controlled section of the act, and
proposed new section 10KA gives me some relief that
there are only very specific occasions when a police
officer could direct a person wearing a face covering to
leave the designated area. The police officer must
reasonably believe that the person is wearing the face
covering to conceal that person’s identity or to protect
that person from the effects of crowd-controlling
substances and the person refuses to remove that
covering when asked to do so. So these are very
specific areas. I do not think it would capture someone
who was wearing a face covering for cultural reasons or
for health reasons but was not doing it to hide their
identity or to act violently. I am fairly comforted by
those safeguards in there. These laws apply to
designated events only, so they would be exercised
infrequently.
Having said that, I have had very mixed feedback about
this section of the legislation, and certainly some people
at the Islamic Council of Victoria — I note that this was
not their official position — were concerned about the
potential of these laws to discriminate against those
who wear facial coverings on religious grounds. I do
not share that concern. I think the safeguards in the
legislation actually protect from that. Obviously some
groups like Liberty Victoria have also expressed
concerns that this would impinge on basic freedom of
speech, expression and assembly. They said:
The right to protest should not be contingent on consent to
surveillance.

Having seen what went on in the Coburg riots last year,
just up the street from my office, it was really appalling
behaviour. It was intimidating behaviour, and I think
some of those face masks enabled people to act in a far
more violent way and in a far more offensive way to the
residents and to the business operators in that area.
That leads me onto councils needing to consult with
police when any protests are planned in their area, but
they do not need to abide by any advice the police give
them. And certainly that was the situation in Coburg
last year where the police did advise Moreland council
to prevent that protest because they were concerned
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about the violence that could occur. The police were
quite correct. The protests went ahead. It did turn into
some form of a riot. Businesses had to close down for a
significant part of Sydney Road, and it really frightened
a lot of the residents. I do not think that it was a matter
of free speech. It was just a matter of a bunch of thugs
from both sides of an argument getting together and just
being incredibly unpleasant. So while I am somewhat
ambivalent about these changes to the legislation, I will
support this bill.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clauses 1 to 5 agreed to.
Clause 6
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
move:
1.

Clause 6, lines 24 to 30 and page 6, lines 1 to 6, omit all
words and expressions on these lines.

This is an amendment to clause 6 which would remove
new section 10KA from the act. New section 10KA(1)
provides that:
A police officer may direct a person wearing a face covering
to leave a designated area if—
(a) the police officer reasonably believes the person is
using the face covering primarily—
(i)

to conceal the person’s identity; or

(ii) to protect the person from the effects of
crowd-controlling substances; and
(b) the person refuses to remove the face covering
when requested by the police officer to do so.

I will just briefly reiterate the comments I made in my
contribution. The Greens do not believe this section is
needed, because it is already illegal under the Summary
Offences Act 1966 for a person to be wearing a
disguise or to have in their possession a disguise for an
unlawful purpose. Despite the comments made in the
second-reading debate by Mr Somyurek and just
recently by Ms Patten with regard to this provision
being a different provision, I would say that this
provision is unnecessary because of that one. Also I
would say that it should not be implied in any law that
to disguise your identity is an unlawful act. An
unlawful act would be assault, affray or violent
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disorder, but when it comes to participating in a protest
with a face covering on, it should not be the default
position that that action is motivated by nefarious or
unlawful intentions.
As I said — and this has been raised with us by the Law
Institute of Victoria and Liberty Victoria as well — we
believe very strongly in political expression and
political protest. Some of that may involve the use of
face coverings for political expression or as an amusing
way of making a political point, but also people may be
participating in a protest and wearing the normal face
coverings that they wear for cultural or religious
reasons. I do not see anything in this bill that prevents a
police officer from removing a face covering for those
reasons. I think the main point is that we are
introducing law that is unnecessary, and therefore the
amendment is to remove that provision.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Ms Pennicuik, I
ask you to move your amendments 2 and 3, as they are
consequential.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, Deputy President.
Amendments 2 and 3 are consequential to
amendment 1. I move:
2.

Clause 6, page 6, line 7, omit “(2)” and insert “(1)”.

3.

Clause 6, page 6, line 13, omit “(3)” and insert “(2)”.

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — Minister, I would like to take you to
Ms Pennicuik’s argument that the use of a face
covering for an illegal purpose is already covered in, I
think, the Summary Offences Act. I would like to ask
you therefore whether the purposes which are listed in
clause 6, where a police officer may act if they
reasonably believe that a person is using a face
covering for those listed purposes of concealing
identity, avoiding the effects of a crowd-controlling
substance et cetera, are illegal purposes?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills) —
I thank the members for their contributions so far. Can I
specifically deal with Ms Pennicuik’s amendments first
in response and then as part of that deal with the issue
raised by Mr Rich-Phillips.
Essentially in relation to Ms Pennicuik’s amendment,
we do not support the amendment. This amendment
would remove the provisions of the bill relating to
police powers to give directions as to the removal of a
face covering in designated areas — I think that is
important, it is designated areas. Violent behaviour
committed by masked individuals can induce additional
fear in members of the public and create significant
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issues for police in identifying offenders and controlling
crowds in situations such as the Moomba riot and
indeed what we saw at the protest in Coburg in 2016.
The existing offence of being disguised with unlawful
intent, in the Summary Offences Act 1966, does not
provide police with the necessary and appropriate
powers to deal with masked protesters within a
designated area, Mr Rich-Phillips, in terms of partially
addressing your question. The offence requires police
to establish that the person is not only wearing a
disguise but has the intention of committing an
unlawful act. In a fast-moving protest or other
disturbance of public order this intention can be
difficult for police to ascertain, and I think we would all
recognise that.
In a large public gathering the power in the bill to direct
a person to remove the face covering has a simpler test.
If the officer reasonably believes the person is wearing
a face covering for the primary purpose of concealing
their identity or shielding themselves from capsicum
spray, the officer can ask the person to remove their
face covering or leave the area. If the person chooses to
keep wearing the face covering and leaves the area as
directed, they will not have committed an offence;
hence a person can choose to continue wearing their
face covering if they leave the designated area
immediately. Alternatively, the person can remove their
face covering and remain in the designated area. Only a
person who refuses to comply with either option after
having them properly explained by the police officer
can be charged with the offence, which is punishable by
5 penalty units.
These powers will only be available in an area
designated by the Chief Commissioner of Police under
the Control of Weapons Act 1990 and for a maximum
of 12 hours. Obviously the police will receive
guidelines and training on the appropriate use of this
power.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister. Can
you clarify, Minister, whether the provisions in
proposed section 10KA(1)(a)(i) — that is, to conceal
the person’s identity, which is the first element, and to
protect the person from the effects of crowd-controlling
substances, being the second element — are unlawful
acts for the purposes of the summary offences
provision?
Ms TIERNEY — The provisions in proposed
section 10KA are not in themselves illegal — that is,
they would not amount to unlawful acts by themselves.
The offence in the bill is only committed where the
person refuses to either remove the face covering or
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leave the area. The Summary Offences Act offence is
directed at people who are disguised with the intent of
committing further offences such as theft or robbery
et cetera.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister, that
is a helpful clarification. In respect of the application of
this provision requiring the police officer to form an
opinion, a reasonable belief, that the purpose of the face
covering is one of those two elements as listed, how
will the police officer determine that the face covering
is for the purpose of concealing identity or for avoiding
capsicum spray? What guidance is being provided?
Ms TIERNEY — Obviously that is covered off in
relation to the last comment that I made in response to
Ms Pennicuik’s amendment, and that is that police will
receive guidelines and training on the appropriate use of
the power. The advisers have advised me that those
guidelines are being developed.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister. Are
you able to give the chamber any understanding of the
directions those guidelines are headed, as to how this
will be applied? For example, is a face covering for this
purpose a medical mask, a breathing mask? Someone
on a day of high pollution may choose to wear one of
those medical masks. How will that be considered in
the context of this provision?
Ms TIERNEY — As I said, it is in relation to those
that police believe are about to commit an offence. If
there is a reasonable assessment to that, then they will
be spoken to. If they refuse to leave or refuse the
direction, then that is when issues become clear.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, Minister, for your
answer. You started out your answer by saying violent
behaviour needs to be addressed in designated areas. Of
course, violent behaviour is already illegal. The police
can arrest anyone in a designated area who is engaging
in violent behaviour, whether or not they have a face
covering on. We do not need further legislation, such as
what is being put here, to do that. The Summary
Offences Act would cover that. You mentioned that the
Summary Offences Act is designed to catch a person
who is wearing a disguise or has a disguise in their
possession who has the intent of committing theft. That
is not actually what the provision says. It says ‘unlawful
intent’, which would include a violent act. It does not
specify theft. Of course it would include theft, and I can
understand that, for example, cat burglars with a
disguise breaking into people’s houses would be
covered by that provision, but so would somebody who
is wearing a disguise or has a disguise in their
possession and is involved in or is intending to be
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involved in a violent activity. My point is they would
also be covered by that provision.
The problem with this provision is that in your answer,
Minister, you said that in a fast-moving protest the
police would need to be able to establish whether the
people were wearing their face covering for the
purposes of concealing their identity or to not be
overcome by capsicum spray. It is implying that they
are unlawful activities — that you should not be
allowed to conceal your identity. Ipso facto, I said in
my contribution that if you are wearing a face covering,
you are concealing your identity, but that might not be
the motivation.
Minister, it would seem to me that in a fast-moving
protest what the police should be concentrating on are
the people who are involved in unlawful activities, such
as violent behaviour, not whether or not they are
wearing face coverings. That is what the police, I think
in a practical sense, should be doing. If there was a
peaceful protest with no unlawful activity happening —
nobody causing a disruption, no affray or violent
disorder, as the new offences introduced by this act
define them, but everybody standing around being
peaceful — why would there be any need for the police
to ask people to remove face coverings for those
reasons outlined in the bill? That is the problem that
this particular provision raises.
Ms TIERNEY — It is not just the matter of wearing
a disguise or hiding one’s identity. It is also about the
intention of committing an unlawful act. The fact of the
matter is, particularly after the riots that we saw in
relation to Moomba and in Coburg, the real question in
a lot of people’s minds from the community was: how
did it get to this point, how was this allowed to happen?
This is essentially one of the prime principles behind
this bill, in that there needs to be clarity for police in
particular for them to be able to know when they can
intervene. They thought that when it came to a large
group and it seemed that things could get out of hand,
there were grey areas.
Ms PENNICUIK — With respect, Minister, the
provision does not mention anything about violent
behaviour. It just mentions concealing the person’s
identity or protecting the person from the effects of a
crowd-controlling substance. The crux of the issue I am
talking about is that we already have an offence under
the Summary Offences Act which is about disguises
and unlawful behaviour. Unlawful behaviour, be it
violent behaviour, is already illegal; the police can
already arrest people who are engaging in violent
behaviour.
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With both of the examples that have been raised in
terms of this debate, as concerning as they are, there is
nothing in the law to stop people being arrested,
whether or not they were wearing a face covering for
being involved in violent behaviour. That is already
illegal; police can already arrest people. What you are
introducing with this bill is the ability for police to ask
people to leave a protest just because they may be
concealing their identity or they may not want to be
overcome by capsicum spray. They may not be doing
anything else that could possibly be construed as
unlawful.
Ms TIERNEY — I have put the government’s
position on this matter. There is nothing further to add
on this point.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I place on the record that
while I appreciate the arguments Ms Pennicuik is
making and the ambiguity that exists around this
provision, which certainly highlights the need for there
to be clear guidance provided to Victoria Police as to
how this provision will be used, on balance the
coalition believes this is a reasonable power to be given
to Victoria Police. I note the minister referred to
difficulties which arose at the Moomba riots. The
coalition would say that it is largely because of the
government’s repeal of the move-on laws that Victoria
Police did not have the powers it needed on that
occasion. We will not support Ms Pennicuik’s
amendment to remove this provision. We do think it is
a reasonable provision to be given to Victoria Police
but are conscious that appropriate guidance will be
required.
Ms TIERNEY — Just for clarity, a point made by
Ms Pennicuik was in terms of a peaceful protest. If it is
an entirely peaceful protest and there is no anticipation
of violence with weapons, then police simply cannot
use their powers.
Committee divided on amendments:
Ayes, 5
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Dunn, Ms (Teller)
Hartland, Ms

Pennicuik, Ms
Springle, Ms

Noes, 35
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalidakis, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Eideh, Mr

Morris, Mr
Mulino, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Patten, Ms
Peulich, Mrs (Teller)
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr

Thursday, 10 August 2017

Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr (Teller)
Lovell, Ms
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr

Amendments negatived.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
move:
1.

Clause 6, page 6, after line 6 insert—
“(2) To avoid doubt, a police officer must not give a
direction to a person under subsection (1) if the
police officer is satisfied that the person is wearing
a face covering primarily—
(a) for cultural or religious reasons; or
(b) for medical reasons; or
(c) for the purpose of political expression; or
(d) for entertainment purposes; or
(e) because the person is engaged in trade or
employment where a face covering is required
to ensure the physical safety of the person.”.

2.

Clause 6, page 6, line 7, omit “(2)” and insert “(3)”.

3.

Clause 6, page 6, line 13, omit “(3)” and insert “(4)”.

Clearly the reason for moving this is that we want to
make absolutely clear what a police officer needs to do
to be satisfied.
Ms PENNICUIK — In support of the amendment
moved by Ms Hartland, where these laws exist
overseas, they are qualified by similar provisions. For
example, in Georgia in the USA a person cannot wear a
mask or hood to conceal their identity in a public
setting like a designated area unless it is part of a
traditional holiday costume or the person needs it for
lawful trade, employment, sport, a professional reason,
a theatrical production like Mardi Gras, masquerade
balls or a gas mask for emergency drills. In
Washington, for example, there is a requirement not to
wear a mask or a hood in a public meeting if the person
wearing it has the intent to commit unlawful behaviour.
The act then lists the type of behaviour that is unlawful,
including to instil fear in others for their personal
safety. The reason the Greens are moving this
amendment is to make it clear that, for persons who are
wearing a face covering for the reasons outlined in our
amendment, it would not be legal or permissible for the
police officer to ask them to do that.
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Why I raise the issue of where these laws exist
elsewhere is to note that they are qualified by similar
provisions to what we are putting in and that the
provision that I tried to remove by my first amendment
is more robustly outlined, as in the Washington
example that the person wearing it has the intention to
commit unlawful behaviour, which is missing from the
provision in this bill. The provision in this bill is too
vague and broad and does not have any qualification
whatsoever. Whether or not there is guidance given to
the police, there is no protection for people in the act,
and that is why the Greens are moving these provisions
similar to ones that exist in other jurisdictions.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — The amendment
proposed by Ms Hartland in the coalition’s view is
largely redundant given the structure of the principal
clause, which provides that a police officer may direct a
person to remove a face mask if they reasonably believe
the primary purpose of wearing a face mask is to hide
their identity or to avoid the impact of capsicum spray.
The amendment that Ms Hartland is proposing states
the police officer must not issue a direction if they
believe the primary purpose of the face mask is one of
the things that are listed in Ms Hartland’s amendment.
So the two provisions are effectively complementary,
but the second one is redundant because if the police
officer primarily believes that the purpose for issuing
the order is because a person is hiding their identity or
is seeking to avoid capsicum spray, they have already
determined that the primary purpose is hiding their
identity or avoiding capsicum spray. Therefore the
qualifiers that Ms Hartland is seeking to engage in fact
would not be engaged, so the coalition while
recognising the intent of Ms Hartland in moving this
amendment believes it is largely redundant because the
primary purpose will have already been determined to
be one of those which are set down in the act. So for
that reason we will not support the addition of those
ones in Ms Hartland’s amendment.
Ms TIERNEY — Again the government does not
support this amendment. The term ‘face covering’ is
not explicitly defined to ensure that makeshift face
coverings such as scarves and bandanas are captured if
they are used as face coverings. The power to remove a
face covering can be directed at any item covering the
face so long as it is being used for the primary purpose
of concealing the wearer’s identity or for shielding the
wearer from capsicum spray, as we covered off in
dealing with Ms Pennicuik’s amendment.
People who wear face coverings for legitimate
religious, cultural and other purposes will not be
affected by these new powers. The powers in this bill
only apply to face coverings worn for the primary
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purpose of concealing the wearer’s identity or shielding
the wearer from capsicum spray. The government did
make it clear in its second-reading speech for the bill
that these powers will not apply to people wearing face
coverings for another purpose, such as religious reasons
or medical reasons. They are not affected. The
government does not support spelling out specific
exemptions in the avoidance of doubt provision that
violent protesters could seek to rely on to avoid being
directed to leave by the police. The bill will allow
police to require removal of religious face coverings or
direct a person to leave the area where they have clearly
been worn for the purposes specified rather than any
genuine religious or cultural reasons, and again Victoria
Police will receive guidance and training on the
appropriate use of these powers.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, Minister, for your
answer, although your answer does not fill me with any
more reassurance. In fact it confirms the reason for
needing these qualifications. As I pointed out in my
earlier remarks, wherever these types of provisions
exist anywhere else in the world they are qualified such
that the primary provision is stronger about why a
police officer would ask for the removal of a face
covering, and that is with unlawful intent, which this
provision does not say, so it is very broad and open.
The statement made in the second-reading speech that
these provisions could not be used against someone
who was wearing a face covering for a medical, cultural
or religious reason is all well and good, but that is not
what the provision says.
Picking up on Mr Rich-Phillips’s point, it is also not
unusual for a provision such as this to be qualified by
another provision. In many instances it will say ‘To
avoid doubt this does not apply’. It is very common
around the statute book, which I know my way around
fairly well now, so it is not an uncommon provision to
make it very clear and to assist I think in the type of
guidance that would be provided to the police on the
use of these powers. So I do not take Mr Rich-Phillips’s
point at all, because it is not an unusual type of
qualification to put in and it does strengthen this I think.
If you are going to have this provision, it needs to be
clearer as to how it can be used, and it is not at the
moment.
Committee divided on amendments:
Ayes, 6
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Dunn, Ms
Hartland, Ms

Pennicuik, Ms
Purcell, Mr (Teller)
Springle, Ms
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Noes, 34
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalidakis, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Melhem, Mr

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

Amendments negatived.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Ms Wooldridge — On a point of order, President, I
am actually seeking some clarification from you in
relation to an ongoing problem we have had in relation
to question time. On Tuesday in question time
Mrs Peulich asked a question of the Minister for
Training and Skills on the Victorian Training Market
Report, and the minister detailed twice that the data
would be made available in October 2017. The fact is
that the minister detailed in her written response
yesterday that the data was actually provided to the
government on 12 July 2017. This is a continuing
pattern that we are seeing in relation to this minister,
where information provided in question time is
subsequently corrected through either a written
response to you or a written response that is provided in
the 24 hours subsequent to the question being asked.
I am wondering if you could please provide some
clarification, because the process of the house has
always been that on a minister becoming aware of an
error it should be corrected through a personal
explanation at the earliest opportunity, not by using
other mechanisms of the house to clarify those issues,
often 24 hours later.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I do have a concern if
an answer that is provided is corrected in a way where
it comes back with a written response that alters that
information in the sense that Hansard has already
recorded a particular response and a statement of fact
and that is then changed by way of a written response
without a recognition that that is an actual change in the
response as distinct from simply correcting the record
and without ensuring that it is fully understood by all
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members that there has been a change in the material
presented — whether it is a date, a person, a report or
whatever it might be — or the nature of the original
answer. I think it is better for a minister obviously
where they are not aware of some information to not
necessarily lead with that but to rely more on providing
a written response to the house that is accurate and
thorough, because it is possible we could have some
concerns at a future time if there is a discrepancy
between what has been said in the house and what has
been provided subsequently in a written response.
As members would know, usually if a minister or
indeed a member of the house has led with some
information that they subsequently find not to be
accurate — perhaps it is something they understood at
the time they made their original contribution but then
they found it not to be accurate, so there was something
amiss in what they presented to the house — then there
is an opportunity for a personal explanation. Overall
that is probably a better way of ensuring that the record
properly reflects that there has been a change in the
information and that everybody is aware of the change.
From my point of view that would perhaps ensure that
going forward we do not have, for instance, a media
release sent out by somebody that tries to capture the
original answer and suggest then that there has been a
misleading of the house or whatever. It is obviously a
lot tidier if in fact the house is able to understand any
change that might occur.

Victims of youth crime
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Families and Children.
Minister, the front page of the Herald Sun today details
extreme circumstances of the watering down of the
rights of victims of youth crime. According to your
latest advice, does the Children’s Court letter from
Judge Chambers go beyond the current law?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member that the law
remains unchanged from what it was when Mary
Wooldridge was the minister for four years. In fact this
legislative provision remains unchanged, as I
understand it, going back to before even the current act
was enshrined. It has remained in its current form going
back to 1989.
I do make the point to the member and to those
opposite that our government has put in place
comprehensive reforms to support victims of crime,
including $2.85 million for support services for victims,
witnesses and vulnerable children in the budget this
year; additional support for the victims of crime
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commissioner over four years; additional support for
victims of crime through additional information on the
relevant website; additional support to the Office of
Public Prosecutions — $18.9 million — to ensure that
they can provide additional support to victims and
witnesses as well; and more support for the Alannah
and Madeline Foundation for its successful Cubby
House program, which provides support for children
attending the Children’s Court.
There are so many ways that we as a government are
supporting victims of crime, and that of course also
goes to the record expansion of Victoria Police so that
we can in fact tackle issues of crime in this state. But at
a time when we actually have a comprehensive bill in
the Parliament, as we speak, to tackle issues of youth
crime, we have seen a motion from Ms Crozier,
cosying up to the Greens party, to kill a bill that will
tackle youth crime in this state.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms MIKAKOS — What’s the matter? Can’t you
handle the truth?
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! None of that casts the
Parliament or this house in a favourable light.
Ms Crozier — On a point of order, President, my
question was in relation to the advice the minister
received about the letter, and I would ask you to draw
her back to the question that I asked and for her to
answer the question rather than debate it.
Ms MIKAKOS — On the point of order, President,
I have directly responded to the member’s question in
explaining to her that the provision in the act remains
unchanged going back to 1989 and is in the same form
as it was during the entire four years of the previous
government. This is a matter for the Children’s Court.
The advice that the president of the Children’s Court
gives to media outlets is a matter for the Children’s
Court.

4019

unparliamentary. It is a bet each way: they are either
going to listen to the answer and then call a point of
order on relevance and ask that the minister be directed
back to answering the question or they are going to
interject and allow the minister to then go off on a path
that she has been invited to pursue.
The PRESIDENT — Can I indicate that, yes, there
were interjections from the other side, but I certainly
heard — but tried not to hear — Mr Leane.
Ms MIKAKOS — I have explained to the house
that the provision remains unchanged. If the president
of the Children’s Court seeks to provide advice to
media outlets, then that is a matter for them, but as I
understand it they are only reminding media outlets of
what the current longstanding legal position is, and that
is in relation to not identifying children going before the
Children’s Court. Complying with the law does not
prevent the media from reporting on the nature and
extent of offending or the impact of offending by
children, but it does prohibit the identification of parties
in Children’s Court proceedings. I would have thought
that Ms Wooldridge would have understood that, given
that that was in fact the position when she was the
minister for four whole years.
We actually have a bill in the Parliament that is seeking
to impose longer sentences on young offenders; it is
seeking to have more matters, including aggravated
home invasions and aggravated carjackings, go to the
adult courts; and it is seeking to have organised
criminals who are recruiting young offenders penalised.
At the same time as all these allegations are
surrounding the Liberal Party about its links to the
Mafia, they are seeking to kill —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister!
An honourable member — How many times do
you have to be told?
The PRESIDENT — That would be my thinking.
Please!
Supplementary question

The PRESIDENT — Thank you, Minister, but
again you are debating rather than actually responding
to the point of order as such. Your point of order was
accurate to the point that you said in the first 5 seconds
that you responded to it, but then you went on to debate
it.
Ms Shing — On a further point of order, President,
in the course of the minister’s answer there were a
series of interjections, which the minister is also entitled
to take up, given that in the first instance they are

Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — As
stated in the editorial in today’s Herald Sun, given the
Malmsbury and Parkville riots and the alarming spate
of violent gang attacks with home invasions and
carjackings, Victorians more than ever have a right to
know what is happening in youth crime. Will the
Andrews government change the legislation beyond
doubt to allow victims of youth crime to tell their story?
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Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — President, in the week that we have seen
the Liberal Party have no credibility on these issues
whatsoever when it comes to crime, they are in the
lobster trough with the Mafia —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister, you are sat
down, and really you are on a very short leash now. I
have just indicated that that matter should not be
referred to, as I did earlier in the week, in the interests
of the house. It cuts both ways. I am really fair on these
matters, as you will reflect over the journey. I have
stopped the opposition from pursuing certain union
matters and associations, and I will continue to do so
because I do not believe that it is in the interests of the
house. As I have said, if you have matters to bring
forward on these sorts of issues, do it by substantive
motion. Do not do it in the context of answering
questions and leading that information and particularly
defying me when I ask for some sort of proper
approach to these matters. The question that you were
asked was a reasonably fair one, and I thought that you
would actually be able to answer that. In many ways in
your substantive question you had answered it, I
thought. That was enough.
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, just
in relation to the question itself, the standing orders say
that members cannot use questions without notice to
call for legislative change. Effectively that is what the
member has done by virtue of her supplementary
question, which is actually outside the scope of what is
permissible for questions without notice. I make that
point in drawing attention to the need for you to
actually rule the supplementary question out.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister is
actually correct in that judgement in terms of question
time. The problem that I had and the reason I did not
rule the question out was that the minister relied in her
substantive answer a great deal on the fact that there
had been legislation before the house and there were
references to legislation that would have addressed
these matters. From that point of view the question that
was asked as a supplementary was apposite to the
answer that was given in respect of legislation that may
or may not come before the house. I drew on the
substance of the minister’s answer in determining not to
rule that out. However, as a general rule the minister is
absolutely right: question time cannot ask for
legislation as such.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! My problem is that I
have sat you down, so I do not want to hear any more.
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Heyfield timber mill
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My question is to
the Minister for Agriculture. Minister, under the terms
of the new Heyfield mill ownership arrangement what
is the government’s ownership percentage and who are
the ownership partners?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Bath for her question and her ongoing interest
in the Heyfield mill. As members would be well aware,
since we were last discussing this matter in Parliament
in question time the government announced that it had
reached an in-principle agreement with the owners of
the Heyfield mill to purchase the mill. This is an
unusual step, we recognise, but these are unusual
circumstances. Our primary objective here is to secure
the best possible outcome that we can for the
employees at Heyfield.
In response to Ms Bath’s question, I would indicate that
the final details of the sale are still a matter of ongoing
work, so Ms Bath’s question really assumes that the
sale has been finalised. We are very close, but those
matters are yet to be finalised, and so Ms Bath’s
question on this occasion is a little premature.
I can certainly assure Ms Bath, the community of
Heyfield and all members of the community who are
interested in this that our objective is to support jobs in
regional Victoria. We have had great jobs growth in the
time that we have been in government. Some recent
statistics — just last week, I think — indicate that now
close to 60 000 new jobs have been created in regional
Victoria in the time since we came to office, so we are
doing everything within our power to create an
environment that is conducive to investment and job
creation. As for Heyfield, we remain determined to get
the best outcome that we can.
Supplementary question
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the minister
for her response. I have a supplementary question.
Minister, the Heyfield mill has previously supported
260 jobs, and while up to 50 will be lost after the sale is
settled, I ask: how many long-term jobs can you
guarantee under the new ownership arrangement?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Bath for her further question on the Heyfield
mill. The owners of the mill have made an undertaking
to the government that while these arrangements are
finalised there will be no job losses. We continue to
finalise these arrangements. We have taken this
significant step of reaching, as I indicated earlier, an
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in-principle agreement that we hope to have absolutely
finalised very soon, and certainly our focus here is on
providing the best possible outcome that we can for
everyone who works at Heyfield in terms of
employment security. The people who work at Heyfield
have, I think, on perhaps now four or five occasions
been told by the current owners of the mill that the mill
is closing. We have secured a vastly better outcome
than that.

Parole reform
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister for Corrections. Minister,
following the shocking murder of an innocent young
father by a parolee in Brighton in June this year, you
commissioned a review by your department. What
action did the government take following the tragic
murder of Karen Chetcuti at the hands of a parolee in
January 2016?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — I thank
the member for his question. Can I say that the tragic
circumstances around that case have reverberations
right through the Victorian community and of course
absolutely for the family of the woman concerned. It is
always absolutely dreadful to lose a loved one, but in
such tragic circumstances I cannot begin to understand
the grief that that family has endured.
Having said that, can I say that there have been a
number of reforms in terms of the parole system, and
they have also meant that there are now 800 less people
on parole than there were four years ago. This
government has put in record amounts of money and
resources to significantly boost the police force in this
state. We have expanded programs to meet the demand
of managing offenders who obtain parole. We have
strengthened the decision-making process on whether
to grant parole and when parole should be cancelled
and the parolee returned to prison. We have also
provided additional oversight of serious violent and sex
offenders, particularly in terms of our case
management.
The case that you are referring to is still a matter that is
before the courts, and I am not at this point able to
make further comment.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for her answer, and I note that the only matter
before the court is the sentencing. None of my
questions will address that issue. The accused has now
pleaded guilty, so I will not be canvassing any issues
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that affect that court proceeding that remains — the
sentencing aspect. So the questions I will put will be in
that context, and I would seek the minister to actually
answer the questions, given that caveat I have just
provided. I ask by way of supplementary: Minister,
family and friends of Ms Chetcuti tell me that the
government has failed to implement any significant
change since Karen’s gruesome murder and that they
are concerned that the failures that led to her murder
may not stop this from happening again. Why have the
failings in the parole system identified as a result of
Ms Chetcuti’s murder not been fixed?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — I thank
the member for his question. Can I say that I really do
not think that Mr O’Donohue is motivated well in this
question. I really am quite affronted by this situation.
Ms Wooldridge — What about the family?
Ms TIERNEY — The family has not contacted me.
Can I say that the family has not contacted me or made
any representations to me on the basis outlined by
Mr O’Donohue. I just simply believe that
Mr O’Donohue’s motivations are not proper in this
circumstance, but having —
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — On the
basis of advice I have received that the family of
Ms Chetcuti have made representations to the minister,
I move:
That the minister’s answers be taken into consideration on the
next day of meeting.

Motion agreed to.

Parole reform
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Again my
question is to the Minister for Corrections. Minister,
one of the justifications for allowing convicted sex
offender Michael Cardamone to be released on parole
to such a remote location was that he would be living
with his mother and would therefore be under her
supervision. Can you confirm that when he murdered
much-loved mother Karen Chetcuti his mother was
away on holidays, leaving Cardamone alone at her
residence?
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — It was
not apposite to the question.
Ms Crozier interjected.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
4022

COUNCIL

Ms TIERNEY — No, he was not; he was not
giving me the answer. He was actually trying to alert
me to a fact that I already knew — that the family was
in the gallery. So there. Are we right now?
In terms of the question that Mr O’Donohue raised,
those matters in terms of those affecting the
arrangements for a parolee are dealt with by the
independent Adult Parole Board of Victoria, and again I
will refrain from making any further comment given
that the matter is before the court. Mr O’Donohue is
quite correct that the person concerned has admitted
guilt and it is a matter of sentencing, but as he would
appreciate, the legal community does not appreciate
any commentary leading up to sentencing as well.
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, President,
on this issue, the Premier has answered two questions
in the Legislative Assembly this week on this issue.
Two questions on the murder of Ms Chetcuti have been
put to the Premier this week in question time in the
Legislative Assembly. He has not raised this issue. He
has answered the questions. I may have issue with the
answer, but he has answered them in a fulsome way. I
put it to you, President, that there is no issue of
sub judice, and I would ask that the minister provide an
answer to the question.
The PRESIDENT — We have this quaint position
that what happens in the other house I do not know
about. But in any event I think the minister is able to
discharge the question as she sees fit, and then I need to
make a determination as to whether or not that answer
was sufficient and adequate for the house.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Minister,
were the authorities such as Corrections Victoria, the
adult parole board and Victoria Police aware that
Cardamone’s mother was away, leaving him with little
or no supervision?
The PRESIDENT — Sorry, Mr O’Donohue. I was
just taking some advice. Can you just repeat that for
me?
Mr O’DONOHUE — Yes, President. My
supplementary is: Minister, were the authorities such as
Corrections Victoria, the adult parole board or Victoria
Police aware that Cardamone’s mother was away on
holidays, leaving him with little or no supervision?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — I thank
the member for his question. Again, this matter is
before the courts, and I am not in a position to provide
commentary.
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Parole reform
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
question is again to the Minister for Corrections.
Minister, in the Legislative Assembly today during
question time the Premier said there had been
significant legislative change to parole laws since the
tragic murder of Karen Chetcuti in January 2016. Can
you outline to the house the legislative changes to
parole laws made by your government since 2016 and
what application those changes would have had to this
case?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — I will
not go to the second part of the question because that
again errs towards matters before the courts, but in
relation to changes that have occurred in parole, I have
answered that in relation to my answer to your original
substantive question. We have increased a huge number
of police members to the police force. We have —
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, President, I
would ask you to bring the minister back to the
question. The recruitment of police is not a matter for
her and it is not legislative change. In the matter she
referred to in her previous substantive answer, she did
not refer to a single piece of legislative change, so I
would ask you to bring her back to the question.
The PRESIDENT — The minister is obviously
only just into her response and she still has 3½ minutes
in fact to respond and to go to the matter of parole
changes by way of legislation. From that point of view,
I am happy for the minister at the moment to continue.
But I do, as you have indicated, remind the minister
perhaps, although I am sure she is well aware, that in
fact the question was more about legislative changes
that might have affected parole conditions.
Mr Dalidakis — On a further point of order,
President, the second part of the question which
Minister Tierney did talk to is an issue of sub judice,
and I do ask you to rule on this. We do have the very
real example recently of three ministers of the federal
Parliament that were called up before the judiciary in
relation to a sentencing aspect at trial. It was in the
Court of Appeal, but it still dealt with sentencing,
President, and I ask that you deal with all these lines of
questions as a point of order right now.
Mr Barber — On the point of order, President, the
sub judice convention is a restriction that we choose to
put on ourselves out of deference to the judiciary as part
of the separation of powers. It is not a hard and fast law,
and I think you would agree that custom and practice in
this house and in other houses has been that a minister
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has never been able to avoid questioning on a topic
simply by the fact that something to do with the matter
is before a court somewhere.
The PRESIDENT — Mr Dalidakis’s point of order
is well worth canvassing in the context of the matters
before the house at the moment. I take up Mr Barber’s
position. I would concur with his remarks that it is a
constraint that we put on ourselves to ensure that a fair
trial, a fair assessment by the courts, of any matter is
not impeded by the actions or commentary of this
house. In the particular matter that has been subject to
the questions today I am of the view that given that we
are dealing with sentencing at a point where there has
been an admission of guilt and it is now in the hands of
a judge alone to make the determination, because that is
the sentencing process, in fact that judge is most
unlikely in any way to be persuaded or to be in any way
influenced as a result of the sorts of answers to
questions that are being sought by Mr O’Donohue. It
might well be a different matter and it might well be
more appropriate for us to invoke the sub judice
convention if indeed a jury were still involved in these
matters.
In respect of the matters that Mr Dalidakis raised
regarding the three federal politicians, it is true that that
occurred at a stage of deliberation by the court that
involved some sentencing matters, but indeed their
commentary was of a different nature. They certainly
said it outside of Parliament, so they were not extended
parliamentary privilege. They said it in a context of
criticism and reflection on the court, whereas this line
of questioning does not reflect on the court and does not
reflect on the judge who is undertaking deliberations on
what might be an appropriate sentence in this particular
case, and therefore I think that the line of questioning
does not actually offend our sub judice convention.
Ms Mikakos — On a different point of order,
President, the question that Mr O’Donohue has posed
potentially goes to matters that are in anticipation of a
bill debate that we are currently having at the moment.
In fact there is a bill, the Corrections Legislation
Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2017, that is currently
in committee stage as we speak that does go to issues
around parole changes. I draw that matter to your
attention because we are having a recurring practice
now of members of the opposition coming in here and
asking questions that directly relate to bills before the
house.
The PRESIDENT — Thank you, Minister, for that
point of order. I would again concur with you that if we
were dealing with a matter of anticipation in terms of
legislation to come before the house that was going to
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touch on the same matters then I would share your
concern. In this case the question that has been asked
actually does not go forward in terms of what might
happen in the future; it in fact canvasses what may have
happened to this point since January 2016. So it
actually canvasses whether or not there have been
changes in the time to date rather than what might be
forthcoming. Whether the minister actually would be
referring to that legislation would be the minister’s
decision, but at this stage I see this as a retrospective
question.
Ms TIERNEY — I thank the member for his
question. There have been a number of changes in
parole, not just in the short period of time but beyond
that. We have had the legislation around parole in terms
of those that kill police. We have also had legislation
that dealt with the issue of no body, no parole. We also
have had a situation, can I say, that in terms of the
tragic death of Jill Meagher, the year after that tragedy
the number of ex-prisoners who committed serious
violent or sexual offences while on parole was 60; this
year it is five. There has been a 90 per cent reduction in
the number of serious violent offences committed by
parolees whilst on parole over the last four years, and
that is because of the work we have put in in expanding
programs in relation to parolees, but also, as I said, the
strengthening of the decision-making on whether to
grant parole and when a parole should be cancelled and
a parolee returned to prison. And also of course we
have provided for additional oversight for those who
are serious violent and sex offenders.
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, President, I
am not sure if the minister has finished her answer, and
I appreciate the context she provided about some of the
other reforms that she says the government has been
implementing, but the only legislative change I heard
was the no body, no parole change, which only deals
with the parole conditions for prisoners in jail at the
moment. I am not sure whether the minister has
completed her answer, but I would appreciate any
further information she can provide about legislative
change relating to parole since January 2016.
The PRESIDENT — The minister has completed
her answer. I cannot direct her how to answer, and she
did, as you indicated, actually provide at least one
example, so she has met that criteria.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Minister,
is it not a fact that despite tragedies such as the murder
of Karen Chetcuti, Masa Vukotic and the young father
in the Brighton siege, you continue to drag your feet on
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implementing the legislative changes needed to
strengthen the parole system and the management of
serious violent and sex offenders as recommended by
the Harper review and a range of other reviews that
have been conducted?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — No.

Melbourne Regional Landfill
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
question is for Minister Jennings, representing the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change.
Environment Protection Authority Victoria (EPA) has
issued works approval for a huge landfill at Ravenhall
operated by Cleanaway. The residents group there, Stop
the Tip, are shocked that the EPA has so little regard for
their wellbeing and that they are not prepared to look at
new ways of dealing with rot waste rather than just
dumping it in a landfill. It needs to be noted that
Brimbank and Melton councils are taking the EPA to
VCAT regarding this matter. My question is: will the
minister review the EPA decision to disregard the
concerns of residents to allow this odorous massive
landfill to go ahead?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Ms Hartland for her question and her concern
about the appropriateness of landfill in dealing with the
waste stream and the views of the local community in
relation to their quality of life and amenity in proximity
to landfills. These are very significant and serious
matters that she raises at the heart of her question.
Indeed the EPA’s regulation in terms of providing for
approvals and the controls that are in place in relation to
landfills is a very important obligation that the EPA
undertakes on our community’s behalf.
Without necessarily confirming her construction and
the way in which she has outlined the specific instances
within her question, I can confirm that the government
takes these issues very seriously, as it should. We do try
to act in a way which is consistent with the
community’s expectations and proper environment
regulation and environmental protection. I will refer
Ms Hartland’s specific question to the minister. I will
not make an assumption on the minister’s behalf in
relation to her willingness to review the decision that
has been put to me, but I will certainly convey to the
minister the depth of this issue. I am certain she will be
mindful of that in acquitting her responsibilities.
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Australian Paper
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question
is for the Minister for Agriculture and Minister for
Regional Development. During the public hearing on
17 July of the inquiry into VicForests, the Secretary of
the Department of Economic Development, Jobs,
Transport and Resources, Mr Richard Bolt, stated that
the state government makes payments each year to
Australian Paper. Mr Bolt also said that some of these
payments are due to a requirement that Australian
Paper be supplied with timber from the designated
forest area in the Forests (Wood Pulp Agreement) Act
1996. This is an area which has been both overlogged
and burnt out by bushfire. Could you please advise the
house what payments have been made to Australian
Paper by the state government since 2009 and for what
purpose those payments were made?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Dunn for her question. Australian Paper is
one of the largest employers in regional Victoria, and
certainly its significance to Gippsland cannot be
overstated. Close to 1000 people work at Australian
Paper, and we are certainly very keen to work with the
company to ensure that it has a strong future.
The arrangements for wood supply to Australian Paper
have a long history and come in two parts: essentially a
legislated agreement that provides the majority of the
pulpwood that Australian Paper needs and a timber
supply agreement that sits alongside that that provides
for the balance of their needs — matters I imagine
Ms Dunn is familiar with.
The obligations that exist as part of those agreements
are to ensure a certain level of supply so that the mill
can be confident about its future operations and its
ongoing level of activity, as I am sure all businesses in
all industries are keen to ensure. We can reflect on
Ms Bath’s earlier question regarding some of the issues
that we have run into in terms of diminishing supply
availability to Heyfield and the very significant risk that
that posed to the community of Heyfield.
In relation to Ms Dunn’s question and the specific
information that she seeks about payments that are
made as part of those arrangements, I will take that on
notice and I will provide to Ms Dunn whatever
information I am able to provide. But again I would
indicate that it is entirely possible that some of these are
commercial-in-confidence matters. If they are, I will
not be able to provide information or there might be
limits to what I can provide. If they are not, I will
provide what I am able to provide.
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Supplementary question
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — Thank you,
Minister. If the minister sees fit to pay Australian Paper
because it needs to haul native forest timbers from
beyond the designated forest area, can the minister
explain why such funds cannot be used to haul
woodchips from sustainable plantations to the Maryvale
mill and thereby displace sourcing from our precious
native forests?
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has discovered that in fact I have not got the stumps
fully covered. I do not know that my off stump will
necessarily be exposed. I do not think the minister for
the environment’s off stump will be exposed. I am sure
she will be able to acquit the answer that you are
looking for and will be able to provide you and others
with some comfort in relation to the mixed-use
activities at Lake Boort, but I am not able to cover those
stumps comprehensively in this innings.
Supplementary question

Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) —
Ms Dunn posed the question as though this is a matter
of personal preference for me. These arrangements are
longstanding, contractual and/or legislative
arrangements, so what I reckon is probably not
particularly relevant to these matters. Ms Dunn
speculates about some other random timber from some
other random source. The requirements are spelled out
in the timber supply agreement and the legislative
agreement, and they go to questions about the type of
supply that is required to be provided to Australian
Paper and the proximity to the mill of the area that the
timber needs to be sourced from. So I suppose in
response to Ms Dunn’s question what I reckon is
actually not particularly relevant to any of this. But I
suspect that my answer to her substantive question will
perhaps provide her with some further information.

Lake Boort
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — My question
today is for the Leader of the Government, representing
the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate
Change. Recently a draft management plan has been
released in regard to Lake Boort, known to many as Big
Boort. In the plan it appears that the proposal is to put
overlays on different parts of the lake in order to restrict
activities that take place there. Currently Lake Boort is
a state game reserve, which means there are already
rules around activity there, but it seems that some of
these overlays will restrict activities such as fishing,
boating, camping, having a campfire, hunting and bike
riding on large parts of the reserve, all of which are
legal in a state game reserve. Minister, does the
government intend to further restrict people using these
public lands for recreational activity?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Young for his question. Sometimes I have the
relevant information available to me that enables me to
provide what seem to be spontaneous answers to
questions, and sometimes I am lacking the relevant
detail of where a process is at and what the changes
may be to the regulatory environment, such as in
relation to the management of Lake Boort. Mr Young

Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his answer. I will try to provide some more
information so as to steer you in the right direction.
Minister, in the plan there is a handy map that defines
where the designated areas would be. Lake Boort is
quite round, and in the map it has been split in half,
with a ban on all those activities I mentioned in the
south part of the lake. What is unfortunate is that this is
the area that is best for some of those activities. What I
would like to know, Minister, is: unless you have some
Moses-like ability to part water, how will the
government define this imaginary line or enforce it?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — The
one thing that I am pleased about in relation to this —
because my analogy was pretty ordinary; Mr Young’s
was actually a far higher calibre analogy and image
than mine — is we can all be grateful that there is water
in Lake Boort, because in fact for some period of time
there was not water in Lake Boort. That line could have
easily been delineated during the extensive drought our
community had to endure for many years. But on this
occasion I am pleased to say that there is now water and
that you are pleased that there is water.
In terms of managing this regime, hopefully this is a
question that my colleague will be able to adequately
account for in relation to what will be the appropriate
management of Lake Boort into the future. Let us
actually see how that response reads.

Motor vehicle registration fees
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — My question
is to Minister Jennings representing the Premier. Motor
vehicle registration is a large and painful expense for
Victorian households. It is usually in the order of $600
to $700, yet this is one of the few bills of this size that is
not payable by instalments. The Premier, Mr Andrews,
said in July 2015 that:
The common sense of this idea appealed to us a couple of
years ago. We just have to work through some of those
technical issues.
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My question is: has the Premier worked through these
technical issues so that struggling car owners can pay
their registration by instalment?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Purcell for his question. I can tell Mr Purcell
from firsthand experience that the Premier is very
wedded to the outcome that he is seeking. The
Premier’s determination to achieve this outcome for the
reasons that Mr Purcell has outlined has not diminished.
What has proven difficult is the intersection of a
number of data sources and actions that flow from
information systems that go back to the registration of a
car and the way in which the police and VicRoads share
information in an appropriate fashion to make sure that
there are no adverse effects. Without necessarily going
through what those adverse effects may be, it would be
very undesirable, to give you an indication, if there was
not a marrying up of what the police records say with
the cycle of the instalments. If the police records do not
actually account for that change in circumstances — the
police record is a very blunt instrument that applies
over one 12-month period to the next — a police car
could pull up somebody on the road and if the record
was incomplete because there was an instalment regime
in place, that could lead to a very undesirable outcome.
These are the sorts of things that we need to mitigate to
prevent a bad outcome from actually what is a very
sensible reform, and the government is working
through those reforms.
On a point of order, President, before I deal with the
questions on notice, if it is all right with you I would
actually like to go back to the guidance that you gave
us. I did not want to be seen to be defensive during the
course of the guidance that you provided to us, but I am
mindful of what I think continues to be perhaps
something in that guidance in relation to sub judice
questions that we are not fully accounting for as a
Parliament. I certainly had the view when Mr Barber
was speaking that in fact one of Mr O’Donohue’s
previous questions, rather than the question that was
actually being posed by Mr O’Donohue at the time, had
invited my ministerial colleague to provide what would
be evidence in advance of what are civil proceedings
before the courts at this moment or could have been
evidence that may have been considered by coronial
investigations.
I just think that the house should be mindful that this
may not be the appropriate place to lead evidence in
relation to coronial considerations or what might be
civil proceedings. I think all of us should be mindful of
that. If you, President, can incorporate this principle in
your thinking in relation to issuing guidance in the

Thursday, 10 August 2017

future, I think we would have a more cogent response
and ability to actually deal with situations such as that
which we dealt with halfway through question time
today.
Mr Rich-Phillips — On the point of order,
President, I am not sure whether Mr Jennings is
suggesting those particular matters are currently subject
to coronial investigations or currently subject to civil
matters, but it has been the practice of this house that
we do not consider hypothetically whether something
could go before the Coroners Court or could be subject
to civil proceedings. Obviously any matter could be
subject to civil proceedings. Previous presiding officers
have made a distinction between matters which are
subject to criminal proceedings and matters which are
subject to civil proceedings and determined that the
engagement with sub judice on civil proceedings has a
much higher threshold before it is engaged than matters
for criminal proceedings.
The PRESIDENT — I thank the Leader of the
Government for his point of order. This is a matter in
fact that I might seek to have the clerks draft up a ruling
on. It will not be inconsistent with what I have already
discussed, but it will provide clarity rather than me
giving a ruling on the hop.
As it is with the matter raised, Ms Symes was able to
convey to me at a point during question time that there
are civil proceedings afoot in regard to the matter that
was pursued in the questions. I do not think she
mentioned to me the coronial inquiry, and certainly any
examination by the Coroners Court is not a matter that
would be considered to be a problem with sub judice,
because it is not a court of record and therefore what
happens in the Coroners Court is not something that is a
constraint on us under our convention. Civil matters
could be different and usually would be treated
differently and could well be caught up in our sub
judice convention. The key difference in terms of those
matters is that sub judice applies in a criminal matter
from the time of an arrest. Sub judice in a civil matter
would apply from the time of the commencement of
proceedings. That is a focus in terms of where we
would apply that sub judice convention.
But as I said, what I will do is seek to provide a written
ruling, which will have further consideration from me
and obviously will be based on some input from the
clerks. As I said, I do not believe that what I will bring
back to the house will be inconsistent with what I have
discussed, but I think the matter is important and is
worthy of clarification, so I thank the Leader of the
Government.
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Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, President, I
refer to the minister’s response that she has had no
representations from the family of Ms Chetcuti. I have
received contrary advice. Referring to your ruling
before question time, I seek that the minister check her
records, and if a clarification or a change in her answer
is required that she provide an explanation later this
day. I do note and appreciate that there has been a
change in the role of Minister for Corrections since
November 2016, so there may be some legitimate
confusion, but I think it is important for this issue to be
clarified.
Ms Tierney — Further to the point of order,
President, I personally am not aware of any
representations.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Apart from anything
else, we have had a motion that the minister’s answer
be taken into account on the next day of meeting, so I
think that will explore that matter at any rate. The
minister may well double-check her records for her
own clarification, but I am not going to make a ruling
on that because I am not to know whether the minister’s
advice to the house was not absolutely accurate. In
saying that, I do not infer by any means that the
minister was trying to mislead the house. As she has
indicated, to her knowledge at this point she has had no
such representation.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
There are 19 written responses to questions on notice as
follows: 11 135–44, 11 291–3, 11 349–51, 11 372,
11 381–2.
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Mr O’Donohue’s second question to Ms Tierney, the
substantive and supplementary questions, one day;
Ms Hartland’s question to Mr Jennings, the substantive
question, two days because it involves a minister in
another place; Ms Dunn’s question to Ms Pulford, both
the substantive and supplementary questions, one day;
and Mr Young’s question to Mr Jennings, substantive
and supplementary, two days.
Sitting suspended 1.06 p.m. until 2.07 p.m.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Emergency
Services. My question is: is it acceptable that the
Eltham Country Fire Authority will have two fully
functioning stations some 500 metres apart, one for
approximately 30 volunteers and one for approximately
30 staff, as a result of the tensions that have arisen
between these two groups? It is exceptionally
unfortunate that as a result of the efforts of Daniel
Andrews on the CFA, the Eltham CFA has now split
into two elements. I quote from a recent letter, dated
1 August, from the Eltham fire brigade and from some
of the volunteers. It says:
Recently the tensions between staff and volunteers have been
increasing and what used to be a productive and harmonious
environment is now substantially less so with some staff
refusing to interact with volunteers at all either in a training
capacity or even when simply on station despite the best
efforts of volunteers.

They go on to say:
This has created an unsustainable working environment …

This is exceptionally disappointing for Eltham and the
community, and I ask the minister to respond.

Written responses

Northern Metropolitan Region

The PRESIDENT — In terms of today’s questions,
Ms Crozier’s supplementary question to Ms Mikakos,
one day.

Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade. I have a constituent who
provides fresh produce at the Queen Victoria Market.
She operates one of the 700 individual businesses at the
Queen Vic market, which incidentally has the highest
concentration of small businesses anywhere in the
country. Many of these stallholders are concerned about
effects that will flow from the City of Melbourne’s
master plan for the market redevelopment. The plan’s
strong emphasis on seven-day trading and extended
trading hours, and the business pressures this creates,
may well mean that my constituent cannot continue

Ms Mikakos interjected.
The PRESIDENT — No, you were not. You were
just sat down because I did not like the tone that you
took, which was in defiance of the ruling of the Chair.
Ms Bath’s question to Ms Pulford, both the substantive
and supplementary questions, one day;
Mr O’Donohue’s first question to Ms Tierney, the
substantive and supplementary questions, one day;
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trading. Many of her fellow operators will be affected
in the same way. What is the Minister for Small
Business, Innovation and Trade doing to ensure that the
Queen Victoria Market redevelopment does not
adversely affect this very significant grouping of
Victorian small businesses?

Northern Metropolitan Region
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Families
and Children. As a member of the Andrews Labor
government, I am very proud of our government’s
commitment to ending family violence and
implementing all the recommendations of the Royal
Commission into Family Violence, which is something
I note with disappointment that those opposite are yet to
commit to. Early intervention is a key focus of many
aspects of the recommendations, and I would like to ask
the Minister for Families and Children, the Honourable
Jenny Mikakos, to advise me of any services available
in my electorate of Northern Metropolitan Region
which can assist fathers who are experiencing drug and
alcohol abuse and are at risk of committing family
violence to help them build their parenting skills and
understand the impact that family violence can have on
young children.

Eastern Victoria Region
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My constituency
question is for the Minister for Public Transport, the
Honourable Jacinta Allan. It relates to V/Line
passenger services on the Gippsland line in my
electorate. Some of the issues brought to my attention
by frustrated constituents include poor punctuality to
the timetable, cancellations of services due to faulty
trains and overcrowding on replacement buses that
results in passengers being late or missing appointments
in Melbourne. The local V/Line staff do a good job
under trying circumstances. However, the experiences
of my constituents are consistent with the view of the
Auditor-General in his report this week, and I quote:
During the current services agreement, V/Line has not been
able to consistently meet punctuality targets for its train
services.

It also says:
V/Line has failed to meet key service criteria for the
operational performance of its passenger services …

So I ask the minister: what immediate action are you
going to take to rectify the poor punctuality and
reliability of Gippsland V/Line rail services?
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Western Metropolitan Region
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
question is in relation to the Coolaroo fire, and it is for
the Minister for Emergency Services. It is my
understanding that the inspector-general for emergency
management will undertake a review of the agency’s
response to the Coolaroo fire. I would like to know
when that report will be completed, and will it be made
public?

Western Victoria Region
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. The old tip site in
Port Fairy is located in a sand dune on Port Fairy’s
iconic East Beach and was closed over 20 years ago.
This tip and beautiful beach are now under increased
threat after high tides and significant weather events
have reduced the dune protection to such an extent that
the rubbish from the old tip site is now spewing onto
the beach and into the ocean. My question is: will the
minister work with the Moyne Shire Council to save
this iconic beach by removing all of the rubbish from
the old East Beach tip site?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question relates to the Minister for
Planning and is about the precinct surrounding
Chestnut Street in Carnegie. That area has a significant
set of protections over the streetscape and the properties
there. It is also an area in which the government has
recently put an interim design and development overlay
in place. The City of Glen Eira is currently consulting
with the community but has proposed an area where up
to 12 storeys will be built. This would be a very
significant increase in height and would put massive
pressure on traffic with congestion. There is obviously
an area already impacted significantly by the sky rail,
and the risk of this imposition and overshadowing is
significant. What I ask is whether the minister in his
planning scheme amendment will rule out a 12-storey
tower or 12 storeys that overshadow heritage-protected
areas.

Northern Victoria Region
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) — My constituency
question is for the Minister for Emergency Services
regarding the recent emergency services volunteers
sustainability grants program. Hundreds of grant
applications for equipment, communications, facility
upgrades, and community engagement and training
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have already been received from volunteer
organisations across the state. Successful grant
applications total $2 million across my electorate of
Northern Victoria Region. I was pleased to hear that the
Malmsbury fire brigade received $59 000 for a new
support vehicle — a 2017 Toyota Hilux double cab
with steel tray and a heavy duty trailer — and the
Echuca fire brigade received $63 558 for a compressor
with a fill station, two storage cylinders and fill speed
control. With over 50 grants just like these across
northern Victoria alone, can the minister inform the
house of the wide range of emergency services grants
available this year to ensure that our volunteers can
apply for upgrades and operational equipment to ensure
safety and efficiency during an emergency?

Motion agreed to.

Western Metropolitan Region

Read third time.

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. It has come to my
attention that Cleanaway has been letterboxing
residents in Caroline Springs, Deer Park and the
surrounds of the Ravenhall tip urging locals to report
odours to that company instead of to the Environment
Protection Authority Victoria. I ask the minister: what
is the government’s policy on this company attempting
to subvert a system designed to protect my constituents
from foul smells from Cleanaway’s stinking tip?

Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Health. In June of this year it was
revealed that the Andrews government had plans to cut
the number of paediatric beds at Goulburn Valley
Health children’s ward from 12 beds to just eight as
part of the planned redevelopment of Goulburn Valley
Health. On 21 June the minister confirmed in the other
place that at least 12 paediatric beds will be made
available as part of the redevelopment. Whilst this is
good news, the people of Shepparton are concerned that
the funds for these additional four beds will be at the
expense of beds in another area of the hospital. Can the
minister categorically confirm that additional funding
for four extra beds will be made available to Goulburn
Valley Health to provide for the increase from eight to
12 paediatric beds and that the inclusion of these four
beds will not reduce bed capacity in any other area of
the hospital?

CRIMES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(PUBLIC ORDER) BILL 2017
Committee
Resumed.
Clause 6 agreed to; clauses 7 to 13 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading

COMMERCIAL PASSENGER VEHICLE
INDUSTRY BILL 2017
Assembly’s amendments
Message from Assembly agreeing to following
Council’s suggested amendments referred to
committee:
1.

Clause 12, line 29, omit “$2” and insert 11”.

2.

Clause 12, page 10, line 1, omit “regulations” and insert
“regulations, in accordance with section 20(2),”.

3.

Clause 12, page 10, line 8, omit “$2” and insert “$1”.

4.

Clause 20, line 6, after “(b)” insert “subject to
subsection (2),”.

5.

Clause 20, after line 13 insert—
“( ) The Minister must not recommend the making of
regulations specifying an amount of $1 or more as
the amount of the levy unless the ESC
recommends the specification of that amount in
accordance with subsection (3).
()

The ESC must not recommend the specification of
an amount unless the ESC is satisfied that it is the
lowest amount that is reasonably likely to result in
the total amount of the levy collected within
8 years of the commencement of this Part being
equal to the money spent on transitional assistance.

()

For the purposes of subsection (3), the money spent
on transitional assistance is the total amount paid
by the State (whether as compensation or
otherwise) to participants in the commercial
passenger vehicle industry to assist those
participants in relation to changes to the law that
applies to that industry as compared with that law
as in force immediately before the commencement
of this Act.”.

Committed.
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Committee
Resumed from 23 June; further discussion of
postponed clause 12.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — The committee
has to deal with clauses 12 and 20, to which
amendments were suggested by the Council. The
Assembly have notified by message that they have
decided to make the amendments suggested by the
Council. Mr O’Donohue has indicated he has new
suggested amendments and further suggested
amendments to clauses 12 and 20, and I ask
Mr O’Donohue to circulate them now.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am
pleased to circulate the amendments in my name. I ask
the Deputy President to indulge me while I make a brief
editorial about this while I do that. This bill has come
back to this place after the Council suggested
amendments to it in the last sitting week. Those
suggested amendments were considered by the
Legislative Assembly earlier this week, and hence the
bill is back before us today.
I just want to put on record my disappointment that the
Minister for Public Transport seems not to have a very
good understanding of parliamentary procedure,
because after the suggested amendments had been
agreed to by this place and referred to the other place
she issued a press release to the effect that the bill had
been passed by the Legislative Council, which was
actually incorrect and wrong. Some amendments were
suggested to the bill and we are now back for further
consideration of the bill. Clearly the bill has not been
passed as Ms Allan suggested, and perhaps again she
needs to review her understanding of parliamentary
practice and procedure.
We had an extensive debate about the levy proposed by
the government when this matter was considered in the
committee stage, and indeed during the second-reading
debate, prior to the winter recess. Ultimately the levy
was reduced from $2 to $1. The opposition remains of
the view that this is not consistent with the promise
Daniel Andrews made when he stared down the barrel
of the camera while speaking with Peter Mitchell and
said there would be no new taxes under an Andrews
government. He made that solemn promise to every
Victorian, and the opposition believes he should be held
to account for that promise. The opposition also notes
that, given the large and unexpected revenue the
government has had at its disposal as a result of the
increase in property tax revenue in particular, the extra
revenue derived from the sale of the lease of the port of
Melbourne and other tax revenue that is flowing into
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the Treasury, an extra tax in contravention of that clear
promise the Premier made is unnecessary.
We are also concerned that this levy, reduced as it is,
will have a disproportionate impact on those on fixed
incomes. Someone on a pension who has a regular need
for doctor appointments, for example, may need only a
short taxi trip but on a regular basis. A $5, $6 or $7 taxi
fare with an extra $1 impost will have a
disproportionately greater impact on people in that
circumstance than it will on higher income earners or
those who use taxis less frequently. This of course
comes at a time when energy prices are absolutely
skyrocketing under the Andrews government, so
cost-of-living pressures are very real for many people.
The other point I would make is that in large parts of
Victoria there is not a ridesharing competitor and
therefore that marketplace is not operating.
For many reasons we believe that while a $1 levy is
better than a $2 levy, the principle of no levy is the
outcome that this Parliament should achieve. For that
reason I will move the suggested amendment in my
name to clause 12. It will have the effect of ensuring
that the amount of the levy for a commercial passenger
vehicle transaction is nil. The further suggested
amendments will make consequential changes so that
the levy is zero.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — The
government will be opposing the opposition’s
suggested amendment to clause 12. What the
amendment does is remove the provision that provides
financial assistance to the existing industry. The
coalition say that they support regulating ride sharing
and Uber and that they support ceasing existing taxi and
hire car licences, but this amendment opposes financial
assistance being provided. This bill, as we discussed in
great detail some six weeks ago in earlier consideration
of it, provides over half a billion dollars in funding for
financial assistance to the existing industry. The
Liberals’ amendment removes this.
I made the point last time we were in committee on this
bill that the Liberals and Nationals have consistently
failed to say how much financial assistance they believe
should be provided or indeed how it would be paid for.
This amendment is frankly, in the context of this
legislation, this debate, the reform that is needed and
the compensation that is needed, absurd. The result of
Ms Patten’s earlier amendment is that the levy would
start at $1, but the Essential Services Commission
would be able to recommend a levy increase if it was
not raising revenue. This amendment is frankly
ridiculous, and we are not supporting it.
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — I ask
Mr O’Donohue to formally move his suggested
amendment 1, which is a test for his suggested
amendments 2 and 3.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I move:
1.

Clause 12, lines 26 to 32, and page 10, lines 1 to 27,
omit all words and expressions on these lines and
insert—
“The amount of the levy for a commercial
passenger vehicle service transaction is nil.

Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — Just in relation
to this suggested amendment, I want to reiterate for the
record that as part of my contribution to the
second-reading debate I was very clear about
supporting the suggested amendment put forward by
Ms Patten in relation to setting a $1 levy. We thought
that was a reasonable compromise approach which
certainly picked up the concerns that we were hearing
from passengers of taxi services, particularly those
low-income passengers and people who take a lot of
short trips, where an impost of $2 per trip would be
significant to those particular travellers. We certainly
have not changed our position since that time, and
therefore we will not be supporting the suggested
amendment put forward by Mr O’Donohue.
Committee divided on suggested amendment:
Ayes, 19
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms (Teller)
Lovell, Ms

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

Noes, 21
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr (Teller)
Mikakos, Ms

Mulino, Mr
Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms

Suggested amendment negatived.
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I call on
Mr O’Donohue to move his further suggested
amendments 1 and 2, which are a test for his further
suggested amendment 3.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Noting the decision of the
house just now, I move:
1.

Clause 12, line 29, omit “$1” and insert “nil”.

2.

Clause 12, page 10, line 8, omit “$1” and insert “nil”.

I move these further suggested amendments in relation
to clauses 12 and 20. They are in relation to the $1 levy
being changed to zero, again for the same reasons that I
outlined in my previous contribution.
Ms PULFORD — The government is not in a
position to support at this stage the suggested
amendments that have been moved by Mr O’Donohue.
That is in the first instance because we were not
provided with the details of these suggested
amendments. I saw them for the first time when
Mr O’Donohue had them circulated what could not
have been more than 15 minutes ago.
The consequence of it is that the revenue that this bill
seeks to raise that underpins the compensation that we
all very much want to be providing to people who have
been impacted by this industry transition is potentially
undermined, and so the government is pretty
unimpressed by the silly games that are being played by
the opposition. As far as I can tell, non-government
members have been provided with this information. I
have not and the relevant minister has not, so on that
basis I move:
That progress be reported.

Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, Deputy
President, before we report progress I am of the
understanding that the shadow Minister for Public
Transport informed the Minister for Public Transport of
the amendments, as is the customary practice, earlier
today and that the minister responded to the shadow
minister, Mr Hodgett, the member for Croydon in the
other place, thanking him for informing her of the
amendments, so I think we have a communication issue
here.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! There is no
point of order, Mr O’Donohue.
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Ms Pulford — On a point of order, Deputy
President, the shadow minister sent the minister an
email:
Minister
As a professional courtesy, I wish to advise you that Edward
O’Donohue will be seeking to move amendments to the
CPVI bill 2017 in the Council.

There are no details whatsoever of what the content of
the amendments is. This is totally new content since the
amendments were moved by the Liberal Party in the
lower house earlier this week.
You really need to stop playing with people’s lives like
this. We are trying to progress this legislation so that
this reform that is very much needed and the
compensation that is very much needed to be provided
to people who are impacted by this industry transition
can proceed, and this is ridiculous messing around. So
we will consider this, now that we know that it exists,
but we will not be making a decision on the hop.
Mr O’Donohue — Further to the point of order,
Deputy President, the Liberal and National parties have
at their core in debating this issue — as they have for a
long time in calling for legislation to provide regulatory
certainty and provide appropriate compensation —
been concerned for the wellbeing of licence-holders, of
consumers and of the broader industry. I do not think
those objectives that we are seeking to achieve and
prosecute are helped by this approach from the
minister. By the minister’s own admission, Minister
Allan was advised that we were proposing to move
amendments earlier today. Her response was to say,
‘Thanks very much’, without requesting any further
detail. The matter was —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Mr O’Donohue,
there is no point of order.
Progress reported.

CORRECTIONS LEGISLATION
MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENT
BILL 2017
Committee
Resumed from earlier this day; further discussion of
clause 1.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — The
committee reported progress earlier today after I
basically re-put the questions that I put to the minister
prior to the winter recess, when the committee also
reported progress. I trust the minister can now provide
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an answer since the committee reported progress a few
hours ago.
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — In fact
I think that Mr O’Donohue has just misled the house,
because I did answer the question earlier today. The
further question that he asked was another question
about the micromanagement of the IT system in
Corrections Victoria, which does not pertain to the
essence of the bill before this house today. This house
is dealing with drones. We have been on clause 1 now
for many hours and indeed many hours in a previous
session before the winter break. The opposition is
insisting on asking a whole series of questions in
clause 1 about issues that really do not pertain to this
matter that is before the house today, so I would like an
indication from the opposition as to whether they are
going to continue in this vein so that we can prepare to
be here for many, many hours today and into this
evening.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) — As
the minister indicated, we are still on clause 1 and the
minister has provided her answer. Do you have any
other questions, Mr O’Donohue?
Mr O’DONOHUE — I do, Acting President. As I
indicated to the minister’s adviser and to the Leader of
the Government, I have some very simple questions
that I am seeking answers to. Some of those questions
were put prior to the winter recess and again this
morning. The questions are relevant to the purposes
clause of the bill. I am prepared to be here for as short
or as long a time as it takes to ascertain that
information. I have no interest in prolonging the debate
longer than is necessary. I have some reasonable
questions, and I think perhaps the minister’s tone and
response is not helpful in achieving the mutually
beneficial outcome of resolving these questions and
moving back to the legislation, the consideration of
which has just been adjourned.
Prior to the winter recess I was asking the minister
about the implementation of Callinan recommendation
number 1, the comprehensive case management
system. As the minister said this morning, that has been
the subject of questions in the house and of interest to
myself and the opposition. The goalposts changed and
the timetable by which the former Minister for
Corrections, Wade Noonan, said it would be
delivered — that is, by December 2015 — has now
blown out significantly, more than a year and a half on
Minister Noonan’s time line, and phase 2 of that case
management system has gone, from the minister’s
statement some months ago, from mid-2017 to now late
2017.
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The question I posed to the minister prior to reporting
progress was: why has that change taken place? The
minister said there has been a change in the way the
project is being delivered. My question to her was: can
she explain that change in the way the project is being
delivered? That remains my question.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Minister, would you like to add anything?
Ms TIERNEY — Acting President, the thing that I
would like to add is that the government is not
attempting to not answer legitimate, proper questions.
In fact we want a proper committee process, not one
that is into micromanagement issues that really a
number of bureaucrats can handle. We are here to
actually deal with a piece of legislation and have a
higher level discussion about the matters before this
chamber. That is why my office, I and the Leader of the
House have actually made approaches to
Mr O’Donohue to seek what his intentions are in this
committee stage. I think in some ways if we have got
some understanding about how he is going to approach
the committee work then we can easily deal with a
range of issues. But at the moment we are finding it
incredibly difficult to have to deal with issues that
really the people that are working on this particular part
of the IT system somewhere in a section of
121 Exhibition Street are the only ones that would be
over this. Indeed we believe that we need to move on.
Can I say as a matter of faith I would put to
Mr O’Donohue that I will provide him with further
information on the specific new question that he asked
today, but I would like also an indication from him
whether he is going to continue to stay on clause 1 and
ask a whole range of questions that really are not fit for
this discussion. I will leave it at that.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I wish to prosecute this
committee stage as expeditiously as possible. The
number of questions I have will depend on the answers
the minister provides. I do not have a long list of issues
to prosecute. I have some legitimate questions to ask,
which is what I advised the minister’s adviser during
the luncheon recess and which is what I advised the
Leader of the Government when we were sitting next to
each other during a division. So I refute those assertions
made by the minister.
I think her reference to the IT system as something for
bureaucrats to handle is both disrespectful to the public
servants who are working on that important project and
also an abrogation of ministerial responsibility.
Governments do not have a very good record when it
comes to the delivery of IT projects, and strong
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ministerial oversight I think is something which we
would all encourage. The minister’s statement that the
only ones who would be over this issue that is a central
part of the reform process for the parole system is a
group of bureaucrats, using her language, in
121 Exhibition Street, where the Department of Justice
and Regulation is located, alarms me no end. I would
have thought the reforms to the parole system and the
bringing together of different IT systems through this
comprehensive case management system would be
something that she would want to know the detail
about, particularly given the failure to honour the time
frames committed to by Minister Noonan and indeed
by herself.
My question is not asking for the details of an IT
project. It is asked merely to understand why there has
been a time slippage — from her own statements a few
months ago — from mid-2017 to the end of 2017, and
what the change in the systems approach that she
referred to in her answer looks like.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) — My
understanding is that the minister gave enough
explanation, Mr O’Donohue. We really need to move
on, but I will ask the minister if she would like to make
any further comment.
Ms TIERNEY — The fact of the matter is that this
question has been asked in this chamber several times.
It has also been an issue in respect of an FOI matter. I
just think that we need to move on. I certainly am not
abrogating my responsibilities; quite the reverse. In
terms of being disrespectful to Department of Justice
and Regulation staff, there is nothing further from the
truth. I absolutely admire the work that they do. They
are an incredibly professional and dedicated team and I
am very thankful that they are at the helm of
Corrections Victoria in this state. They do great service.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Thank you for that answer,
Minister. On 6 December you said that phase 2 of the
comprehensive case management system would be
delivered by mid-2017. Why is it now the end of 2017?
Ms TIERNEY — I believe I have answered that
question.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Minister, one of the issues
that this bill deals with and is one of the central parts is
the issue of contraband and contraband delivered by
drones. In that context and central to the bill, why have
not the contraband statistics for the month of June yet
been released? It is now six weeks since the end of
June. They are normally released before this time. Is
there any reason why they are yet to be released?
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Ms TIERNEY — This is another example of a
question — the collection of statistics on contraband —
which has very little to do with the substance of the bill
before us. I have some reservations about going into too
much detail on this because, firstly, it has very little to
do with the bill, if anything at all; and secondly,
because I do not want details on this important issue
being passed on to others, to be quite frank. In terms of
the timeliness of those statistics, I will seek advice on
that, but I would remind Mr O’Donohue that it was this
government, the Andrews Labor government, that
actually introduced the public collection of data on
these sorts of things in our system.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I would be happy for the
house to report progress if the minister wishes to get
advice about why there is a delay in the release of those
statistics. She referred to getting advice about same.
Ms Symes — On a point of order, Acting President,
I am seeking your guidance in relation to the relevance
of contraband statistics to this bill. I believe that I
listened to the question and Mr O’Donohue talked
about drones, contraband and contraband statistics. It is
a bit of a stretch for the purpose of the bill, and I would
ask for your guidance on whether he should be asking
the minister about these things.
Mr O’DONOHUE — On the point of order, Acting
President, I reiterate my previous comment. I have no
interest in elongating this debate any further than is
necessary. Let me just make the case or perhaps explain
it as I see it. The government said in the second-reading
speech that this bill is about drones. Drones are being
used on some occasions to —
Ms Pennicuik — The bill is about many things.
Mr O’DONOHUE — It is about many things; you
are right, Ms Pennicuik. The bill canvasses a range of
things. As the purpose clause of the bill says very
clearly, it amends the Corrections Act 1986, the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 and the Serious
Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act 2009
and deals with a range of things from parole to
terrorism, foreign incursion offences, defensive
homicide, information sharing and changes to the
Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision)
Act, but in relation to the point of order, drones are a
means by which contraband can be delivered to a
prison. There have been publicised examples of that.
The minister provided some examples of that in the
previous debate in the committee. The statistics around
contraband are normally released around four weeks
after the end of the month. That has not yet occurred for
the month of June, and I am interested to know if there
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is a reason why. I think it is directly relevant to the
issue of contraband, which is one of the issues of this
bill.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! According to the advice I have about
Ms Symes’s point of order, there is a little bit in the bill
about what Mr O’Donohue is talking about so I cannot
uphold her point of order. It is up to you, Minister, to
decide what to do. Do you want to report progress or do
you want to continue?
Ms TIERNEY — I do not have an answer on me at
the moment. We are more than happy to support a
report of progress to the house.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Mr O’Donohue, are you moving to report progress or
do you want to continue?
Mr O’DONOHUE — I would like an undertaking
from the minister that she will provide an answer about
when those statistics will provided by the end of the
sitting day, which I do not think should be too hard.
Ms TIERNEY — Mr O’Donohue, I am advised
that data is being collected, but I am also advised that I
cannot give you a definitive date and time as to when
that data collection will be finalised.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I also
have some questions in relation to drones as they
impact youth justice centres. I would like to know: how
far away from the youth justice centres will drones be
banned?
Ms TIERNEY — One hundred and twenty metres,
Ms Crozier.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you, Minister, for that
answer — 120 metres. So that is, I presume, from a
locality boundary. Is it 120 metres from the boundary
or from a radius of the youth justice centre?
Ms TIERNEY — Ms Crozier, I am advised that it is
from the perimeter of the land.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you very much, Minister,
for that response. If that is from the perimeter of a
youth justice centre, I pose to you that the Parkville
youth justice centre is immediately adjacent to the
boundary of the suburb of Brunswick. So will
Brunswick West residents or anyone in the area
adjacent to the boundary of the Parkville youth justice
centre be allowed to use drones, or will they be banned?
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Ms TIERNEY — Ms Crozier, the answer, I am
advised, is that they will not be able to use drones in
that area.

Ms TIERNEY — As I have said, it is the general
manager that would exempt. There are no categories,
and it is at the discretion of the general manager.

Ms CROZIER — Thank you. So just getting
clarification, any resident within 120 metres of the
boundary of a youth justice centre will be prohibited
from using drones in that area?

Ms CROZIER — Thank you, Minister. That is
very vague. It is up to the general manager to give
exemptions, but there must be some categories. If you
are banning drones within 120 metres of boundaries,
then you are giving authority to the general manager of
a youth justice facility. I just need to understand what
those exemptions would be.

Ms TIERNEY — That is my advice, yes.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you. We have also very
close to the Parkville youth justice centre Melbourne
Zoo. In fact it is not too far away. Often photographers
take photographs of Melbourne Zoo. Will they also be
banned from using drones in terms of using
photographic equipment for the purposes of
photographing Melbourne Zoo?
Ms TIERNEY — I do not have the exact distance
between Parkville and the zoo, but I will seek some
advice.
I am advised that there are exemptions and that the
general manager of Parkville can approve those
exemptions. I would imagine that the zoo would be
involved in that.
Ms CROZIER — Could you just confirm to me
what those exemptions are? You have just said the
Parkville manager can approve those exemptions.
Would, for instance, a photographer need to get —
Honourable members interjecting.

Ms TIERNEY — This matter is covered off in
clause 64, which provides for exemptions where a
person is entitled or authorised to use a helicopter under
commonwealth laws; for example, if a permit has been
issued by the Civil Aviation Safety Authority for
medical transport or air ambulance services.
Exemptions may also be granted under regulations. An
officer in charge may also authorise the use of a
remotely piloted aircraft or a helicopter for other lawful
purposes.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you, Minister. I am well
aware of what clause 64 says; it relates to some
emergency procedures. My issue is if a photographer is
using a drone 120 metres from the boundary of the
youth justice facility to do a long-distance shot, for
instance, of the zoo. You are saying the general
manager can give exemptions to that. I just want to
understand the process. If the drone was flying within
the vicinity, and they did not get an exemption, they
would be penalised under this bill. Is that correct?

Ms CROZIER — She is not listening to me, but
anyway —

Ms TIERNEY — I have already answered this
question.

Ms Tierney — Yes, I am hearing. I can do both,
thanks.

Ms CROZIER — Thank you, Minister. I do not
think you have actually answered it very clearly, so I
will go back to the issue about the boundaries and
residents living in the vicinity of the Parkville youth
justice centre. If a child was using a drone in their
backyard, then they would be penalised?

Ms CROZIER — There is no need to be testy about
it —
Ms Tierney — I am not testy at all.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Ms Crozier, have you finished your question?
Continue.
Ms CROZIER — I was just asking what the
process is for somebody to undertake that — that is, the
process of management okaying the exemptions. How
does that get covered off? If the minister could explain
that to me. And who would be exempt?

Ms TIERNEY — As I said, there are exemptions
under the regulations. I have also said that the governor
or the officer in charge of the residential facility may
authorise the use of remotely piloted aircraft and
helicopters for other lawful purposes. In terms of the
point that you raise, Ms Crozier, in terms of a
12-year-old in a street close by the Parkville facility,
there would be an investigation, and clearly there is
discretion in terms of whether it was intentional or not.
Ms CROZIER — Who would undertake that
investigation, Minister?
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Ms TIERNEY — Similar to the raft of questions
you asked prior to the winter break, the answer is the
police.
Ms CROZIER — Minister, I think you are not
taking this very seriously. I mean, this is about
contraband and drones. You have just answered my
question and said that within 120 metres of the
Parkville youth justice centre drones are banned. I have
asked: if a child was playing in their backyard with a
drone, would they be penalised? You have said, ‘No,
they would be under investigation’. I think there are
some legitimate questions here so that the community
can understand what they can and cannot do and how
the community can react to that.
If I could just go back to the point about contraband,
that same child might be able to hit a tennis ball over
the wall into Parkville with contraband. This is a reality,
so drones are an issue.
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Just recently Euroa taxi operator Damien Murphy has
made the decision that he is going to close his taxi
service for Nagambie on 2 December, leaving that town
without a taxi. He has said that this is a direct result of
the impending $2 levy that will have to be put onto
each of the trips that will be undertaken in that town.
Uber does not exist in the township of Nagambie; it is
only a small town. Can you, Minister, indicate to me
please what sort of service guarantee the government
will be able to give to small communities like
Nagambie in relation to situations like this where the
taxi service is going to close due to the regulation of a
Melbourne-based service?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Mr O’Sullivan, we
are dealing with clause 12, and as such we are not
debating the bill as a whole. It is up to the minister if
she wants to reply.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — It has
no impact on clause 12.

Mr Leane — What is the tennis ball and the drone?
Ms CROZIER — I am talking about contraband,
Mr Leane, and it is important.

Committee divided on further suggested
amendments:
Ayes, 18

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Ms Crozier to continue with her question.
Ms CROZIER — It is important that there is some
clarity around what can and cannot be done, and you
have said an investigation would be conducted by
police in terms of a drone being flown by a child. So if I
could just go back to that exemption issue, does that
also apply to a hot air balloon, for instance, if it was
flying over the vicinity?
Progress reported.

COMMERCIAL PASSENGER VEHICLE
INDUSTRY BILL 2017
Committee
Resumed from earlier this day; further discussion of
postponed clause 12 and Mr O’DONOHUE’s
further suggested amendments:

Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr (Teller)
Finn, Mr (Teller)
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms

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

Noes, 20
Barber, Mr
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr

Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr
Patten, Ms (Teller)
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr (Teller)
Springle, Ms
Tierney, Ms

Pairs
Atkinson, Mr

Symes, Ms

1.

Clause 12, line 29, omit “$1” and insert “nil”.

Further suggested amendments negatived.

2.

Clause 12, page 10, line 8, omit “$1” and insert “nil”.

No question put pursuant to standing
order 14.15(2).

Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) — I have
just got one question I would like to ask the minister in
relation to this piece of legislation that is in front of us,
and it is in relation to country services.
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Postponed clause 20
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am
pleased to move my further suggested amendment 4. I
move:
4.

Clause 20, after subclause (2) of that clause, insert—
“( ) Regulations made under this Part may be
disallowed in whole or in part by resolution of
either House of Parliament.”.

This is a standard oversight provision. We believe there
should be oversight of the new tax the Andrews
government is seeking to impose on the industry and
that the Parliament should be able to disallow it in
whole or in part by resolution of either house. I note the
Greens have moved on many occasions a similar
amendment in other contexts. The Legislative Council
is obviously the house of review, and this further
suggested amendment just provides that oversight
function so the Parliament can ultimately keep check of
the new tax this bill seeks to create.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — In relation to
the further suggested amendment moved by
Mr O’Donohue I would like to put on the record that,
yes indeed, the Greens have moved on many occasions
amendments to make certain provisions disallowable
instruments, and the Greens are generally supportive of
additional oversight of either house of Parliament.
However, what we do recognise in relation to this is
that it has been very short notice in terms of being able
to fully integrate the implications of this bill,
particularly in relation to payments to industry
stakeholders. I would certainly encourage the
government to look at this matter as part of a second
tranche of legislation. I think it is useful to have that
level of scrutiny. I also think it is useful that a second
tranche of legislation coming before this house in
relation to commercial passenger vehicles may provide
an opportunity with the time required to investigate
fully the implications and scope of such a matter in a
way that can be looked at.
In this instance we will not be supporting the
amendment. However, we do encourage the
government to seriously look at a disallowance as part
of that second tranche of legislation, because essentially
the additional oversight provided by either house of
Parliament is one that we generally would support.
Ms PULFORD — The government will be
opposing this amendment.
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Committee divided on further suggested
amendment:
Ayes, 18
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr (Teller)
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms

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

Noes, 20
Barber, Mr
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr (Teller)
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr

Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr (Teller)
Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Springle, Ms
Tierney, Ms

Pairs
Atkinson, Mr

Symes, Ms

Further suggested amendment negatived.
No question put pursuant to standing order
14.15(2).
Reported to house with amendments.
Report adopted.
Third reading
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — I am
of the opinion that the third reading of this bill requires
to be passed by an absolute majority. I ask the Clerk to
ring the bells.
Bells rung.
Members having assembled in chamber:
The PRESIDENT — The question is:
That the bill be now read a third time and do pass.

House divided on question:
Ayes, 21
Barber, Mr
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms (Teller)
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Hartland, Ms

Mulino, Mr
Patten, Ms (Teller)
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
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Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms

Noes, 19
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr (Teller)
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms

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

Question agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.
Ordered to be returned to Assembly with message
informing them of decision of house.

CORRECTIONS LEGISLATION
MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENT
BILL 2017
Committee
Resumed from earlier this day; further discussion of
clause 1.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — Just
before the minister moved to report progress I asked a
question about hot air balloons. I am wondering if the
minister could please respond to that. Is that also an
exemption for the governor or the management of the
youth justice facility should a hot air balloon
inadvertently drift over a youth justice facility?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — This
bill does not cover hot air balloons. The issue of hot air
balloons over correctional facilities and youth justice
facilities has not been an issue; the issue has been
helicopters and drones.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you, Minister, for the
clarification. If I can go to the use of helicopters, as you
have just referred to, will police need to be authorised
to fly a helicopter near a youth justice facility — for
instance, if they need to track or catch a young offender
who may have escaped?
Ms TIERNEY — Ms Crozier, police are exempt, as
is the Australian Federal Police.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you, and I think that, as
you said, clause 64 covers that off. In relation to a news
helicopter, would they need to be authorised? If it was a
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TV news helicopter, for instance, would they have to
receive authorisation from management or the
governor?
Ms TIERNEY — Yes, they would.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you very much for that
answer, Minister. Does this not stifle free media and
stop them from reporting on issues such as the
Malmsbury escape, for instance, or the escape from
Beechworth or other escapes that have occurred in
recent times? Does that not stifle the ability for media
to undertake what they need to do if they have got to
receive or get authorisation, particularly in a highly
volatile escape situation?
Ms TIERNEY — This is an operational issue and a
very important one. As you would be aware, many
people who are serving custodial sentences have access
to free-to-air TV, and indeed it is very important to
reduce any possibility of information from one
facility — or coverage from one incident in a facility —
being conveyed to other facilities. I would have thought
that the safe operation of our correctional facilities,
including youth justice, is the imperative of any
government.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you, Minister. I just need
to get some clarification in relation to this. We are
talking about the media’s ability to report on these
events. If they have to receive permission from
management or the governor of a prison, then that is
going to take some time. That therefore stifles their
ability to report on the incident, and you have just
confirmed to me that they need to receive permission,
so could you explain the process of how that would be
undertaken?
Ms TIERNEY — This does not apply to helicopters
that are 120 metres above; this actually deals with
below.
Ms CROZIER — I understand that. So what if a
media helicopter, for instance, inadvertently flew within
that 120-metre zone to capture vision of what was
happening? Would they then be penalised under this
current piece of legislation?
Ms TIERNEY — They would need to demonstrate
grounds that there was a reasonable reason for it, and
obviously they could also be subject to a police
investigation.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Minister, I just have a couple
of questions to clarify information which you helpfully
provided during the committee stage back in June.
Given the effluxion of time, I just want to clarify: have
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there been any drone or helicopter incursions since I
asked that question back in June?
Ms TIERNEY — I have been advised that on
13 June at the Metropolitan Remand Centre staff
noticed a drone hovering over the road in front of the
staff car park, but further investigation revealed the
drone was owned by nearby commercial developers.
The second one was on 3 August. A man was observed
operating a drone in a grassed area adjacent to the Port
Phillip car park. This person was near the car park
waiting for another prison visitor.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Thank you for that
information, Minister. Just by way of follow-up, with
the second incursion do you suspect that perhaps it was
not an accident, that perhaps they had some motivation
for transportation of contraband?
Ms TIERNEY — That incident was on 3 August
and I am advised that that is still under investigation,
and I just do not have that information.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Minister, just on another
matter I raised in the committee stage in June, you
helpfully advised that with the passage of this bill seven
of the Harper review recommendations will have been
implemented, if my memory serves me correctly. Does
that remain the current status of the implementation of
those recommendations?
Ms TIERNEY — I thank the member for his
question. Work has begun on all 35 recommendations,
and as a result of the recent budget every single one of
them has now been funded. The entire reform will be
completed next year. It is seven recommendations that
have been implemented. Twenty-eight are underway,
and these include expanding our post-sentence
supervision scheme to include serious violent offenders,
a new governance authority to provide independent and
rigorous oversight of the scheme and a multi-agency
panel with legislative obligations to share information
and coordinate service delivery. There will be reforms
also to service delivery and operations, including earlier
assessment and treatment models for serious offenders,
and there will be new specialist facilities and
community accommodation options for post-sentence
offenders, including the new 20-bed facility being built
near Ararat. Most of this is dependent on legislation.
Bills are due to be presented to Parliament later this
year and early next year. All reforms will have been
delivered in full by next year, as we have consistently
said we would do.
Ms CROZIER — Minister, just in relation to the
authorisation for media outlets that I referred to in my
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previous question, I note that in the bill the Governor
may give authorisation for that to occur. Could you just
explain what that authorisation process is?
Ms TIERNEY — I am advised that those aspects of
the bill that have an impact will be incorporated into
procedures, and they are being developed.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you, Minister. Just to
confirm: at this point in time are there no policies or
procedures for the authorisation of those who want to
fly over youth justice facilities or prisons — for
example, the media, who might be reporting on an
incident. They are yet to be developed?
Ms TIERNEY — The commonwealth actually
operates the space they normally fly in, but leaving that
to one side this bill has not gone through the
Parliament, so those processes have not been finalised.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you, Minister, for your
response, but I think this is important for those who
have an interest. We know there has been, for instance,
a mass escape from Malmsbury under your
government. That had a huge amount of media interest,
and I do not think the media expect to have no
procedures or understanding of what they need to do
should this bill go through. You have not developed
policies or procedures as yet, so could you give an
undertaking to the house as to how long those policies
and procedures in relation to authorisation are going to
take?
Ms TIERNEY — The bill does not stop helicopters
flying 120 metres and above. That is Civil Aviation
Safety Authority space. But in terms of the procedures
that you are particularly interested in, there is a
commitment that we will engage with a whole range of
stakeholders, particularly the media, and we look
forward to their input.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you for that undertaking,
Minister. In relation to your consultation process for
those households that are close to Parkville youth
justice centre in Brunswick West, for instance, how
many households or businesses will be affected by
coming within the 120-metre zone that you spoke about
earlier in relation to what this bill will confine the area
to?
Ms TIERNEY — I do not have that level of detail
before me, but with everything that we do that is
connected to the community there will be community
consultations, and we in Corrections Victoria have got a
fine track record with respect to that.
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Ms CROZIER — I take it that no consultation has
been undertaken to this point, so when will that occur?
Ms TIERNEY — That will commence once the bill
passes through the house, but I am confident that those
who want to participate in that stakeholder conversation
will be able to do so in a very full and frank way.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 65 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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the Building Act 1993 and the Building Amendment
(Enforcement and Other Measures) Act 2017.
Human rights issues
There are no human rights protected under the charter that are
relevant to this bill. I therefore consider that this bill is
compatible with the charter.
The Hon. Philip Dalidakis, MP
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade

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

PLANNING AND BUILDING
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (HOUSING
AFFORDABILITY AND OTHER MATTERS)
BILL 2017
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Ms TIERNEY
(Minister for Training and Skills); by leave, ordered
to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
tabled following statement in accordance with
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Planning and
Building Legislation Amendment (Housing Affordability and
Other Matters) Bill 2017.
In my opinion, the Planning and Building Legislation
Amendment (Housing Affordability and Other Matters) Bill
2017, 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 main purposes of the Planning and Building Legislation
Amendment (Housing Affordability and Other Matters) Bill
2017 (bill) are to amend the Planning and Environment Act
1987 to facilitate affordable housing supply; modify the
requirements for determining certain applications to amend
wind farm permits; and make miscellaneous amendments to

Incorporated speech as follows:
This Planning and Building Legislation Amendment
(Housing Affordability and Other Matters) Bill 2017
introduces amendments to both the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 and the Building Act 1993 and related
building legislation. It contains provisions relating to
affordable housing (which I will discuss shortly), minor
building-related amendments and provisions to facilitate the
processing of variations to certain wind farm permits.
Firstly, I would like to draw your attention to the important
issue of affordable housing. Everyone deserves the safety and
security of their own home, but for many Victorians that
dream has become increasingly elusive. So, the Andrews
government is doing what we can to build a brighter, more
sustainable future, and to help more people break into the
housing market.
We recently announced a series of sweeping reforms through
the Victorian housing strategy Homes for Victorians:
Affordability, Access and Choice that will deliver lasting
benefits across Victoria. The reforms target housing
affordability and choice, and the long-term planning for
housing and growth across Melbourne and the regions.
The strategy has a number of significant reforms. We
understand that developers want to give something back to the
community they are investing in. Providing affordable housing
to Victorians who need it most is a great way of ensuring that
the community benefits from new development. We are going
to encourage a voluntary benefits scheme, and develop a clear
framework for how these arrangements can be applied. This
will include amending the Victorian planning provisions and
state planning policy framework to give statutory effect to their
delivery as a legitimate planning outcome.
This bill proposes to amend the Planning and Environment
Act 1987 to establish a clear framework for voluntary
arrangements relating to affordable housing. These reforms
propose to insert a legal definition of ‘affordable housing’
into the act, and also make it a specific objective of the act to
facilitate affordable housing. The reforms will also insert new

ADJOURNMENT
Thursday, 10 August 2017
provisions to enable a council to enter into a voluntary
agreement with a landowner for the development or provision
of land for affordable housing.
This framework will give developers, the community and
local councils certainty about how a voluntary contributions
scheme will be applied to support the development of land for
affordable housing.
To support these legislative reforms, an order in council will
be prepared to provide an explanation of the definition.
Non-statutory ministerial guidelines will be developed to
provide guidance on matters that a council may have regard
to when negotiating an agreement. Lastly, a model agreement
will be prepared to encourage ‘best practice’ and to provide
consistency.
Amendments to called-in wind farm permits
The bill also contains important amendments which will
streamline the process for amending wind farm planning
permits. The proposed changes in process will only apply to
applications to amend wind farm permits that have been
issued by the minister after being called in for determination.
Currently it is mandatory that any objection to an application
to amend a called-in permit be referred to a planning panel
where that objection is made within time. The panel must
hold a hearing and give interested parties the opportunity to
be heard. The panel process takes several months minimum
due to the hearing process, and the time taken to write the
panel report. This process can also increase an applicant’s
costs, due to the need for legal representation, expert witness
reports and panel costs.
In contrast, where a permit is granted by a council (rather than
being called in and granted by the minister), any objections to
an application to amend that permit will not require a panel
process. That is, the amendment application in that case can
be decided without a panel process, even if there are
objections.
Applications to amend called-in permits for wind farms have
highlighted the time delay and cost issues with the mandatory
panel process. There can be high demand from wind farm
permit holders to amend their called-in permits, for example,
to use larger turbines and reduce the number of turbines.
The proposed changes to the act will enable planning
schemes to specify certain classes of applications to amend
called-in wind farm permits that will be exempt from the
requirement to refer objections to a panel. Objections may
still be lodged in relation to those amendment applications,
and the minister will still be required to consider those
objections as part of the decision-making process on the
application.
The proposed changes to the act will also provide that for
amendment applications in the specified class that are not
exempt, any objections to those applications will instead be
referred to a standing advisory committee established under
the act, instead of a panel. The committee will provide
transparent and independent advice to the minister, and will
be directed to report within a specified time frame.
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Building legislation amendments
Clause 11 of the bill amends section 180 of the Building Act
1993. The current provision provides for immediate
suspension of a registered building practitioner if the
practitioner is insolvent under administration or is an officer
of a body corporate that is insolvent under administration. But
advice indicates that the way the provision has been drafted
does not, as a matter of law, provide a ground for immediate
suspension if a registered building practitioner is an officer of
a body corporate that is under external administration within
the meaning of the corporations law. The amendment corrects
this technical problem so that there are grounds for immediate
suspension of a registered building practitioner who is a
natural person if the practitioner is an insolvent under
administration or is an officer of a body corporate that is
subject to external administration within the meaning of the
Corporations Act 2001.
Clauses 12 and 13 have the effect of excluding the ability of a
local council to prosecute the indictable offence in
section 16B of the act. The government is committed to only
prosecuting the indictable offence in the most serious of
cases. This commitment is secured through the operational
policy of the Victorian Building Authority (VBA). The
amendment means that operational policy concerning the
indictable offence will be centralised with the VBA.
Furthermore councils are not well equipped to investigate and
prosecute indictable offences. Where a council or municipal
building surveyor believes an indictable offence may have
been committed in its municipality it can refer the matter to
VBA. VBA will then consider the issue in light of its
operational policy and may take up the matter, or, if it
considers the indictable offence should not be prosecuted,
may take other enforcement action, or may refer the matter
back to council to action, as is appropriate. VBA will shortly
circulate its updated operational policy on the indictable
offence to councils.
I commend the bill to the house.

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

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

Bendigo Health
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Health in the other place. The action I seek is that she
immediately release the report of Safer Care Victoria
into what has happened in Bendigo Health in regard to
microbiology services being moved off site and down
to Melbourne, which she had Safer Care Victoria
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investigate. There was a report on Saturday in the
Bendigo Advertiser that:
… Safer Care Victoria chief executive officer Euan Wallace
said the organisation had handed down its report but did not
expand on its recommendations.

He went on to say:
Safer Care has been involved in the pathology investigation at
Bendigo Health as you know and our work is finished and our
report has been finalised and provided.

This is a matter of great concern, one that I have raised
in this chamber before. In fact it was the repeated
raising of it here and in the community that led to the
investigation request by the minister of Safer Care
Victoria. So it is only appropriate that this report now
be released so that everyone can understand the
implications of the movement off site and down to
Melbourne of these microbiology services. This is an
important issue. It has been raised in the context of
patient safety, being able to get these results in quick
time and also the fact that being able to do them on site
in relation to a single cohort of patients has led to
identification of clusters of concern that will not have
the same capacity to be investigated and identified if the
results are down in Melbourne along with those of the
whole rest of the state.
It does come on the back of a very concerning time at
Bendigo Health in general. The most recent
performance results, released last week, show that
compared to the same time last year the elective surgery
waiting list is up by 7 per cent to 1340 patients, the
proportion of elective surgery patients treated within
clinically appropriate times is down 7 per cent to 79 per
cent, and the median time to treatment for all elective
surgery patients is up 27 per cent to 37 days. That is an
additional eight days.
This is in the context of a very reckless transition to
replacing operating theatre anaesthetic technicians with
anaesthetic nurses, which led to the withdrawal of
neonatal surgical services, and a botched
implementation of digital medical records, all in the
context of a great decline in staff morale and further
concerns raised about the risk to patient safety and
quality. Today the board has announced that the CEO’s
employment has been terminated.
Daniel Andrews clearly has not provided the guidance
and the leadership that is required at Bendigo Health,
and certainly the board has not provided that guidance
and leadership. We need the information from the
minister in relation to this issue in regard to the Safer
Care Victoria report.
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Northern Victoria Region roads
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) — I rise to raise a
matter for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety in
the other place. My action for the minister is to ask him
to outline to the house the time line and location of the
massive investment by the Andrews Labor government
in maintenance of the roads of northern Victoria in my
electorate. Today as I drive around my electorate of
Northern Victoria Region I see the long-term effect on
our roads brought about by the neglect of the previous
coalition government. They took an axe to rural and
regional roads funding when in office. After just two
years of the previous coalition government, the
VicRoads pavement surface treatment budget had
fallen by $50 million — $50 million under their watch.
I am, however, pleased to advise the house that the
current minister for roads, the Honourable Luke
Donnellan in the other place, has not forgotten about
regional and rural Victorian roads and the vital role they
play in our communities, in our state and in our
economy. Since coming to office the Andrews Labor
government has doubled spending on road
maintenance. In fact in the 2016–17 budget year we
saw a pavement surface treatment budget allocation of
a then record $210 million.
But our sound economic management has allowed for
an even bigger allocation in this year’s budget for the
VicRoads pavement surface treatment program,
$394 million. Additionally, the 2017–18 budget
allocates more than $500 million to rebuild the state’s
regional road network, doubling road maintenance
investment, upgrading bridges and constructing some
new bypasses. Over the next 12 months VicRoads will
be doing more pavement work than has been done in
decades. More than 850 kilometres of deteriorating
roads in regional Victoria will benefit from a
$260 million maintenance boost for repair and
resurfacing. I ask if the minister could update the house
on the time line and location of those works,
particularly in my electorate of Northern Victoria
Region.
The PRESIDENT — Can I just indicate that I have
obviously shown some latitude in the sense that
Mr Gepp is a new member, but that was remarkably
like a set speech. Particularly when it went into budget
allocations and so forth, he actually provided a lot of
information that is government information. In future
adjournment items if Mr Gepp could just focus on
providing the context for his question without so much
of a set speech.
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V/Line services
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Public Transport, the Honourable Jacinta Allan. The
matter I want to bring to her attention is in relation to
capacity on our regional train sets, particularly the
Waurn Ponds to Southern Cross service. I raise this
matter with the minister and I foreshadow an action that
we are seeking more train sets and more carriages per
service in peak times.
I refer the chamber to the Victorian Auditor-General’s
Office (VAGO) report entitled V/Line Passenger
Services. The report indicates that:
V/Line has failed to meet key service criteria for the
operational performance of its passenger services, as specified
in its services agreement and in state budget papers,
particularly during the period July 2015 to March 2017.

The Auditor-General goes on to say:
During the current services agreement, V/Line has not been
able to consistently meet punctuality targets for its train
services.

It goes on to say:
This was highlighted during early 2016 when, despite the
wheel wear and boom gate problems — and the replacement
of 350 trains with coaches …

So we had this problem associated with wheel wear on
the tracks which everyone in this chamber will be
familiar with, but the real issue I want action from the
minister on is: what do we do in the short term in
relation to peak hour where there are more passengers
than capacity in our carriages? We know this is true
particularly on the Waurn Ponds to Southern Cross line.
I note that Paul Westcott from the Public Transport
Users Association has indicated that perhaps another set
of carriages — a three-set of carriages — could be
provided for those peak periods.
I firmly believe passengers deserve a seat, particularly
for longer distance services. They deserve some room
to be able to move, and they deserve a quality of service
which V/Line at this current time is obviously not
providing. There is no doubt that passengers at those
peak times on that Geelong service are being treated
like cattle. In fact I suspect cattle have more
opportunity to move around in cattle trucks than
passengers do on these services.
Given VAGO’s quite damning report on V/Line
services at the moment for regional Victoria — I have
talked about the Waurn Ponds service, and my
colleague Mr Morris will perhaps talk about the
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Ballarat service at a different point in time — we need
different sets of carriages to be able to cater for peak
times. I call on the minister to investigate and provide
those additional carriages at peak service times for the
Waurn Ponds to Southern Cross service.

Fawkner Primary School
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Education. Recently I had the pleasure of visiting
Fawkner Primary School in my electorate, a vibrant
multicultural school and school community. It is
certainly an area that is due for its fair share of growth
amongst young families. The problem, though, is the
condition of the school’s buildings. The architectural
style is quite familiar to me because it is the same
construction as the classrooms that I occupied when I
was at school in the 1980s and which were quite
possibly built in the 1960s. It is now 2017. It is very
obvious that the floors are shifting, the roofs in some
areas are subsiding and it is only the window frames
that are holding the buildings square, but then there are
quite a few problems with the window frames as well,
which appear to be on their last legs.
The state of this school should not be seen as a matter
of embarrassment to the community. The state of this
school should be seen as a matter of embarrassment to
the Labor Party. The community must really be
wondering, ‘When will it be our turn to get just a basic,
decent standard of classroom?’. It cannot be a patch-up
job or a renovation rescue. The entirety of the main
school building, in my view, would have to be replaced.
They have had no new facilities with one exception,
and that was the classrooms that were funded by the
federal Labor and Greens program known as Building
the Education Revolution. There is quite a bit of
adjoining public land, which over time is going to make
this a real community hub. Moreland council is doing
its bit for the open space and sporting facilities with a
master plan that it is preparing.
It is now time for the member for Broadmeadows in the
Assembly to actually step up to the plate and advocate
on behalf of his community. He is always there when
the news is good and there is a positive photo
opportunity, but he is very hard to pin down when it
comes to these sorts of problems where he might
actually have to burn some of his personal political
capital in order to get an outcome for his community.
Labor is very big on the working-class mythology and
the rest of it, but the fact is that it has neglected this
small corner of the Broadmeadows electorate. It is well
and truly this community’s time to receive some
funding. They need a minister as well as a local
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member who are actually willing to acknowledge
problems, roll up their sleeves and in an unglamorous
way work through the system, work through the
funding allocations and get the money that this school
needs for its new buildings.

Firearm permits
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Police. Permits for category C firearms, shotguns in this
instance, can be given to shooters to allow them to use
semi-automatic shotguns at shooting ranges only. The
permits are issued to those with a medical reason, such
as that the use of a recoil or gas-operated firearm will
not aggravate their injury as much — think of a
shoulder reconstruction as an example. Unfortunately
these medical conditions do not only exist at the range.
The people that are afflicted with them have to live with
them all the time. Given the recent invasive animal
inquiry recommendations and the existence of the
medical requirements for the permits, I call on the
minister to investigate allowing those who qualify for
category C permits for club use to use those same
firearms for field use.

State Revenue Office
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Treasurer, and it is
regarding the lack of payment options listed on land tax
assessment notices for people without credit cards or
internet facilities. My request of the Treasurer is that he
direct the State Revenue Office (SRO) to list all
payment options currently available to customers,
including payment at a bank, on land tax assessment
notices.
In May this year I was contacted by a constituent,
Mr Robert Dodds, who was attempting to pay his land
tax assessment bill. Mr Dodds does not own a credit
card or have access to the internet, so you can imagine
his frustration when the only payment options listed on
his assessment notice were to pay via BPAY, with a
credit card or online with BPAY View. A further option
listed, to visit the State Revenue Office website at
sro.vic.gov.au/paylandtax for alternative payment
options, was of little use to Mr Dodds, who as I said
does not have access to the internet. Thankfully one of
my staff ascertained for Mr Dodds that he could
actually pay the bill at any Westpac bank branch
without fees or at any other bank, where fees would
apply.
In response to Mr Dodd’s issue I raised the matter with
the Treasurer by letter on 1 June 2017. His reply
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incorporated a letter from the commissioner for state
revenue, Paul Broderick, who stated:
The option of paying at the Westpac or another bank is not
listed on the 2017 land tax assessment notice. This is to
promote customers’ use of electronic payments and
discourage the use of paper-based payments such as cheques.
The SRO is moving towards a digital future and providing
streamlined digital services that will fully replace the more
time-consuming and costly paper-based alternatives. While
the bank payment option is not listed on the assessment
notice, it is still an available payment option for customers
who are not able to use electronic banking methods.

This last point by Mr Broderick is at the heart of an
issue faced by many thousands of Victorians like
Mr Dodds: how can they possibly know of an alternate
payment method when the information about that
option is only available via a platform they cannot
access?
While I can understand the desire of the State Revenue
Office and other government agencies to encourage
electronic payments, my concern is for my constituents,
as Greater Shepparton ranks amongst the lowest areas
of home internet connectivity in Victoria. The 2016
Australian Bureau Statistics census found that 19.1 per
cent of homes — one in five — in Greater Shepparton
are not connected to the internet, which is well above
the state average of 13.6 per cent and the national
average of 14.1 per cent.
The decision to delete a legitimate and still available
payment option from appearing on land tax notices has
proven to be short-sighted and has only caused angst
for Victorians, including our elderly. I ask the Treasurer
to direct the State Revenue Office to list all payment
options currently available to customers, including
payment at a bank, on land tax assessment notices.
The PRESIDENT — I concur with an aside that the
minister made to me that that was also very close to —
in fact I daresay was — a set speech.

Calder Freeway
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and it concerns representations I have
received recently from the Calder Action Group, which
is a group of people who have gotten together over a
period of time and campaigned for improvements to the
Calder Freeway — improvements we most certainly
need.
The increasing population in Sunbury and the
increasing population in the surrounds of Hillside and
places such as that have meant that the traffic levels
have also risen significantly. It is not unusual at all to
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see huge numbers of cars banked back, trying to get off
the Calder at Calder Park Drive. Indeed it can be quite
dangerous, particularly on a wet day, sailing along up
the Calder; you might sail up the back of a car that has
stopped to get off at that particular road.
Calder Park Drive was not much more than a goat track
in days not all that long ago, but it is now one of the
main thoroughfares of a booming part of the western
suburbs. It is, I think, worth giving some consideration
to an overpass at this particular road, Calder Park Drive.
Calder Park Drive is of course right next to the
Thunderdome, as we lovingly know it, and that adds to
the pressure on it when there are gatherings at that
particular venue.
As things stand at the moment, the population
continues to grow at a rapid rate, and the traffic levels
are making it not just difficult but very dangerous for
motorists on the Calder Freeway and on Calder Park
Drive to access that part of the western suburbs, where
many of them live.
I ask the minister to have a look at the traffic numbers,
to have a look at the problems that have been created as
a result of a population increase without an
infrastructure increase and to give some very serious
consideration to what can be done to build an overpass
at Calder Park Drive. I have no doubt that if he were to
give that the serious and due consideration that is
needed, he would come to the view, as have my
constituents in the Calder Action Group, that a Calder
Park Drive overpass is needed.

Aurora estate, Epping
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter today is for the Minister for
Planning, and it concerns the Aurora housing estate in
Epping North, which is in Northern Metropolitan
Region. This estate is managed by Development
Victoria. I have had approaches from Mr Kernaghan
and Ms Twyford, both residents there, just as I have
had from several other residents, about fibre to the
home in Aurora. This is an estate that was launched
under the former Labor government and that just about
promised the world. Justin Madden was the minister at
the time. They talked about easy access to the freeway,
lightning-fast internet, a new train station and a whole
range of things for this new estate in Epping North,
none of which have come good.
In terms of fibre to the home, residents are getting very,
very poor service — so much so that kids are struggling
to complete their homework using the internet service
provider. They cannot get access to Netflix, Facebook
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or videos, or to anything that helps them with their
studies. What has happened is that the Labor members
in the northern suburbs have gone absolutely quiet on
this. This is a project that they promoted as being the
bee’s knees for the northern suburbs, and they have
failed to deliver.
These residents have said to me that they have been
trying to talk to Development Victoria, formerly Places
Victoria, for a long time. They have had many, many
months of discussions about how they are going to fix
up their internet service, provided through
Development Victoria, and they are getting no response
at all.
The action I seek, therefore, is that the Minister for
Planning intervene, talk to Development Victoria and
fix this matter up so that at the very least the things that
the then Labor government promised will be delivered
to these people in the Aurora estate and the kids, the
future of this state, can at least do their homework
efficiently using reasonable internet access. I call on the
minister to intervene to get this matter sorted out and to
come back to me on what the solution is.

Cardinia transport infrastructure
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I have
received representations from a Mr Niewand of
Pakenham, who has asked me to raise with the
government the transportation issues for those in the
Cardinia growth corridor seeking to access
Melbourne — or in his case just Mount Waverley. This
matter is for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety,
Minister Donnellan.
Mr Niewand has recounted to me some of the
commuting challenges he has in trying to access work,
including how slow accessing work can be on the
Monash Freeway, particularly with the upgrade works
that are taking place at the moment. While we all accept
there needs to be some disruption to normal travel times
with works that take place, Mr Niewand is concerned
that at times when the road network has been
compromised because of those works the rail network
has been unreliable, faulty and not operating to the
timetable. He is surprised at the lack of on-road cycling
networks there are for people who, like him, have an
interest in cycling as an alternative.
The action I would seek from the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety is that he consider the current
framework for managing construction along the
Monash Freeway and whether there are any ways to
change that to accommodate the greater traffic flows,
particularly during peak time. I also request that he
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provide advice to me about what work the government
has planned to enable cyclists to take pressure off our
roads and rail system by commuting via cycle
networks, which would obviously benefit the health of
the community and help take the pressure off those
other modes of transportation.
The PRESIDENT — Can I get you to use the word
‘review’ rather than ‘consider’?
Mr O’DONOHUE — Thank you, President. I ask
the minister to review.
The PRESIDENT — You were, to some extent,
going for two bites of the cherry. I trust that the minister
will see a connection between the two things you were
seeking.

Energy prices
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this afternoon is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change,
Minister D’Ambrosio, and the action I am seeking from
the minister is in relation to providing some comfort to
some big companies in relation to their energy costs. I
will come back to a more precise action.
As we know, power prices and gas prices are
continuing to go up right around the state, and that is
putting an enormous amount of pressure on families
and also on businesses. Tonight I want to talk about two
particular businesses that are going to increasingly
come under threat.
The Bendigo Manufacturing Group, obviously from
Bendigo, is the largest manufacturing group in
Bendigo. They are looking to expand their operations
with a $250 million investment in what they do, but one
of the things they are certainly concerned about is the
prospect of undertaking that investment with the threat
of increased power prices over their head. Mark
Brennan, the chairman of the group, made comment
that they are looking for a review of what the costs are
and what the government is going to do to address the
ongoing rise of these costs, which is absolutely true.
Another company, Mooroopna’s Gouge Linen and
Garment Services, employs 150 people. The Premier
said that their costs would only go up by 4 per cent for
power; unfortunately they have gone up by 272 per
cent. That is a lot more than what the Premier said it
was going to. Their gas prices have gone up by 168 per
cent, and this equates to an extra $300 000 a year that
this family business has got to come up with in terms of
paying the energy costs.

Thursday, 10 August 2017

What I am looking for is for the minister to meet with
these companies to provide some sort of comfort and to
give them some sort of guidance as to how they can
continue their operations, continue to invest and
continue to employ people in an environment where we
see power prices and gas prices absolutely going
through the roof.

Palliative care
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My matter
is for the Minister for Health in the other place, and it
concerns the provision of palliative care in Victoria. As
people will know, I was health minister, and it is an
area that I believe has great significance. In the period
leading up to 2010 we made a promise to introduce a
package for palliative care of $34.8 million, as I recall
it. We delivered in full every cent of that additional
capacity and additional money to provide palliative care
services. Prior to the 2014 election we made a
commitment of $66 million, which was not matched by
the then Labor opposition. I do not know that they
made any commitments on palliative care, because
there is no sign that they have delivered any additional
capacity given the fact that the population is growing
and ageing. Palliative care is not only about ageing, but
it is one factor that contributes to the significant
demand. In fact all indications are that Labor has cut
funding to palliative care, and certainly it has been cut
on a population basis over the recent period.
Palliative care, I hasten to add, should be provided in
many cases in the community and with services that are
close to people providing the support for families and
people at an end-of-life point. Palliative care is not the
same as the euthanasia bill that the government is
discussing, or the assisted euthanasia bill or whatever
description you wish to put on that particular bill, but it
does cut across many of the matters around that bill.
I make the point that the government should be funding
palliative care more strongly. I know that Palliative
Care Victoria has communicated with me, as I think it
has with many others. It requires an additional
$65 million per year to ensure that there are sufficient
resources to make sure that palliative care can be
provided when needed, so I would have thought that a
very baseline step for the government would be to meet
those requests of Palliative Care Victoria to ensure that
there is sufficient palliative care support that is
available in the period going forward.
Whatever people’s views about the foreshadowed bill,
and whatever their views about the lines and the
interrelationship with palliative care, I would have
hoped that there would be broad support for that
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additional provision of funding, but it is pretty clear that
the government has no commitment to palliative care. I
think the sector has not had the support that they seek,
so what I seek from the minister very specifically is a
review of palliative care funding and the additional
money that has been requested by Palliative Care
Victoria to be provided.

Responses
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — This evening I have received the
following adjournment items: from Ms Wooldridge
directed to the Minister for Health, from Mr Gepp
directed to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety,
from Mr Ramsay directed to the Minister for Public
Transport and from Mr Barber directed to the Minister
for Education.
I make the point to Mr Barber that the Andrews
government has in fact invested now more than
$2.5 billion into schools in upgrading our schools
across Victoria. The average expenditure in our first
three budgets is $843 million in school infrastructure
funding compared to the coalition’s $237 million a year
in their first three budgets. We were left with a very
significant backlog. Mr Barber and I do share an
electorate. I make the point that the election
commitments made by the Liberal Party at the time in
relation to schools did not include a single school in
Northern Metropolitan Region — not one school was
on the Liberal Party election commitments.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — I am absolutely sure about that,
Mr Ondarchie. To your embarrassment, there was not a
single school in Northern Metropolitan Region on the
list of election commitments from the Liberal Party, so
inevitably there was a huge backlog because not a great
deal got done in our electorate during the time of the
previous government.
We are now attending to these significant matters, and
to give you some context there has been more than
$60 million invested in schools across Northern
Metropolitan Region compared to $25 million over the
four years of the previous Liberal government. There is
enormous work going on in relation to making sure that
working-class areas, as you referred to them, and also
other parts of Northern Metropolitan Region do get the
funding they need to ensure that every child in this state
gets the same opportunities for education. In relation to
the Fawkner Primary School issues, obviously local
members in our government are very happy to assist
with that as well, as the Minister for Education seeks to
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ensure that we can continue to modernise and upgrade
our schools right across the state to make sure children
are getting quality education.
In relation to other matters, Mr Bourman raised an issue
for the Minister for Police. Ms Lovell raised a matter
for the Treasurer. Mr Finn raised a matter for the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety. Mr Ondarchie
raised a matter for the Minister for Planning. He dealt
with a lot of issues to do with the national broadband
network but failed to make mention of the fact that
people are experiencing issues around access to the
internet right across the country because of the federal
government’s failures to undertake matters in relation
to these issues. I am happy to refer the matter to the
Minister for Planning for a response.
I received an adjournment matter from Mr O’Donohue
directed to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
Mr O’Sullivan raised a matter for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change. Mr Davis
raised a matter for the Minister for Health. Whilst I will
obviously refer that matter to the minister, Mr Davis
made some suggestions that there had been a cut in
funding to palliative care. I refer him to a media release
of 1 March of this year in which the Premier announced
$5 million in funding for community palliative agencies
to provide at-home palliative care to support more
Victorians with a terminal illness to be cared for and die
in their place of choice. That is a very recent
announcement, and it is in fact supported by a new
end-of-life and palliative care framework, supported by
$7.2 million in funding to increase the options for
people dying at home. There has in fact been further
investment by our government, but I can refer that
matter to the Minister for Health for further details.
The PRESIDENT — On that basis, the house
stands adjourned.
House adjourned 4.51 p.m. until Tuesday,
22 August.
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WRITTEN RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Responses have been incorporated in the form provided to Hansard and received in the period shown.

23 June to 10 August 2017
Electricity supply
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Bourman
Special Minister of State
11 May 2017

RESPONSE:
The “Power outages — know how to prepare and be safe” pamphlet, published in 2016, was produced as part of
the Victorian Government’s Summer Fire Campaign run each summer fire season. The campaigns focus is one of
safety and to help people find information they need quickly.
The publication of the pamphlet does not relate in any way to the closure of the Hazelwood power station, however
forms part of the response to the Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission recommendations, which identified
community education as critical to ensure Victorians are well-informed about how they respond to the threat of
bushfires, following the devastating 2009 Black Saturday bushfires.
The brochure is distributed throughout councils and community groups across regional and rural Victoria and is
deemed particularly important during the period of Total Fire Ban days in which electricity network settings are
altered to prevent reconnection of power in the event of a fault in high bushfire areas.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
Victoria’s energy security is strengthened as a participant of the National Electricity Market, which is subject to
regulatory arrangements that ensure security of supply. However, in the event of Victoria and South Australia
experiencing extreme energy demand, Victoria’s energy supply will be reserved for Victorians.
It is important to note that the closure of the Hazelwood power station will not compromise Victoria’s security and
reliability of energy supply. There are power generation resources available in Victoria that are currently not
operating at all, or to their full capacity, that can be made available to replace the power that was supplied by
Hazelwood.
Victoria has just under 12 000MW of generation capacity without Hazelwood power station. For context, the
maximum demand recorded in Victoria was on 29 January 2009, the week of Black Saturday, was just under
10 500MW.
The Australian Energy Market Operator has also advised that the closure of Hazelwood power station will not
compromise the security of the Victorian electricity system nor the broader National Electricity Market.

Regional community consultation
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Purcell
Minister for Regional Development
22 June 2017

RESPONSE:
VicRoads lowered the speed limit on the Princes Highway through Killarney earlier this month following
approaches by local residents concerned with road safety when trying to turn onto and from the Princes Highway
from side roads, private driveways and businesses. The speed of traffic on the highway in this section was causing
concerns leading to dangerous situations.
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VicRoads reviewed the limit against the speed zone guidelines and discussed the proposed change with local Police
and officers from the Moyne Shire who live, work and travel in the area.
In June 2017, I finalised a review of the Victorian speed limit guidelines with VicRoads, in which a greater
emphasis has been placed on engaging with the community more broadly in the assessment and identification of
speed limits across Victoria.
Whilst not everyone in the community will always agree with changes in speed limits, this Government, through
the release of this change in the improved VicRoads guidelines for setting speed limits, expects that the community
will be able to have a positive discussion as to decisions made on the road network with VicRoads.
VicRoads is focused on listening to Regional Victoria. VicRoads is touring Regional Victoria speaking to as many
people as possible to ensure the Government is making well balanced and informed decisions about where we
invest on the road network.

National firearms amnesty
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Young
Minister for Corrections
22 June 2017

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
The implementation of the National Firearms Amnesty is an operational matter for Victoria Police. I am advised by
Victoria Police that it has adopted a model that encourages people to surrender to nominated licensed firearms
dealers, while still allowing any dealer to participate.
Victoria Police advises that in April 2017, all licensed firearm dealers were invited to nominate to participate in the
Amnesty. While all dealers are able to accept surrendered items, for safety and security reasons, dealers who were
able satisfy the following criteria were able to have the details of their dealership disclosed in the Amnesty’s public
information material:
– Sufficient storage to accommodate a set number of surrendered firearms;
– History of compliance with record keeping requirements;
– Appropriate security measures and procedures to deal with an increase in the number of people surrendering
firearms and flow-on impacts for storage;
– Set trading hours at an establishment that has a shopfront; and
– Strong engagement with the local Victoria Police Divisional Firearms Officer.
Dealers who opted in were required to agree to greater reporting requirements for the duration of the Amnesty and
arrangements for the collection and transportation of items that are surrendered for destruction.
I am further advised that 34 dealers nominated to participate, however three were excluded as they did not operate
from a shopfront. This would have meant that a residential address would have been provided in public material,
which presented an unacceptable risk. Victoria Police contacted the three dealers to advise they were still able to
participate in the Amnesty but police would not make their information available through the Amnesty website and
associated material.
In June 2017, Victoria Police’s Licensing and Regulation Division again wrote to all firearms dealers and provided
a detailed Amnesty Guide, Amnesty reporting templates and promotional resources which are also available on the
Victoria Police website.
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RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
Victoria Police advises there have been no changes to the fees that firearms dealers can charge during the amnesty
period. Dealers have been advised that ‘Permit to Acquire’ fees and fees associated with the temporary storage of
firearms have not changed.

Prison programs
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Corrections
23 June 2017

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
It is inappropriate to comment on individual prisoners and their management by Corrections Victoria.

Corrections system
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Wooldridge
Minister for Corrections
23 June 2017

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
Under the Andrews Government, more searches for contraband are occurring than ever before, resulting in the
increased detection of all types of contraband. In the 2016 financial year the Security and Emergency Services
Group conducted over 81 000 searches of prisoners, prison areas and visitors. This is in addition to the thousands of
searches routinely conducted by local prison staff every year.
Corrections Victoria detects contraband by:
– intelligence-led searching
– drug detection dogs
– advanced technology, such as ion scanners and microwave and thermal imaging.
In an effort to combat emerging threats, in June 2017 we began debating a bill that will ban drones from flying near
prisons — an Australian first, which will further bolster our detection capabilities.
Prisons are very complex environments, with Correction Victoria’s dedicated staff required to manage complex
and violent prisoners.
This government has invested in more staff, with better training and the latest equipment, which is in stark contrast
to the previous government.
This has resulted in a strengthened dynamic security approach and a heightened ability to respond swiftly to such
behaviours. As such, both serious staff assaults and serious prisoner on prisoner assaults reduced from the 2015
financial year to the 2016 financial year.
All assaults and other incidents in the prison system are treated seriously and prisoners clearly understand that such
behaviours will have consequences, with allegations of criminal conduct being referred to Victoria Police.
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Supervised injecting facilities
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Hartland
Minister for Families and Children
23 June 2017

RESPONSE:
The Department of Health and Human Services has informed City of Yarra of additional clean ups being funded in
North Richmond, which we understand is having a positive effect.
On 22 February 2017, the Government supported a motion to refer the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
Amendment (Pilot Medically Supervised Injecting Centre) Bill 2017 to the Legal and Social Issues Committee of
Parliament for review and consideration. The Government will carefully consider the recommendations of this
Committee following delivery of the final report in September 2017.

Dinjerra Primary School
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Hartland
Minister for Training and Skills
23 June 2017

RESPONSE:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to providing high quality learning and teaching environments for all
Victorians, regardless of their personal background or where they live. This commitment has been demonstrated
through the allocation of more than $2.5 billion to school facilities over the last three state budgets. However, state
budget constraints mean that not all school building projects can be immediately and simultaneously funded, and it
is our responsibility to balance the needs of more than 1500 Victorian schools.
I am pleased to confirm that, as part of the 2016-17 State Budget, Dinjerra Primary School was allocated $133 000
from the Planned Maintenance Program. It also shared in a total of $12 million in planning funding, along with
35 other Victorian schools.
Over the coming months, the Victorian School Building Authority will work closely with the school to finalise its
plan for future capital works, ensuring that its project is shovel ready when funding is made available in a future
state budget.
I can assure you that we will continue to use all available data, including condition assessments and pre-existing
project plans, when allocating funding in future state budgets. I emphasise that Dinjerra Primary will continue to
receive fair and equitable consideration through this process.

Building industry regulation
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Patten
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
23 June 2017

RESPONSE:
The tragic events at Grenfell Tower in London, is yet another timely reminder of the important steps necessary to
ensure the safety of Victorians living and working in medium and high rise buildings.
In July 2017 the Victorian Government established the Victorian Cladding Taskforce to oversee a comprehensive
audit of the use of inappropriate cladding material on high and medium rise buildings in Victoria. The Minister for
Planning has asked the taskforce to develop a clear response where a risk to public health and safety is found. It
will bolster the state’s ability to detect and address non-compliant cladding, and ensure residents, owners
corporations and building managers are better informed about the issue.
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The establishment of the Taskforce builds on the audit of non-compliance cladding undertaken by the Victorian
Building Authority (VBA) after the Lacrosse Building fire at the Docklands in 2014, a first in Australia. The
Victorian Building Regulations have also been amended to require sprinkler protection of covered balconies in new
high-rise and other sprinkler-protected buildings, and strengthened the entry, inspection and enforcement powers
available to regulators under the Building Act 1993.
The Victorian Government is committed to ensuring the safety of high-rise buildings, and to that end, the Minister
for Planning has requested that the Taskforce provide him with interim recommendations on immediate issues and
a timetable for further work by 31 October 2017. Victoria continues to champion a national approach to health and
safety risks posed by non-confirming building products through the Building Ministers’ Forum.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
While a significant number of the 170 buildings audited by the VBA had some level of non-compliance with the
Building Code, only one building was found to pose a risk to the safety of occupants. In this case the Municipal
Building Surveyor exercised their power to order emergency building work to ensure the building’s safety.
The Minister for Planning has also asked the Victorian Cladding Taskforce to develop a process for the prompt
rectification of non-compliant cladding issues more broadly.

Beechworth Correctional Centre
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Corrections
8 August 2017

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
There is an ongoing police investigation and it would be inappropriate to comment ahead of the investigation’s
completion.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
I am advised that two of the prisoners were transferred to Beechworth Correctional Centre on 6 May 2017, and the
third was transferred on 20 June 2017.

Victorian Training Market Report
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Training and Skills
8 August 2017

RESPONSE:
The Victorian Training Market Report is based upon data as published by the National Centre for Vocational
Education Research (NCVER). The NCVER only just released their 2016 full year training activity publication
Government-funded students and courses 2016 on 12 July 2017. This data is now being used in the preparation of
the 2016 Full Year Victorian Training Market Report, which is expected to be released late August 2017.
Prior to the 2016 Half Year Victorian Training Market Report, the Report was based on internal Departmental
training data. Internal Department data is available soon after the period the report covers finishes — for example
internal Departmental data for the 2015 full year was available in late January 2016.
In the second half of 2016 it was agreed with the former Minister to move to using NCVER data for the
compilation of the Victorian Training Market Report, rather than relying on the Departmental internal data alone,
which was the practice of the past. The use of NCVER data allows for a comparison of training data, including
student participation rates across jurisdictions nationally.
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Using NCVER data removes the confusion which arises when there are variances in data included in State verses
National publications, as a result of differences in the application of statistical rules between the two.
Unfortunately NCVER data alter the timelines for releasing Victorian Training Market Report, but ensures
consistency in the reporting of data year on year.

MyEnvironment
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Sullivan
Minister for Agriculture
8 August 2017

RESPONSE:
The Forest Industry Taskforce brought together representatives of the forest, fibre and wood products industry,
union and forest conservation groups in an effort to reach common ground about future issues facing the timber
industry, job protection, economic activity, protection of our unique native flora and fauna, and threatened species.
The Construction Forestry Mining & Energy Union, the Victorian Association of Forest Industries and The
Wilderness Society, together, the Planning Group, led the establishment of the Taskforce, in line with the
Government’s 2014 election commitment.
The Planning Group settled the membership of the Core Group as part of their development of the Taskforce’s
Terms of Reference.
MyEnvironment is represented on the Core Group of the Forest Industry Taskforce.

Parkville Youth Justice Precinct
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Crozier
Minister for Families and Children
8 August 2017

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
I am informed that:
The premise of the member’s question is incorrect.
My Department has advised that two young people attempted to gain access to the roof at a unit at the Parkville
Youth Justice Precinct on the night of Friday 28 July 2017. Neither of the young people escaped as the member has
suggested as quick action by staff ensured a safe and immediate response. At no point were either of the young
people considered to be missing.
Following the incidents at the Precinct on 12 and 14 November 2016, Neil Comrie AO APM was engaged to
review and report on the overall adequacy of the Parkville Youth Justice Precinct for its intended purpose, the
circumstances leading up to the incidents, and the extent of compliance with operating procedures and guidelines
leading up to, during and after the incidents.
The report found that the Parkville Youth Justice Precinct has inherent safety and security issues arising from the
construction and design of the Precinct, including its grounds. Mr Comrie also found that the Precinct is not
adequate for its intended purpose and its design presents safety and security risks that impede the proper
supervision of young people.
Since November 2016, a program of repair and fortification works to the units damaged in the November incidents
has been in place at the Precinct, which was completed in July 2017. In addition, works to fortify and strengthen the
infrastructure of other units at the Parkville Precinct, including the unit were this particular incident occurred, was
funded in the 2017/18 budget and has commenced. These works will further support the safe and secure detention
of young people and greater security for staff.
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Parkville Youth Justice Precinct
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Crozier
Minister for Families and Children
8 August 2017

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
I am informed that:
The premise of the member’s question is incorrect.
My Department has advised that two young people attempted to gain access to the roof at a unit at the Parkville
Youth Justice Precinct on the night of Friday 28 July 2017. Neither of the young people escaped as the member has
suggested as quick action by staff ensured a safe and immediate response. At no point were either of the young
people considered to be missing.
Following the incidents at the Precinct on 12 and 14 November 2016, Neil Comrie AO APM was engaged to
review and report on the overall adequacy of the Parkville Youth Justice Precinct for its intended purpose, the
circumstances leading up to the incidents, and the extent of compliance with operating procedures and guidelines
leading up to, during and after the incidents.
The report found that the Parkville Youth Justice Precinct has inherent safety and security issues arising from the
construction and design of the Precinct, including its grounds. Mr Comrie also found that the Precinct is not
adequate for its intended purpose and its design presents safety and security risks that impede the proper
supervision of young people.
Since November 2016, a program of repair and fortification works to the units damaged in the November incidents
has been in place at the Precinct, which was completed in July 2017. In addition, works to fortify and strengthen the
infrastructure of other units at the Parkville Precinct, including the unit were this particular incident occurred, was
funded in the 2017/18 budget and has commenced. These works will further support the safe and secure detention
of young people and greater security for staff.

Police retirement benefits
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Dr Carling-Jenkins
Minister for Corrections
8 August 2017

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
I thank Ms Carling-Jenkins for her question on this important issue. Victoria Police does not manage the
retirement/resignation benefits of police members in any circumstance, whether the intended recipient is under
investigation or otherwise. This is purely a matter for the appropriate Superannuation Fund to administer.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
I thank Ms Carling-Jenkins for her supplementary question. I have sought further information from Victoria Police
on whether any changes are required to ensure retirement benefits are appropriately distributed.
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Environment Protection Authority Victoria
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Hartland
Special Minister of State
8 August 2017

RESPONSE:
Environment Protection Authority (EPA) Victoria responded to a request from the Metropolitan Fire Brigade
(MFB) for incident air monitoring at the fire at SKM Coolaroo on Thursday 13 July 2017.
EPA immediately acted to deploy air monitoring staff and equipment, which was up and running within hours.
To manage safety and fatigue, and with agreement from the MFB Incident Controller, EPA withdrew their field
officer from the site for approximately four hours on Friday morning (14 July 2017). EPA remained responsive
during this time, and communications with MFB were maintained to ensure that any requests from the incident
controller were actioned promptly.
EPA field staff were supported through office-based forecast officers to monitor and evaluate risks and to help
determine appropriate deployment locations for monitoring equipment.
EPA continued to monitor air quality throughout the incident and assess how the fire was affecting the community.
EPA also worked with its Victorian Government partners to provide environmental health advice to residents and
the broader community, via fact sheets, EPA’s website, the Vic Emergency website and through attending two
community briefings.
EPA have advised that the absence of a field officer on the ground did not in any way delay the evacuation of
residents from Coolaroo.
In line with usual processes, the Inspector General for Emergency Management will undertake a review of
agencies’ response to the Coolaroo fire. Any opportunities for improvement will be considered.
EPA is implementing recommendations following the Hazelwood fire and has increased capacity and capability to
support emergency services in these types of incidents.
In the last State Budget, the Andrews Labor Government invested $162.5 million in EPA to further strengthen our
environment protection framework and increase our ability to prevent and reduce harm from pollution and waste.
The Environment Protection Bill 2017, which is currently before Parliament, will further clarify EPA’s role as a
protector of human health and the environment.

Recycling industry
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Springle
Special Minister of State
8 August 2017

RESPONSE:
The Andrews Labor Government is working with industry, local government and the community to build a waste
and resource recovery system that maximises the recovery and reuse of resources, and disposes only those
materials that cannot be recovered.
Victoria is the only jurisdiction in Australia to have a comprehensive waste and resource recovery policy and
planning framework. The framework sets out how we will safely manage our waste and recover resources over the
next 30 years to achieve the best outcomes for our communities, economy and environment. The cornerstone of the
framework is the Statewide Waste and Resource Recovery Infrastructure Plan, which is supported by seven
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regional plans. These plans, finalised this year, will help ensure we have the right waste infrastructure in the right
place at the right time.
The Government is also investing in the waste and resource recovery system at record levels. The 2017-18 budget
invested $30.4 million over four years in waste and resource recovery for a growing Victoria. This is the largest
single allocation of waste and resource recovery funding ever by a Victorian Government and includes:
– $15 million to support implementation of the government’s election commitment to ban e waste from landfill,
assisting councils with collection infrastructure and processes
– $7.6 million for the resource recovery infrastructure fund, boosting its grants program, bettering our ability to
deal with waste
– $4.5 million for education and litter programs
– $2.5 million to develop markets for materials and energy recovered from waste
– $500 000 for waste to energy policy development
– $280 000 to improve the quality of waste data.
This budget builds on the 2016-17 state budget’s $23 million investment in waste and resource recovery (including
$2 million to reduce Victoria’s greenhouse gas emissions by leveraging private investment in waste to energy
facilities).
We are continuing to show leadership at the national level. Victoria has led the development of product stewardship
schemes that drive the recovery and reuse of problem materials such as tyres and paint, and is currently leading the
development of a similar scheme for one of our fastest growing waste streams: photovoltaic solar panels that are
reaching the end of their life.
It is clear that more needs to be done to ensure that materials are not just recovered, but that that these materials are
used. Victoria’s Market Development Strategy for Recovered Resources sets out priority actions to increase
demand for recovered materials and create new markets. Sustainability Victoria leads implementation of this
strategy, including exploring options to encourage greater uptake of recycled material in the manufacturing,
building and construction sectors through research and development and field trial initiatives.
In January 2017 the Government released its response to the Independent Inquiry into the Environment Protection
Authority (EPA). We’re overhauling the Environment Protection Act 1970 and giving the EPA the resources and
tools it needs to protect Victoria’s environment now and into the future.
We will put a general preventative duty at the heart of the new Act. This will require everyone to take reasonably
practicable steps to minimise risks of harm from pollution and waste. We will also significantly increase penalties
for those who don’t properly manage their risks. The 2017-18 budget committed $162.5 million over five years to
this reform. This will ensure EPA can build its capabilities to prevent and reduce harm from pollution and waste,
including boosting its prosecution capabilities to combat issues such as illegal dumping.
In response to the recent recycling facility fire at Coolaroo, the Government has established a joint taskforce to
target key recycling sites requiring extra management measures to ensure community safety. The taskforce is led
by EPA, but also includes the Metropolitan Fire Brigade, Country Fire Authority and Emergency Management
Victoria.
To ensure the taskforce has sufficient support to deliver immediate action, I am advised that the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change intends to declare, under section 18B of the Environment Protection
Act, an interim waste management policy to require facilities to store materials in a manner that minimises risk to
human health and the environment.
The taskforce is conducting audits across Victoria, identifying and prioritising facilities that require action such as a
Fire Management Plan to better protect the community.
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Facility operators are responsible for managing their risks and complying with any taskforce directions. Materials
must, of course, continue to be managed in accordance with Victoria’s waste policy framework. EPA is working
with facility operators and the regional Waste and Resource Recovery Groups to ensure materials are managed
appropriately, including to maximise resource recovery and minimise disposal to landfill.
The Sustainability Fund receives money collected from Victorian landfill levies after funds are distributed to key
environmental agencies, including the Environment Protection Agency, Sustainability Victoria and the seven
Waste and Resource Recovery Groups.
The Sustainability Fund has contributed to hundreds of projects across Victoria, supporting local government,
businesses and communities in a range of waste management, recycling, resource efficiency and sustainability
programs.
Our government is committed to reinvesting funds from the fund back into the community which is why a record
$613 million in expenditure of landfill levy revenue was approved in the 2017-18 state budget.
The Victorian Auditor-General’s Office examination of the landfill levy has been on their forward schedule for
some time and the Government looks forward to contributing to the review.

Caulfield–Dandenong line elevated rail
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Davis
Special Minister of State
9 August 2017

RESPONSE:
I am advised that a comprehensive noise report was released to the public in May last year and received media
coverage. The report found that “The proposed design will result in an overall reduction in noise throughout the
corridor and surrounding area through the use of considered design measures.”
More information on the noise modelling, including the report, and the benefits of the project can be found at
www.levelcrossings.vic.gov.au.
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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.

23 June to 10 August 2017
South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Police
8 February 2017

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to addressing crime in Victoria, and ensuring that all Victorians feel
safe. We are working closely with Victoria Police to ensure that they have the powers and the resources they need
to prevent crime in our communities, and hold perpetrators to account.
The Government has announced a comprehensive strategy to prevent, detect and disrupt crime in Victoria. The
Community Safety Statement, released in December 2016, outlines the range of new investment, powers, tools and
capabilities that Victoria Police will be equipped with to stabilise the crime rate and begin to reduce the level of
harm being caused in the community.
The unprecedented $2 billion commitment outlined in the Community Safety Statement is the biggest boost to
frontline police in Victoria’s history, and it is crucial to dealing with the growing demand on police services.
As announced by the Chief Commissioner of Police on 27 April 2017, the first 300 frontline police began to roll
out into Melbourne’s growth suburbs from May 2017.
The South Eastern Metropolitan Region will receive 50 additional frontline police to prevent, detect and disrupt
crime.
These 50 additional frontline police will be distributed across the Dandenong Police Division, with 31 and 10
police deployed in the. Casey and Greater Dandenong Police Service Area, respectively. Eight police officers will
be deployed to the Divisional Criminal Investigation Unit and one police officer will join the Division Crime Scene
Services. These extra police will greatly strengthen local police responses in the area.
The rollout of the 300 new police is just the start of the biggest boost to police resources in the State’s history.
There will be a total of 3135 additional police to hit the beat over the next five years as part of this Government’s
record investment.
Victoria Police has developed a new and sophisticated staff allocation model, in consultation with The Police
Association, so we know how many police are needed and where. It will also help police predict how many will be
needed in the future — so they can start planning for them now.
As I have previously advised, Victoria Police operations and tasking are determined by the Chief Commissioner of
Victoria Police. Victoria Police have advised that there are number of ongoing operations that are targeting
identified high risk areas or hotspots in the South Eastern Metropolitan Region.
I am advised that identified high risk areas are targeted by the Frontline Tactical Unit and the Criminal
Investigation Unit. The Frontline Tactical Unit focuses on responding to public order and street crime issues, whilst
conducting targeted operations and overt patrols. Victoria Police advise that these targeted operations have resulted
in a reduction in offences being committed. These operations will be ongoing, alongside frontline police officers
who are concentrating on providing a visible police presence to deter offenders from committing crimes.
All 15 individuals who escaped from the Malmsbury Youth Justice Centre in the January incident were arrested by
Victoria Police within 24 hours.
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Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Leane
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
22 March 2017

ANSWER:
The Minister for Families and Children, Jenny Mikakos, is the Andrews Government’s lead Minister for
volunteering policy, supported by Gabrielle Williams, Parliamentary Secretary for Carers and Volunteers.
The Minister has advised me that, earlier this year, the Federal Department of Social Services announced that a new
funding program, Strong and Resilient Communities, would replace their Strengthening Communities grants
program from 1 January 2018. This new program did not include volunteer management funding, causing great
concern for our State’s volunteer support services.
Volunteering Victoria, along with Volunteering Australia and other State peaks conducted an advocacy campaign
to retain dedicated funding for volunteer management. The Andrews Government supported these efforts with a
joint letter from the Minister for Families and Children and Parliamentary Secretary for Carers and Volunteers to
the federal Minister for Social Services, Christian Porter.
I am pleased to advise that as of 13 July 2017 Volunteering Australia has announced that funding for the volunteer
management program will be reinstated, with funding available from 1 January 2018 to 30 June 2021.

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

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Planning
2 May 2017

ANSWER:
I acknowledge the local community’s concerns about the potential environmental, amenity and economic impacts
of this basalt stone quarry proposal on rural land at 320 Mooleric Road, Ombersley. After considering the report of
the independent Advisory Committee that was appointed to consider the views and technical evidence of all parties,
and the planning merits of the proposal, I recommended to the Governor in Council that a planning permit with
strict conditions, as recommended by the Advisory Committee, should be granted for the MCG Group’s proposed
quarry.
On 6 June 2017, the Governor in Council made an order on the matter, including directing Colac Otway Shire
Council to issue planning permit PP169/2014-1, subject to 87 specified conditions. The proponent, MCG Group,
the council, and all other parties have been informed of this determination. The Advisory Committee final report
and recommended conditions was made available on the Planning Panels Victoria website on 7 June 2017.

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

Mr Davis
Minister for Planning
2 May 2017

ANSWER:
The claims in the question are incorrect and the changes to the zones are being misrepresented.
The reformed residential zones get the balance right in providing for appropriate development opportunities in
sensible locations, while respecting Melbourne’s valued neighbourhood character through the application of a
newly created mandatory garden area requirement. The previous rules had allowed development from boundary to
boundary.
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The changes also provide councils with the ability to specify neighbourhood character objectives in schedules to all
residential zones to better inform the preferred development outcomes sought by councils and the broader
community.
The “two dwelling on a lot” cap has been removed from the Neighbourhood Residential Zone (NRZ). There was
no such cap on the General Residential Zone (GRZ). However, the minimum garden area requirement will now
apply for new development in both zones.
Depending on lot size in the NRZ and GRZ, new proposals will need to provide a minimum 25-35% garden area.
This will result in developments that align with the green and open character that is highly valued in our local
neighbourhoods.
Lots that are larger than 1000 square metres are what proverbially are called “quarter acre blocks” and are now
relatively rare. Standard house blocks range from 500-700 square metres and the common practice of splitting
blocks for dual occupancy results in blocks of 300-400 square metres.
It is estimated that there are around 148 000 residential lots in the NRZ zone in the eight municipalities nominated,
of which just over 5% of lots had an area greater than 1000 square metres. A number of these will have limits on
redevelopment due to heritage overlays and other factors.
We now have a consistent residential zones regime that treats everyone fairly across Victoria, regardless of your
postcode.

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

Ms Lovell
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
9 May 2017

ANSWER:
The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning is working with the Campaspe Shire, local community
members and a working group to explore the creation of a new network of bicycle touring routes in the area.
There is a formed legal public road 50 metres west of the illegal track that can be used for vehicles, including
firefighting appliances, and bicycles to access and enjoy the forest.

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

Mr Melhem
Minister for Industrial Relations
9 May 2017

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed. to eliminating violence against women and delivering gender
equality. On 5 December 2016, Victoria’s first Gender Equality Strategy Safe and Strong was released, initiating
landmark reforms to deliver gender equality, and address sexism and violence against women.
The reforms and initiatives specific to women in the workplace include:
– the introduction of a Gender Equality Act to establish equal rights and influence social norms;
– gender audits across government and the public sector to identify how factors — like culture, policies, systems
and practices — promote or work against gender equality;
– the establishment of the Equal Workplaces Advisory Council (the Council);
– scholarships to encourage young and emerging women leaders;
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– the creation of a series of business cases with key partners on employer-sponsored early childhood education
and care and flexible work arrangements; and
– promoting women’s cultural activities, art and media.
As Minister for Industrial Relations, I am particularly excited about the Council which sits in my Industrial
Relations portfolio. The Council will:
– identify government action that will promote the achievement of gender equality including addressing gendered
occupational segregation;
– identify, promote and publish best practice examples of where initiatives are working to promote gender equality
in the workplace, across the Victorian public sector and the private sector; and
– consider issues and linkages relating to pay equity, equality and productivity, building human resources capacity
and achieving equitable outcomes for men and women.
All of which will work towards ensuring equality for women workers across Victoria and in the Western
Metropolitan Region.

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

Mr Young
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
10 May 2017

ANSWER:
Parks Victoria conducted three community roundtable group meetings in January to February 2017 to consider the
views of stakeholders on managing horses in Barmah National Park.
Parks Victoria is considering the views raised during these stakeholder consultations in the development of the
strategic action plan for the management of the horses. The aim is to reduce the impact of horses and prevent
long-term and severe degradation in this park and its Ramsar-listed wetlands.
Parks Victoria is now finalising a draft Feral Horse Strategic Action Plan which will be made available for broader
public comment in mid-2017.
I will be visiting Barmah National Park later this month and will be meeting with key stakeholders and hearing
their concerns on these matters.

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

Mr Eideh
Minister for Police
10 May 2017

ANSWER:
I understand your constituents’ concerns about youth crime in Melbourne, particularly in relation to violent crimes
such as home invasions and carjacking. I can assure your constituents that the Andrews Labor Government is
committed to ensuring community safety and protecting Victorians. The Government continues to support Victoria
Police in our joint effort to reduce crime in western Melbourne. We are working together to address the root causes
of crime and increase public safety.
Efforts to address youth offending and victimisation requires a careful balance of prevention, enforcement and
support. Addressing the underlying drivers of offending is a critical aspect in reducing the incidence of offences
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committed by young people. This undertaking requires coordination of efforts across Government, as well as
proactive, intelligence-led initiatives undertaken by police.
The number of youth offenders has substantially decreased in the last five years. From 2013 to 2017 there has been
close to 1700 fewer youth offenders aged 10 to 17 years, and 2800 fewer young offenders aged 18 to 24 years.
Whilst there has been a significant decrease in the number of youth offenders, those young people that are
committing crimes are doing so with more frequency and severity than Victoria has experienced in recent years.
Victoria Police is maintaining its strategic response to this issue, and has established a range of localised operations
to target these types of offending. These operations have been set up to address networked offending, carjacking
and home invasion offences and the significant impact they have on victims, and to date have been responsible for
more than 630 arrests since May 2016.
Additionally, in December 2016, I announced that the Andrews Labor Government is investing $10 million over
two years to help tackle youth crime through three streams of funding to support appropriately tailored
community-led interventions to address youth offending.
Funding for the Youth Crime Prevention Grants program includes $6.5 million across eight priority communities
with higher crime rates and higher proportions of recidivist youth offenders. The funding includes Hume and
Wyndham in the western region.
Additionally, the Government’s Community Safety Statement released in December 2016, outlines how the
Government is taking action to respond to the unacceptable increase in young recidivist offenders committing
serious violent crimes. This includes introducing longer maximum sentences in the Children’s Court and stronger
and more intensive measures to supervise and monitor young people in the Community.

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

Mr Davis
Minister for Police
10 May 2017

ANSWER:
The Murrumbeena Police Station was vacated by Victoria Police in 2005, when uniformed staff were transferred to
Caulfield Police Station. Following this, the building was used on an ad-hoc basis by specialist Victoria Police
units. In 2013, under the previous government, the premises were vacated.
The residents of Murrumbeena continue to receive a 24-hour policing response across the entire Glen Eira Police
Service Area (PSA). Both the Caulfield Police Station and the Oakleigh Police Station service the Murrumbeena
area and both stations operate a 24-hour counter service to the public.
I also note that the Murrumbeena train station is patrolled by Protective Services Officers each night from 6:00pm
until the last scheduled train service. In addition, the Transit Police Command run operations to target public order
‘hot spots’ on the public transport system, including in Murrumbeena. All main transport hubs are also regularly
patrolled by local police to provide a visible policing presence to deter criminal activity.
Victoria Police and the Andrews Labor government consider adequate resourcing for all areas a top priority.
This is why we released the Community Safety Statement outlining our historic investment, which will boost police
numbers right across the state. In total, the Andrews Labor Government is funding 3135 additional frontline police,
including 415 specialist family violence officers, over the next five years to support police respond to crime in our
communities.
In line with the Government’s commitment in the 2016-17 budget to recruit 300 additional frontline police, the first
300 frontline police began to roll out into Melbourne’s growth suburbs commencing May 2017.
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Victoria Police has developed a new and sophisticated staff allocation model, in consultation with The Police
Association, so we know how many police are needed and where. It will also help police predict how many will be
needed in the future — so they can start planning for them now.
The Andrews Labor Government will continue to support Victoria Police and ensure that it has the power and
resources it needs to reduce harm in the community and keep Victorians safe.

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

Mr Eideh
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
24 May 2017

ANSWER:
As confirmed on 22 May 2017 by the Hon Natalie Hutchins MLA, the Victorian Government’s 2017-18 State
Budget has secured funding to develop business cases to improve the capacity and safety of the Calder Freeway,
between the M80 and Diggers Rest, and to investigate the building of the Calder Park Drive Interchange
(overpass), duplicating Calder Park Drive and a grade separation.
In addition to developing the business cases, VicRoads will continue to monitor this location for safety and
operational improvements for all road users.

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

Ms Hartland
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
24 May 2017

ANSWER:
VicRoads advises me that pedestrians are experiencing difficulties when crossing Ballarat Road, near Perth Avenue
in Albion, as well as motorists turning into Ballarat Road from Perth Avenue wishing to travel towards the city,
especially during peak hour.
I understand that VicRoads has commenced an investigation of possible treatment options along Ballarat Road
between Adelaide Street and Holt Street (near the M80 Ring Road), and includes the intersection at Perth Avenue.
VicRoads expects to make a recommendation before the end of 2017.
VicRoads will continue to monitor the safety of pedestrians and all road users using the Ballarat Road corridor.

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

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Finance
24 May 2017

ANSWER:
WorkSafe is Victoria’s independent regulator of occupational health and safety and is responsible for regulation of
asbestos under the Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004 which includes Occupational Health and Safety
Regulations 2007. The Regulations include requirements for the keeping of relevant asbestos registers, the use of
appropriate controls in relation to asbestos exposure and the licensing of asbestos removalists. WorkSafe enforces
these requirements through its occupational health and safety inspectorate.
WorkSafe received a report of asbestos contaminated soil which had been dumped in an open section of
Bicentennial Park in Chelsea and inspectors attended to make inquiries on 6 December 2016. Kingston City
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Council had engaged independent hygienists and qualified asbestos removalists to oversee planning for removal
works at the park. Control plans were developed in consultation with the Environment Protection Authority, City of
Kingston and project managers. An extensive written control plan was prepared by these parties. Signs and
barricades, including fencing, were set up to prevent unauthorised access. Air monitoring was conducted and a
hygienist was on site at all times to supervise works.
The remaining asbestos contaminated soil was removed on 9 January 2017. A process was developed by the
council which includes specific training for the relevant employees to ensure that the correct soil is used at specific
sites. WorkSafe has concluded that the issue was dealt with appropriately and no further action is required.

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

Mr Leane
Minister for Public Transport
24 May 2017

ANSWER:
I would first like to thank the Member for Eastern Metropolitan and the Parliamentary Secretary for Infrastructure
for his hard work to improve transport for people in Melbourne’s East.
I also want to commend him on how actively he engages with those communities, such as at Heatherdale, that
benefit from the removal of level crossings.
Two of the old Heatherdale Station signs were installed by the project team at a local kindergarten and the children
took much interest in watching the level crossing removal project unfold at Heatherdale Road, Mitcham.
Additionally, a third station sign has been gifted to the Heatherdale Action Community Group.

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

Mr Davis
Minister for Public Transport
24 May 2017

ANSWER:
A planning scheme amendment (PSA) for the Ormond Station development (or IDO) was submitted in late
2016-early 2017. Commercial negotiations for this project have not been finalised and will not progress until the
Minister’s decision on the planning scheme amendment and subsequent planning controls are released.
The various commercial processes for the Commercial Road (Osborne Street) and Chapel Street sites, are yet to be
finalised. In accordance with State Government policies, commercial arrangements are reviewed by the Valuer
General’s and Land Monitor’s offices and provide the base for commercial negotiations.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Public Transport
24 May 2017

ANSWER:
I once again thank the Member for Western Metropolitan for his continued interest in the Andrews Labor
Government’s plan to remove the dangerous and congested level crossing at Buckley Street, Essendon.
The Liberal Party’s continued opposition to the removal of level crossings across Melbourne, including at Buckley
Street, Essendon, is well understood by the community.
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It remains a delivery commitment of the Andrews Labor Government as part of 50 level crossing removals across
the network.
It will return 78 minutes of traffic flow during peak travel times to road users, improve reliability for rail users and
safety for pedestrians and cyclists in the area.
The Government has a responsibility to govern for all Victorians and will continue to refuse the requests from the
Liberal/National Opposition to stop the removal of these congested death traps.

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

Ms Wooldridge
Minister for Sport
25 May 2017

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to delivering the best possible facilities for the Eltham North
sporting clubs that use this wonderful reserve. That’s why my department, Sport and Recreation Victoria has been
working with Nillumbik Shire Council and the sporting clubs to design and deliver not one, but two pavilions at
Eltham North Reserve.
We have been working with the sporting clubs to develop plans to support the participating, coaching and
volunteering that make these clubs great.
The Government has committed to providing $2 000 000 towards this important local project–an upgrade of the
existing pavilion, scout and community hall to a compliant and accessible facility, comprising of:
– separate cricket and soccer social rooms
– four large multi-use change rooms
– shared amenities
– upgraded scout facilities.
With funding from Nillumbik Shire Council, and the State Government, I understand this project will begin soon
and deliver a generation of benefits for Eltham North cricketers, footballers and scouts.

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

Mr Morris
Minister for Public Transport
25 May 2017

ANSWER:
According to the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources, this particular Freedom
of Information request is currently being processed by the Department’s FOI team.
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South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Springle
Minister for Public Transport
25 May 2017

ANSWER:
The Caulfield to Dandenong Level Crossing Removal Project will provide a 17 kilometre shared path for
commuter and recreational cyclists and pedestrians. Over 12 kilometres of shared path will be built, joining existing
paths to create a continuous route from Caulfield to the EastLink trail.
The path will link with other cycle and walking paths and connect new community spaces and transport
interchanges along the rail corridor, making it easier to access important medical, work and university destinations.
The upgrade of the path beyond the EastLink trail towards. Dandenong is not part of the Level Crossing Removal
Project’s current scope.
The Andrews Labor Government has established Active Transport Victoria and will work with VicRoads and the
TAC to prioritise and invest in infrastructure that keeps cyclists and pedestrians safe through the $100 million Safer
Cyclists and Pedestrians Fund.

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

Ms Wooldridge
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
6 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Level Crossing Removal Authority and. North East Link Authority will only use the material for the intended
purposes.

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

Ms Dunn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
6 June 2017

ANSWER:
VicRoads advises me that if the below criteria are met, the motor vehicle duty exemption is applied both to the
initial registration and on a transfer when going into the name of the incapacitated person or their representative.
I understand that if the vehicle is to be registered in the name of an incapacitated person or the parent or legal
guardian of an incapacitated person, who is a minor; or a person who is a relative of or a carer for an incapacitated
person, the vehicle must be:
– specially converted to provide wheelchair access to and egress from the vehicle; and
– be capable of carrying at least one occupied wheelchair, and is used for conveying an incapacitated person
whose mobility is seriously impaired.
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Western Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Melhem
Minister for Families and Children
6 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Premiers’ Reading Challenge is a key Victorian Government initiative to support children and young people’s
reading skills, and highlight the importance of reading for literacy development. While the Challenge is
well-known in schools I am keen to encourage families and parents to be more involved in supporting children’s
reading from birth, during and beyond school.
Research that shows reading to children from birth promotes brain development, language learning and results in
better literacy and spelling in later years. Reading to children also stimulates them to read books themselves and
further develop their cognitive skills.
The frequency of reading to children at a young age has a direct causal effect on their schooling outcomes,
regardless of their family background and home environment. Reading to children three to five days per week
(compared to two or less) has the same effect on the child’s reading skills at age four to five as being six months
older. By age four, the reading skills of a child who has been read to every day are a year ahead of those read to just
twice a week.
The campaign follows a successful launch which has already included coverage in major metropolitan newspapers.
A state-wide campaign with the theme Share a Book Today began on 18 June and includes advertising across
radio, social media and Culturally and Linguistically Diverse newspapers which targets parents and grandparents of
young children. The Share a Book Today campaign aims to remind parents of the benefits of reading to their
children from birth. The campaign’s messages focus on ‘sharing a book’ to encourage parents who are not
confident readers themselves that sharing a book is just as important as reading confidently.
As at the 4 July 2017 there are 4426 children, 973 parents or guardians and 145 services registered for the early
childhood Victorian Premiers’ Reading Challenge.
I thank the Member for his interest in this matter and his long standing advocacy for ensuring children in his
Western Metropolitan Electorate develop strong literacy and cognitive skills to help them get the best start in life.

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

Ms Lovell
Minister for Public Transport
6 June 2017

ANSWER:
Periodic external cleaning of all classic fleet trains, including those servicing Shepparton, are due to commence
shortly.
The 2017-18 State Budget commits $43.5 million to upgrade the Shepparton line and introduce new coach services
as part of the Government’s commitment to improve public transport in regional Victoria.
Upgrades include a new train stabling facility at Shepparton, and a crossing loop near Murchison East, enabling
more services to and from Shepparton from 2020. Funding for the necessary rail improvements will become
available in 2018-19, as set out in the May 2017 Budget papers.
The Shepparton Community and local Member Suzanna Sheed have been effective advocates for improved public
transport for their community.

ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
23 June to 10 August 2017

COUNCIL

4069

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

Mr Morris
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
6 June 2017

ANSWER:
I thank Mr Morris for his interest in the Mair Street upgrades, revitalising this corridor will improve safety and
traffic flow, encourage more use of active transport such as cycling and walking and give Ballarat the infrastructure
it needs to grow.
I direct Mr Morris to my announcement to which he refers, which clearly states final concept plans will be
presented to the community for feedback in the middle of the year before any construct works commence.

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

Mr Ondarchie
Minister for Public Transport
6 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is making significant investments in Public Transport across the Northern
Metropolitan region.
The $600 million Mernda Rail Extension Project which is scheduled to open in early 2019, will deliver eight
kilometres of new rail line, including three state-of-the-art stations at Marymede, Mernda and Hawkstowe. The
project will also include a train stabling yard at the end of the line.
The $395 million Hurstbridge Line Upgrade will duplicate the track to enable faster, more frequent and more
reliable services for Melbourne’s north east. Two dangerous and congested level crossings at Grange Road,
Alphington and Lower Plenty Road, Rosanna will also be removed as part of this massive project.
Once the infrastructure improvements are completed, then consideration will be given to the timetable and
Operating plan for the South Morang and Hurstbridge group.
Furthermore, the Government is committed to improving the signalling system used on the metropolitan rail
network to allow more trains to run more often. The High Capacity Signalling trial will be undertaken using
X’trapolis trains on the South Morang line.

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

Mr Eideh
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
6 June 2017

ANSWER:
Environment Protection Authority (EPA) Victoria has confirmed that the site at 93B Furlong Road has been
cleared of asbestos.
In assessing this issue, requiring clean up, and verifying the results of the clean up, EPA utilised statutory remedial
notices and undertook site inspections. In 2016 when the dumping of waste occurred at 93B Furlong Road, EPA
ensured that any material containing asbestos (or potentially containing asbestos) was safely contained while it was
on the site. EPA then required the clean-up and removal of material containing asbestos by a qualified asbestos
removalist. To confirm that all material containing asbestos had been cleared from the site, EPA then sought
verification by a qualified occupational hygienist, consistent with standard industry practice.
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Brimbank City Council has also carried out their own inspection of the area surrounding the site, and have
confirmed that there was no evidence of asbestos or any other dumped waste beyond the site boundary. As
construction continues on site, WorkSafe Victoria as the lead regulator will ensure any potential future concerns are
addressed.

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

Mr Ramsay
Treasurer
6 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Mount Gellibrand Wind Farm is supported under the Andrews Labor Government’s Renewable Energy
Certificates Purchasing Initiative. The aim of this initiative is to promote new renewable investment in the State of
Victoria by leveraging the Victorian Government’s purchasing power. The Government decided to utilise this
purchasing power to acquire Large-scale Generation Certificates (LGCs) directly from renewable projects at
competitive rates compared to LGC costs charged by electricity retailers. This practice is commonly used by
private companies with large electricity consumption patterns and aligns with Governments economic practise of
value for money. This aims to provide the dual benefit of bringing forward new renewable energy projects at no net
additional cost to government agencies (and hence taxpayer’s funds).
Mount Gellibrand is one of two successful wind farms selected through a competitive tender process under Stage
one of the Renewable Energy Purchasing Initiative. The contracted LGC price cannot be disclosed as it is subject to
commercial confidentiality. The Mount Gellibrand wind farm has a generation capacity that is expected to power
over 60 000 homes, resulting in over $250 million in capital investment and supporting over 100 construction jobs
and approximately 10 ongoing full time equivalent jobs over its operating life. The Victorian Government’s
support for the first stage of the project (66 MW) is unlocking the full investment potential of the entire wind farm
(132 MW) at no additional expense to Government.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Planning
6 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Victorian Planning Authority (VPA) is currently reviewing the community feedback from the initial pre-draft
consultation process for the Jacksons Hill Master Plan. This consultation was held during March of this year.
The VPA understands the importance of the Jacksons Hill precinct for the local Sunbury community and has
developed a strong suite of principles which are guiding the development of the draft master plan. These include
protecting and celebrating the heritage values of the site and strengthening the education, community and arts that
the site already offers.
The public exhibition of the draft master plan is expected to commence in the coming months and will provide the
community with a further opportunity to have its say. Following the review of any submissions received, the master
plan will be finalised later this year. You can review a report that summarises the first round of community
consultation on the VPA’s website.
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South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Water
7 June 2017

ANSWER:
Blue-green algae (BGA) events are a common seasonal occurrence and a natural component of most aquatic
systems. The BGA event in Lake Carramar is being managed by Melbourne Water in accordance with its risk
management plan and with the Victorian Governments BGA Circular 2016-17.
The Department of Health and Human Services advises not to make contact with algae affected water when
guideline values are exceeded. BGA warning signs have been erected at Lake Carramar. Melbourne Water
undertakes regular testing of the lake water. The BGA warning sign is still in place and will be removed once
monitoring results are below the threshold value of 4 mm3/L for at least two weeks.
Melbourne Water advises that residents at Lake Carramar are interested in exploring options for the use of bore
water to flush the lake, and improve water quality. On 21 June 2017, the Essential Services Commission released
its final decision on the Quiet Lakes bore flushing tariff proposal. The Commission approved Melbourne Water’s
application for a bore flushing and monitoring tariff and this option is currently being further investigated.
Melbourne Water is engaging a consultant to undertake a feasibility study to identify and assess engineering
modification options to allow through flow to Lake Carramar. The study is expected to be completed in about eight
weeks.

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

Mr Leane
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
7 June 2017

ANSWER:
VicRoads advises me that it funded and installed four new electronic speed limit signs on 17 July 2017, outside the
Eastern Ranges School on Dorset Road in Ferntree Gully. I understand that these solar-powered LED flashing
lights illuminate 40km/h during school hours and replaced the existing static signs.

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

Mr Davis
Minister for Planning
7 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Minister for Planning has been the responsible authority for the Prahran Public Housing Estate since 2011,
which includes the following properties:
– The Horace Petty Estate at 267-271 Malvern Road and 1-23 Surrey Road, Prahran;
– The Bangs Street Estate at 1-21 Bangs Street, Prahran;
– The Essex Street Estate at 2-16 Essex Street, Prahran; and
– King Street Estate at 25-27 King Street, Prahran.
At this stage, I have no plans to reconsider this arrangement.
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Northern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Patten
Minister for Public Transport
7 June 2017

ANSWER:
This matter does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities. Please redirect this question to the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety.

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

Mr Morris
Minister for Police
7 June 2017

ANSWER:
The decision of how and where resources are deployed is appropriately a matter for the Chief Commissioner of
Police. However, I can assure you that the Community of Ballarat continues to receive a 24 hour response as part of
the Victoria Police’s Western Region Division 3, which has seen a 3 per cent increase in police resources overall
since November 2014.
I also want to reiterate that the Government is committed to ensuring that Victoria Police has the resources it needs
to respond to crime and keep Victoria safe, including in Ballarat.
The Government has shown its commitment to police resourcing through our Community Safety Statement. The
Statement outlines the Government’s $2 billion investment to equip Victoria Police with new resources and
capabilities to prevent and reduce the level of harm being caused in the community. This is an unprecedented
investment in Victoria Police and responds to the growing demand on police services.
Central to the Community Safety Statement is boosting of police numbers right across the state. In total, the
Andrews Labor Government is funding 3135 additional frontline police, including 415 specialist family violence
officers, over the next five years to support police respond to crime in our communities. These extra 3135 police,
which are on top of attrition, are the lynchpin of the Victoria’s first-ever Community Safety Statement, which you
can find at: www.vic.gov.au/community-safety-statement-2017.html.
It is the biggest boost to frontline police in Victoria’s history, and it is crucial to dealing with the growing demand
on police services, particularly the challenges of repeat youth offenders, increasing aggravated burglaries,
high-volume crime such as car theft, and family violence.
Victoria Police has developed a new and sophisticated staff allocation model, in consultation with The Police
Association, so we know how many police are needed and where. It will also help police predict how many will be
needed in the future–so they can start planning for them now.
The Government’s separate $148.6 million commitment for 400 police custody officers is also freeing up police so
that they may be deployed back to frontline duties. Specifically, Ballarat Police Station currently has 17 police
custody officers.
I would also like to stress that incidents of car rammings of Victoria Police vehicles is completely unacceptable and
highlights some of the risks that our police officers face day to day in protecting our community. The Chief
Commissioner of Police is currently considering what operational changes Victoria Police could implement to
minimise the opportunity for this type of behaviour.
The Government continues to work closely with the Chief Commissioner about what resources and powers
Victoria Police need to address crime, particularly emerging crime trends.
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Northern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Lovell
Minister for Public Transport
7 June 2017

ANSWER:
Victorians today have numerous ways to purchase and top up their myki cards.
The myki Retail Network has now grown to over 800 myki retail outlets across metropolitan and regional Victoria.
In addition to the retail channel, public transport customers are further supported through the ability to buy and top
up via:
– PTV Call Centre (1800 800 007)
– PTV website (ptv.vic.gov.au)
– myki Machines (located at train stations, some tram stops and some bus interchanges)
– Ticket office windows at staffed train stations
– On board buses
Public Transport Victoria is exploring new options for additional myki purchase and top up options as well as
looking at how best to serve Melbourne’s growing northern suburbs.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Public Transport
7 June 2017

ANSWER:
I once again thank the Member for Western Metropolitan for his continued interest in the Andrews Labor
Government’s plan to remove the dangerous and congested level crossing at Buckley Street, Essendon.
The Liberal Party’s continued opposition to the removal of level crossings across Melbourne, including at Buckley
Street, Essendon, is well understood by the community.
It remains a delivery commitment of the Andrews Labor Government as part of 50 level crossing removals across
the network.
It will return 78 minutes of traffic flow during peak travel times to road users, improve reliability for rail users and
safety for pedestrians and cyclists in the area.
The Government has a responsibility to govern for all Victorians and will continue to refuse the requests from the
Liberal/National Opposition to stop the removal of these congested death traps.
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Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
7 June 2017

ANSWER:
Thank you for your question Mr . Ramsay.
The Princes Highway West duplication works are progressing well. The project remains on schedule and on
budget.
Our Contractors will always look to source rock and soil locally and they are currently actively working to achieve
this outcome.

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

Mr Purcell
Premier
8 June 2017

ANSWER:
I thank the member for his question and note his ongoing advocacy for his constituents in Western Victoria. In
regards to the particulars of the issue you raised, the question would be best addressed to the Federal Government.
However, we agree that actions of the then Minister for Trade and Investment raises significant concerns about the
integrity of Ministers within the Liberal Federal Government and represents a breach of the community’s trust.
The Victorian Labor Government is committed to representing the whole state and that means government focus
shouldn’t just be confined to the Melbourne.
Our Labor Government has created over 50 000 regional jobs throughout Victoria which is nine times more than
the 5600 jobs created under the former Coalition Government. Under our Government, regional unemployment in
Victoria has decreased and sits below the national average.
It should be noted that China is Victoria’s number one trading partner, with goods exports reaching $6.5 billion in
2014-15, as well as the state’s largest source market for international tourists and international students. The Labor
Government has worked hard to encourage business opportunities for all Victorians.
In 2016, Victoria reaffirmed the Victoria-Jiangsu relationship at the 16th biennial meeting of the Victoria-Jiangsu
Joint Economic Committee. Victorian regional cities were represented at the first ever Victoria-Jiangsu Regional
Cities Alliance dialogue event including Ballarat, Shepparton, Wangaratta, Warrnambool and representatives from
the Committee for Geelong and Committee for Gippsland.
Victorian regional city leaders used the dialogue to highlight the high quality food and agricultural products, unique
tourism experiences and world class universities and vocational education and training providers in their respective
cities.
In June this year, ten businesses from the Latrobe Valley and broader Gippsland area recently met face-to-face with
some of China’s biggest companies as part of a Victorian Government trade mission that will help the region’s
economy to diversify and grow.
This Government’s priority is always about protecting and creating local jobs.
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Northern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Elasmar
Minister for Sport
8 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to increasing participation in sport and recreation by Aboriginal
Victorians.
The programs recently announced will provide opportunities for some of the most disadvantaged people within the
Aboriginal community to engage in sport and recreation activities.
The benefits to Aboriginal Victorians include health improvements, social cohesion, community engagement and
cultural strengthening.
These initiatives will help to bridge cultural divides through sport and recreation activities and create more
accessible and inclusive grassroots sports and recreation opportunities for Aboriginal young people.
Through a grants process there will be opportunities for the Aboriginal community in the Northern Metropolitan
Region to remove barriers to participation; cultural and recreational focussed camps for young Aboriginal people
particularly those in Out Of Home Care; more participation opportunities through clubs and State Sporting
Associations; and cultural awareness education program for sporting clubs with a particular focus on junior clubs.

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

Ms Fitzherbert
Minister for Planning
8 June 2017

ANSWER:
The referral to the Australian Minister for the Environment under the Commonwealth Environment Protection and
Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act) was made by the. Melbourne Metro Rail Authority (MMRA) in
August 2015. The referral is publicly available on the Commonwealth Department of the Environment and
Energy’s website and contains the detail provided to the Commonwealth about the project. The referral
appropriately addressed the relevant Matters of National Environmental Significance (MNES) protected by the
EPBC Act. Since the referral was lodged with the Commonwealth, the St Kilda Road and Environs Place
(including the Domain Parklands and the Shrine of Remembrance) has been included, on an interim basis, on the
National Heritage List. The Commonwealth Minister for the Environment is now assessing whether it should be
permanently included. Under the EPBC Act, the inclusion of the St Kilda Road and Environs Place on the National
Heritage List does not affect the validity of the earlier referral and decision (as per Section 158A of the EPBC Act).
Through the environmental management framework, that I approved, MMRA continues to work to reduce and
manage the construction impacts of the entire project, including those on St Kilda Road.

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

Ms Crozier
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
8 June 2017

ANSWER:
This question refers to financial assistance for victims of crime, which does not fall within my portfolio.
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Eastern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Bath
Premier
8 June 2017

ANSWER:
As is often the case, your assertions, and those of your Liberal and National colleagues, are riddled with error.
The particular event to which you refer saw some of Australia’s leading energy innovators visit the Latrobe Valley
to take part in a stakeholder renewable energy roundtable. The Roundtable brought together more than
150 renewable energy and new energy technology stakeholders with the aim of identifying projects that could be
successfully established in the Latrobe Valley to boost jobs and economic growth in the region.
At the Roundtable, my colleague, the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Lily D’Ambrosio,
announced a consultation paper seeking feedback from local businesses, industry and the wider community to
inform a Latrobe Valley New Energy Jobs and Investment Prospectus. We would welcome Mr Northe and yourself
to provide feedback along with any other member of the local community. The consultation paper can be found at
http://lva.vic.gov.au/new-energy-prospectus/.
The consultation paper is the first step in working with the community, local industry and experts to identify
challenges, as well as ideas on how to showcase what the Valley has to offer.
In addition to this, the Andrews Labor Government set up the Latrobe Valley Authority (LVA) as part of a
$266 million package to support the workers and families affected by the closure of Hazelwood. The LVA was
established to deliver new jobs and provide extra support to the Valley’s communities. This includes providing
tailored advice and opportunities to retrain or find new employment through the Worker Transition Service.
From day one of the announcement, workers and businesses affected by the forthcoming closure have been able to
walk in to the Latrobe Valley Authority’s (LVA) office in Morwell to access a range of support. Services at the
LVA include;
– employment services, skills and training, counselling and financial advice delivered in partnership with the
Gippsland Trades and Labour Council and other service providers;
– subsidised training in job seeking, resilience, and language, literacy and digital literacy;
– tailored support for supply chain businesses to help them identify new opportunities for the future and develop a
business transition plan;
– the Back to Work program being extended to businesses who employ workers in the Latrobe Valley.
The LVA is also helping to secure the economic future of the Valley by bringing together local people, councils,
industry, education providers and governments. In addition the LVA has been working with around 100 businesses
to establish or expand their presence and create new jobs.
The LVA is also engaging with more than 100 local organisations to make sure the Latrobe Valley continues to be
a great place to live, including upgrading the Latrobe Regional Gallery and expanding the Boolarra Folk Festival.
Despite all this, you and your colleagues continue to create further uncertainty around the workers’ futures. No one
will ever forget that when the people in the valley needed you most you abandoned them. The former Liberal
Minister for Mental Health & Community Services was more interested in her preselection battle in Kew, as it took
a month for her to bother visiting the Valley when it was on fire.
Unlike the Victorian Coalition, the Labor Government will stand with the workers at Hazelwood, their families and
their community.
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Western Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Finn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
8 June 2017

ANSWER:
The West Gate Freeway will remain toll-free for cars. Tolls are proposed to only apply for cars when using the
West Gate tunnel, Hyde Street ramps and the city access.
Heavy vehicles (trucks) will be tolled on the West Gate Freeway. This means that trucks would pay a toll
regardless of their choice between the tunnel and the West Gate Bridge, and there is no incentive to avoid the
tunnel.
We are working with industry to look at innovative tolling solutions for Port shuttle trips, including multi-trip
discount incentives, tolling caps and night-time discounts.
We are designing a tolling structure for the West Gate Tunnel Project that makes the best possible use of the road
network. The final structure is subject to ongoing negotiations between the Victorian Government and Transurban.

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

Mr Davis
Minister for Planning
8 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government wrote to the Commonwealth seeking approval for the Metro Tunnel Project proposal in
2015.
The Commonwealth advised the State in September 2015 that the Metro Tunnel Project would not be a controlled
action under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999. This allowed the project to
proceed without the need for a Commonwealth approval.
The emergency National Heritage listing put in place by the Federal Minister in February 2017 does not override
the Commonwealth’s previous approval for the project in 2015. There was no requirement for the State to seek
further approval from the Federal Minister for the works.
On 27 April 2017, approval was given for the removal of eighteen heritage listed trees and other preliminary works
in St Kilda Road for the Metro Tunnel Project. Of the eleven trees removed to date, eight are elms of varying
condition. The approval to remove these trees was issued under the State Heritage Act 1995, by the independent
Executive Director of Heritage Victoria. I have therefore not been in contact with the Federal Minister on this
matter.

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

Ms Hartland
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
20 June 2017

ANSWER:
VicRoads advises me that properties along the western side of Hyde Street, south of Francis Street, are partially
affected by a Public Acquisition Overlay (PAO), which has been in place since 1 March 1955. I understand that the
Mobil Terminal has also been in place for many years.
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VicRoads advises me that the retention of the PAO is considered necessary to account for future network
connectivity requirements and continued population growth.
I understand that representatives from VicRoads met with you and some Hyde Street residents on 1 June 2017 to
discuss the issue and to clarify mechanisms by which properties can be acquired or purchased by VicRoads.
VicRoads is also responding to requests for meetings with individual owners to discuss their particular
circumstances on a case-by-case basis.

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

Ms Lovell
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
20 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government has guaranteed minimum funding of $1 billion over eight years for upgrade and repair
of arterial roads in rural and regional Victoria.
As part of the $1 billion commitment for rural and regional arterial roads, in 2017-18, the State Government has
allocated $260 million for repairs and resurfacing that will benefit deteriorating arterial roads in rural and regional
Victoria. Even though local roads are not part of this investment both rural and regional communities will
significantly benefit from improved road infrastructure.
In addition, the Federal Government provides direct funding to local councils for the maintenance of local roads
and bridges. These programs include the Roads to Recovery Programme and the Bridge Renewal Programme.
The Federal Government also provides funding for the “Black Spot Programme” aimed at improving road safety
across the nation with a key focus on safety on local roads. Further, the Federal Government has other funding
sources such as the Heavy Vehicle Safety and Productivity Programme and Regional growth fund that Councils
may be able to tap into to support investment in local infrastructure managed by Councils.

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

Mr Mulino
Minister for Local Government
20 June 2017

ANSWER:
I would like to thank the Member for Eastern Victoria for his question and for his strong advocacy for the Growing
Suburbs Fund and its benefits for his constituents.
The Growing Suburbs Fund is positioned to respond quickly to the pressures experienced by interface communities
by bringing forward local infrastructure projects that will make a big difference in the day-to-day lives of outer
suburban families.
I am pleased to advise that applications for eligible 2017-2019 projects will be received through a single application
round which opened on 23 June 2017 and will close on 10 August 2017.
Following this, my department will undertake a robust assessment process which will include consulting widely
across government before announcements are made in November 2017.
I look forward to working closely with local members and local governments to deliver these outstanding
community facilities.
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Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Morris
Minister for Public Transport
20 June 2017

ANSWER:
Since June 2016, 95.4 per cent of Ballarat line services arrived at their destination within 10 minutes of their
scheduled time.
With more than 424 000 passenger trips taken on the Ballarat line during May alone, trains are occasionally
stopping at stations longer than scheduled to allow passengers to board and depart services.
To combat the huge growth in passenger numbers along the Ballarat line, the line is being transformed as part of
the Ballarat Line Upgrade, which will improve the overall reliability of train services.

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

Mr Melhem
Minister for Families and Children
20 June 2017

ANSWER:
The $70 million Children’s Facilities Capital Program (CFCP) is open to all Victorian communities and is a
competitive grants program, supporting local solutions for local early years infrastructure needs. Of this funding,
$10 million has been committed to address early years demand in high growth areas, and a further $10 million to
co-locate early-years infrastructure on school sites.
The Western Metropolitan Region contains several councils identified as high growth areas: Hume, Melton and
Wyndham. These councils are specifically encouraged to apply for CFCP funding.
CFCP supports the provision of high quality early years programs for children and their families by increasing
infrastructure capacity to deliver kindergarten programs for children in the year before school. It also promotes
integrated service delivery in one location where families can access early childhood education and care, health and
development and family services. It seeks to improve access to local and responsive early childhood services for
children from vulnerable and/or disadvantaged families and through the establishment of early childhood
infrastructure on or near school sites.
I encourage all eligible new and existing early childhood service providers in the Western Metropolitan Region and
across the state to apply for these grants.
Further information about the program (including the guidelines and how to apply) can be found on the Department
for Education and Training website.
I thank the Member for his interest in these grants and strong advocacy for early childhood services on behalf of
families in his Western Metropolitan Electorate.
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Southern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Davis
Minister for Police
20 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Community Safety Statement, released in December 2016, outlines the range of new investment, powers, tools
and capabilities that Victoria Police will be equipped with to stabilise the crime rate and begin to reduce the level of
harm being caused in the community, including funding for 3135 additional frontline police.
As announced by the Chief Commissioner of Police on 27 April 2017, the first 300 frontline police began to roll
out into Melbourne’s growth suburbs from May 2017. The South Eastern Metropolitan Region will receive
50 additional frontline police to prevent, detect and disrupt crime.
The Andrews Labor Government’s 2016-17 State Budget included $19.4 million of new funding to continue and
expand the Community Crime Prevention Program.
Crime prevention begins at a local level, and this funding is ensuring our communities are well supported through
local grants programs and initiatives to help them tackle local crime issues.
The Public Safety Infrastructure Fund provides grants of up to $250 000 to Victorian councils to implement urban
design initiatives and technology, such as lighting and CCTV, to improve safety in public places.
I encourage council to consider applying for funding in consultation with police, traders and the local community.
The 2017-18 round of Public Safety Infrastructure Fund grants is scheduled to open for applications shortly.
Further information is available on the Community Crime Prevention website at
http://www.crimeprevention.vic.gov.au/.

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

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Emergency Services
20 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government greatly values the work of the Queenscliff Country Fire Authority (CFA) brigade and
the volunteers who selflessly devote their time and skills to service and promote the safety and well-being of the
Queenscliff community The CFA is aware of the Queenscliff Brigade’s need for a new water pumper and I
encourage the brigade to continue to work with the CFA on progressing this matter.
In late 2016, the Victorian Government launched the Emergency Services Volunteer Sustainability Grants
Program, which works to ensure emergency management volunteers can continue their crucial work in supporting
their communities. The Volunteer Emergency Services Equipment Program (VESEP) provides grants to
emergency service volunteer groups, including those who serve the CFA, for operational equipment, vehicles,
trucks, tankers, watercraft, trailers and minor facility improvements. For further information on how to apply for a
grant under these programs, please visit www.emv.vic.gov.au/how-we-help/grants-awards.
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Southern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Fitzherbert
Minister for Public Transport
20 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Member for Southern Metropolitan has strongly advocated to delay and prevent the construction of the Metro
Tunnel project. The Andrews Labor Government is getting on with delivering the most important infrastructure
project in Victoria.
The Member for Southern Metropolitan’s understanding that there is no plan for compensation or relocation for
residents around Domain station is incorrect.
Comprehensive Residential Impact Mitigation Guidelines for Construction have been developed through the
independent Environment Effects Statement and are available at www.metrotunnel.vic.gov.au.
Any residents seeking advice should contact the Melbourne Metro Rail Authority (MMRA) on 1800 551 927 or via
the website.

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

Ms Shing
Minister for Creative Industries
21 June 2017

ANSWER:
I am delighted that the Latrobe Regional Gallery, in collaboration with The Magritte Foundation Belgium, will be
showing the world-class exhibition Rene Magritte: The Revealing Image Photos And Films from 19 August 2017.
The State Government, through Creative Victoria, is proud to support the Latrobe Regional Gallery through its
Regional Partnerships program, and the Magritte exhibition with Government backed insurance through its
Indemnification Scheme for Victorian public galleries and museums. Other Gippsland and regional Victorian
galleries, museums, and performing arts centres are encouraged to apply for funding support through these and
other Creative Victoria Regional Development and Touring programs. Details are available at
www.creative.vic.gov.au.
It is pleasing that the Latrobe Regional Gallery has joined Victoria’s successful network of regional galleries in
leading cultural tourism.
The Member may also wish to consult further with the Minister for Tourism and Major Events on this matter.

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

Ms Springle
Minister for Planning
21 June 2017

ANSWER:
There has been no decision to rezone the Keysborough Golf Club land.
The Victorian Government in partnership with Golf Victoria released the Planning for Golf in Victoria Discussion
Paper on 22 June 2017. Golf clubs and operators, industry, local government, land managers and the Victorian
public are invited to make a submission by 14 August 2017.
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A planning decision framework for golf course land development proposals is proposed in the discussion paper.
A planning scheme amendment that has the effect of altering or removing any controls over the subdivision of any
green wedge land to allow the land to be subdivided into more lots or into smaller lots than allowed for in the
planning scheme involves an authorisation process requiring my approval and ratification by both Houses of
Parliament in accordance with the Planning and Environment Act 1987. The Government has committed to
maintaining the Urban Growth Boundary that is reflected in Plan Melbourne 2017-2050.

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

Ms Bath
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
21 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government stands with the workers of the Latrobe Valley and their families — across
Hazelwood employees, Australian Sustainable Hardwood, Carter Holt Harvey and all the supply chain businesses
who work every day to provide for their families and communities. We put them and the Latrobe Valley first.
I can confirm that since November 2014, employment in the Latrobe Valley and Gippsland region has grown by
9200 jobs. The array of services and assistance the Labor Government provides to small businesses in these areas is
designed to build their resilience and support business growth.
We have established the Latrobe Valley Authority, with an office in Morwell, to oversee program implementation
and work to assist small businesses. This includes the establishment of a new Economic Growth Zone in the
Latrobe Valley to create local jobs and grow local businesses.
To help local businesses grow we expanded the Back to Work Scheme, which provides businesses with up to
$9000 for each unemployed person living in the Latrobe Valley or retrenched worker from the Hazelwood power
station they hire and train.
The Labor Government has allocated $3.2 million to Destination Gippsland for a new marketing program that will
showcase the best of the region’s produce and agriculture, including food and wine, that visitors to the region can
experience.
In addition, the centrepiece of the $1.45 billion Regional Rail Revival package of major upgrades across regional
Victoria is the $435 million upgrade of the Gippsland Line. This upgrade will enable more frequent, safe and
reliable services and create more than 400 jobs, with a project office in the Latrobe Valley.
Further, I have engaged directly with businesses in the Latrobe Valley to understand their specific business needs
and best way the government can assist them. The Victorian Small Business Commissioner, Judy O’Connell has
also directly engaged with businesses in the Latrobe Valley and is supporting local businesses and those affected in
the supply chain in a number of ways, including through the creation of a central resource hub for businesses in the
Latrobe Valley.

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

Mr Eideh
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
21 June 2017

ANSWER:
VicRoads advises me that the project is on schedule and expects it to be completed by September 2017.
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Northern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Young
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
21 June 2017

ANSWER:
Visitation rates at Winton Wetlands have been steadily increasing since the commencement of the restoration
project in 2013.
Visitor numbers were approximately 5000 in 2014, 16 000 in 2015 and over 26 000 in 2016. Visitor numbers in
2017 are over 15 000 to date and forecast to top 30 000 for the year.
The increasing visitation numbers have been supported and enabled through Winton Wetlands Committee’s focus
on the construction of roads and paths, graphics, the Hub building, car parks, toilet blocks and camp grounds.
More recently, events and artworks have added interest to the reserve.
The award-winning Hub has been particularly popular, is well patronised by locals and is increasingly being used
as a venue for events.

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

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
21 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Level Crossing Removal Authority has engineered the design of Carrum and Seaford level crossing removal
projects to avoid any impact to regional groundwater and therefore the Ramsar listed Edithvale-Seaford Wetlands.
This decision was taken by the Level Crossing Removal Authority following advice from their technical advisors.
This advice is that the project does not impact on the regional groundwater and therefore presents no impact on the
Edithvale Seaford Wetlands.

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

Ms Pennicuik
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
21 June 2017

ANSWER:
To introduce the new governance structures for Caulfield Racecourse Reserve, the Department of Environment,
Land, Water and Planning is working through a range of complicated legal matters. These include the removal of
the current Crown Grant, which is an outdated method of delegated management. It is important that due diligence
is followed to ensure the long-term solution is sustainable and doesn’t unduly impact the rights of the various
parties affected by the new governance structures and the proposed legislation. We are still fully committed to
implementing the new governance arrangements as soon as possible.
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Northern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Lovell
Minister for Emergency Services
21 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government greatly appreciates the work of our Victoria State Emergency Services (VICSES)
volunteers, including those of the Cobram VICSES Unit, who dedicate their time and skills to keep the community
safe.
The Government is helping to keep Victoria safe with extra support for those who serve our State during
emergencies. The 2017-18 Victorian Budget provides $112.6 million to upgrade facilities and invest in new
equipment and training for emergency services across the State. VICSES will receive $34.3 million for new trucks,
boats and trailers and to modernise its buildings.
In a significant reform, $14.9 million will cover the costs of VICSES units located on council land, where the
council agrees to offer the VICSES unit a long-term lease, giving them more certainty about their future. Where
councils offer these long-term leases, the Government will cover these charges and maintain the upkeep of the
facility. This will cut costs for local councils and give VICSES units the security they deserve.
I understand that the Cobram VICSES unit has limited resources and facilities provided in Cobram. I encourage the
Cobram VICSES Unit to continue to work with the VICSES Head Office to address these issues.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Public Transport
21 June 2017

ANSWER:
I thank the Member for Western Metropolitan for asking about the Andrews Labor Government’s program of level
crossing removals. I also note his continued refusal to stand up for the people of the west and support the removal
of these dangerous and congested level crossings.
Removing these level crossings is all about saving lives, reducing congestion and improving the transport network.
Work to remove the level crossing at Kororoit Creek Road, including the partial duplication of the Altona Loop is
now underway, with the project due for completion by the end of 2018. The level crossing at Ferguson Street will
be removed by 2022.
The dangerous level crossing at Ferguson Street has claimed the lives of two school aged children and caused
serious permanent injuries to a cyclist, who was hit and dragged along by a train.
Locals know that separating the road and rail line at Ferguson Street will keep the hundreds of school children who
use this crossing each week safe.
Removing these two dangerous level crossings will significantly increase safety and better protect all members of
the Williamstown community, regardless of whether they cycle, drive, walk or catch the train.
The need for more targeted traffic data, including modelling of forecast future volumes, will be assessed at the
planning and development phase of the Ferguson Street project.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority will continue to work with other bodies such as the West Gate Tunnel
Project and VicRoads to optimise the traffic benefits of our level crossing projects.
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Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Wooldridge
Minister for Public Transport
22 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government earlier this year began work on the $395 million Hurstbridge line upgrades,
including the removal of two level crossings, duplicating the track between Heidelberg and Rosanna and rebuilding
Rosanna Station.
In response to the advocacy by the local Member for Eltham, the 2017-18 Budget provides approximately
$5 million for planning and development for the second stage of the Hurstbridge line upgrade, with a focus on
addressing the single track between Greensborough and Eltham.
We recognise the rail trestle bridge at Eltham is both of significant heritage value, and a beloved asset for the local
community.
As these investigations continue, the importance of the trestle bridge will be of utmost consideration and these
planning works ensure the community’s views regarding the heritage listed bridge are at the forefront of the Level
Crossing Removal Authorities works.

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

Ms Patten
Minister for Public Transport
22 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Metro Tunnel is a massive project and will create some unavoidable disruption while it is built. The Melbourne
Metro Rail Authority (MMRA) has been consulting with the Oxford Scholar Hotel since 2015 about the project
and its construction.
MMRA supported the Oxford Scholar Hotel on a day-to-day basis in a number of ways, including by limiting the
time of works, wayfinding signage, sealing windows, upgrading air filters, moving services and assisting with new
food offers to attract customers.
The decision to close the Oxford Scholar Hotel was a business decision made by the publican, Mr Wulf and his
partners. Had the hotel kept operating, the MMRA would have continued to work with Mr Wulf to provide support
for the business.
There is no legislative basis for compensation to be paid to Mr Wulf. Compensation is only available under the
Land Acquisition and Compensation Act 1986 where land is partially or wholly acquired for a project.
However, a range of support measures are available to non-acquired businesses under the Business Support
Guidelines for Construction and were offered to Mr Wulf.
The Metro Tunnel Project will continue to work with local businesses on a case-by-case basis to reduce and
manage impacts where possible in line with Business Support Guidelines developed for the Project.
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Southern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Davis
Minister for Public Transport
22 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is removing all nine level crossings between Caulfield and Dandenong. These
level crossings are among the most dangerous and congested in Victoria. These level crossings are down for over
80 minutes during the two hour morning peak but it is acknowledged that the Member for Southern Metropolitan
has strongly advocated against the project.
The project has created around 2000 jobs across a wide variety of occupations and skills with a wide variety of
unions and employer bodies involved.

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

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Public Transport
22 June 2017

ANSWER:
The previous Liberal Government did not remove a single level crossing on the Frankston line. In contrast, the
Andrews Labor Government is getting rid of thirteen, with three already gone. The Victorian community, including
Frankston train line commuters, remain very aware that the Liberal Party continues to oppose the removal of level
crossings. It is acknowledged that the Member for South Eastern Metropolitan has been a strong advocate against
the removal of level crossings but the Government is committed to delivering on our election commitments to get
rid of these dangerous and congested death traps.
The Government has announced that an Environmental Effects Statement (EES) will take place in relation to the
removal of level crossings at Edithvale and Bonbeach due to the potential impacts on the nearby wetlands. The
Commonwealth Government will also conduct its own assessment under the Environment Protection and
Biodiversity Act (EPBC).
The EES process will include a public submission process where all interested parties can put forward their views
for independent consideration.
More details on the removal of Victoria’s 50 worst level crossings and the upcoming EES process can be found at
www.levelcrossings.vic.gov.au

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

Ms Fitzherbert
Minister for Public Transport
22 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Metro Tunnel Project has been through a robust and independent 12 month Environment Effects Statement
planning process, which included detailed assessments of the potential environmental, social, economic and
planning impacts.
As part of this process, measures to protect residents from unreasonable construction impacts such as excessive
noise were developed and signed off by an independent panel of environmental and planning experts.
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These measures state that, if certain noise levels are reached, varying mitigation measures should apply. This is
standard practice on recent large construction projects, including Regional Rail Link.
The protection measures also state that, in some cases, alternative accommodation must be offered.
Noise modelling undertaken as part of recent works in Domain showed noise levels would not reach the level and
frequency required to trigger this offer. Residents were instead offered respite in the form of earplugs and movie
tickets.
Residents who had special circumstances were assessed on a case-by-case basis, and offered alternative
accommodation accordingly.

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

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Public Transport
22 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Victoria Government’s Regional Rail Revival program has committed $110 million to the Surf Coast Rail
Upgrade Stage 1. This includes developing the Torquay transit corridor by reserving the land required for future
transport services and paving the way for the rail duplication to Waurn Ponds by providing a second platform.
A business case is currently being developed by Transport For Victoria for the track duplication to Waurn Ponds.

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

Ms Lovell
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
22 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Shepparton Bypass is an important project for the Goulburn region and I am supportive of any acceleration to
that project that may be possible. I understand that the Shepparton Bypass Project Business Case is High Value
High Risk and developing a robust business case will require extensive data collection, detailed designs along with
community and industry consultation. A land acquisition strategy and land acquisition is also required to progress
this project to construction.
VicRoads is working with the Greater Shepparton City Council to accelerate the program and complete a robust
business case as quickly as possible.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Planning
22 June 2017

ANSWER:
There was over 13 months of extensive engagement and consultation with the community and stakeholders on the
proposed expansion of the Melbourne Regional Landfill. This included an independent planning panel which
considered an extensive amount of evidence, all written submissions received and further oral submissions from
local residents.

ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
4088

COUNCIL

23 June to 10 August 2017

My decision was based on the recommendations of the panel and advice received from my department. It is
consistent with the findings of the panel, although I have approved a smaller area than recommended by the panel.
The approval is consistent with that granted by the Environment Protection Authority.
The planning permit is subject to strict conditions which will protect the amenity of neighbouring residents. It
ensures that the expansion is limited and strictly regulated.
The planning permit and associated documents can be viewed online at www.planning.vic.nov.au/ravenhall and are
available for public inspection during office hours at Melton City Council or by appointment at my offices.

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

Ms Bath
Minister for Agriculture
23 June 2017

ANSWER:
The government is committed to working with affected land owners across Victoria to reduce the economic, social
and environmental impacts of wild dogs in Victoria. The government is also committed to achieving greater gender
diversity on committees and boards.
Appropriately qualified females were encouraged to express interest in the member positions of the Wild Dog
Management Advisory Committee. The open and competitive expression of interest process resulted in 21
expressions of interest from well-qualified and experienced candidates, including one expression of interest from a
female candidate.
The appointed members bring an appropriate mix of credentials to the committee to provide me with strategic
advice on minimising the negative impacts of wild dogs.
As of 27 June 2017, the gender balance for appointments to committees in the Agriculture Portfolio was 53 per
cent female and 47 per cent male.

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

Mr Gepp
Minister for Education
23 June 2017

ANSWER:
Congratulations on your recent elevation to the Legislative Council. I wish you well and know the people of
Northern Victoria will have another strong voice in our Parliament alongside Jaclyn Symes MLC.
I thank you for your interest in the Inclusive Schools Fund. The Fund creates innovative school environments based
on inclusive best practice and Universal Design Principles. It allows schools to consider this in the context of
facility planning and design for students with disabilities.
In March, I was delighted to award $200 000 from the Fund to Swan Hill Specialist School to develop the
middle-years yard. I am aware of the fantastic work that takes place at the school and look forward to watching to
this inspirational project take shape.
This project is currently at the tender stage and a builder is expected to be appointed imminently. Typically,
Inclusive Schools Fund projects are completed within three months.
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Southern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Davis
Minister for Education
23 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has provided an unprecedented investment in education with over $2.5 billion for
school infrastructure over the last three state budgets. This figure represents the largest and most ambitious
investment in school infrastructure in Victoria’s history.
Across the Southern Metropolitan electorate, Labor has provided more than $257 million for school infrastructure
in our first three years in government. This compares to the mere $38 million provided under the former Liberal
government’s first three budgets.
Victoria is experiencing unprecedented population which is leading to pressure at existing schools. We require
90 000 new students places over the next 5 years.
The former government failed to invest in new schools and thankfully Labor continues to deliver new schools to
keep up with population growth. As a result of our significant investment, we are now delivering 56 new schools
across the state.
The lack of planning and investment by your former government means we have a lot of catching up to do. This is
a challenge that our Government does not shy away from.
While the Government has invested considerably over the last three years in upgrading schools it is a an ongoing
challenge is to responsibly balance and prioritise the needs of more than 1500 government schools, all in varying
condition. We know that many schools have capital or maintenance requirements. The needs of all schools will be
considered when determining priorities for the capital works program, and the Government will continue to use all
available data, including condition assessments and pre-existing project plans, when allocating resources in future
state budgets.
In the neighbourhoods around South Yarra Primary School, the Andrews Labor Government is currently building
the new South Melbourne Ferrars Street Primary School to open Term 1, 2018 and the South Melbourne Park
Primary School to open Term 1, 2019. These two schools will create more than 1000 new government primary
school places in the area and alleviate enrolment pressures from surrounding schools.
The Department’s enrolment projections indicate that South Yarra Primary School is expected to have 465 students
by 2021. The demographic demand forecast of the school’s local catchment (based on the current local market
share for government primary schools) forecasts that there will be 686 primary school aged students within the
school’s catchment in 2021. Our investment in South Melbourne Park will mean we can meet the future growth,
with South Melbourne Park being able to accommodate 550 new students when it opens in 2019. This combined
with Ferrars Street Primary School will mean there is room to accommodate 1050 student places in the local area.

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

Ms Lovell
Minister for Public Transport
23 June 2017

ANSWER:
Structural inspections on bridges and culverts are carried out on an annual basis. The reeds at the site were cut
down in March and left to regrow to allow herbicide control at the most opportune time in the plants’ growing
cycle. Over the coming months, the regrowth will be sprayed.
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Northern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Patten
Attorney-General
23 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Government announced the establishment of an Expert Panel on Terrorism and Violent Extremism Prevention
and Response Powers on 18 June 2017. The Panel will report to Government within weeks on reform options to the
powers, guidance and protections available to Victoria Police. A more detailed report on wider reforms across the
entire justice system will follow in the months afterwards.
The Panel has a broad remit to examine relevant laws and practices. The Government expects that the Panel will
make recommendations in the short term that can be quickly implemented to ensure the balance of laws, powers
and obligations is appropriate to counter the current threat environment. In addition, the more considered detailed
report will examine broader issues. Those issues are not limited and the Panel is able to examine laws such as those
governing licensed security guards to identify any weaknesses or areas for improvement.
Matters relating to licensed venues fall within the portfolio responsibilities of the Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation. The licensing of crowd controllers falls within the portfolio responsibilities of the
Minister for Police.

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

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Public Transport
23 June 2017

ANSWER:
I would first like to thank the Member for Eastern Victoria’s interest in the Andrews Labor Government’s project
to remove the dangerous and congested level crossing at Clyde Road, Berwick.
The selection of a design option to remove a level crossing depends on the unique characteristics of each site, the
benefits and impacts of the various options and feedback from the community and stakeholders, such as local
councils, businesses and residents.
The level crossing at Clyde Road in Berwick is one of the 50 this government has committed to removing, and it is
scheduled to be removed by 2022. At this stage, the Level Crossing Removal Authority is still in early planning
and no decisions have been made regarding designs at this site. Residents, local business and the local council will
all be kept informed of progress at the site and given opportunity to provide feedback.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Public Transport
23 June 2017

ANSWER:
I once again thank the Member for Western Metropolitan for his continued interest in the Andrews Labor
Government’s plan to remove the dangerous and congested level crossing at Buckley Street, Essendon.
The Liberal Party’s continued opposition to the removal of level crossings across Melbourne, including at Buckley
Street, Essendon, is well understood by the community.
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It is unfortunate that the Member for Western Metropolitan is so poorly informed on the Andrews Labor
Government’s plan to safely separate Buckley Street and the network’s second busiest train line that will return
78 minutes of traffic flow during peak travel times to road users, improve reliability for rail users, make it safer for
pedestrians and cyclists in the area.
His constituents have had the opportunity to provide feedback into the removal of this dangerous and congested
level crossing through numerous channels, from several public information sessions held in 2016, to the online
community information hub, to the Essendon Info Hub at 20 Russell Street, to trader and community sessions,
Stakeholder Liaison Group (SLG) meetings, and the Planning Scheme Amendment survey. These — and many
other channels — will continue through the life of the project as work will get underway at Buckley Street later this
year, with the boom gates expected to go by the end of 2018.
The Government has a responsibility to govern for all Victorians and will continue to refuse the requests from the
Liberal/National Opposition to stop the removal of these congested death traps.
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appropriate ministers.

Tuesday, 8 August 2017
Growing Suburbs Fund
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Local Government
Mr Mulino
24 November 2016

REPLY:
Thank you for raising the matter regarding the approval of funding from the 2016-17 Growing Suburbs Fund. I
note that you have been a strong advocate for projects in your electorate.
The Growing Suburbs Fund is a significant investment from the Andrews Government towards meeting the critical
infrastructure needs of communities in Melbourne’s diverse and fast growing interface local government areas.
The 2017/18 budget provides an additional $50 million over 2 years, bringing the total of the Victorian
Government investment to $150 million.
The fund recognises the important role local government plays in creating liveable communities and is positioned
to respond quickly to the pressures experienced by interface communities by bringing forward local projects that
will make a big difference in the day-to-day lives of outer suburban families.
I can confirm that more than $8.29 million will support a total of 12 projects within the Eastern Victorian
electorate. This includes $2 525 000 towards four projects in the Yarra Ranges Shire; $1 695 124 towards six
projects in Mornington Peninsula Shire; and $4 070 000 towards three projects in Cardinia Shire.
I am pleased that in 2016-17, 20 projects, representing and investment of $34.2 million, will be directed towards
shared community facilities. This equates to 72% of the overall fund and will leverage $52.3 million in additional
investment by other sources such as the Commonwealth and local government, not-for-profit organisations and
sporting clubs.
I look forward to being able to work closely with local members and councils to deliver these outcomes for
interface communities.

Cowes police station
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Mr O’Donohue
7 March 2017

REPLY:
I am advised by the Office of the Chief Commissioner that construction of the new Cowes Police Station is
expected to be completed by March 2018.
I can assure you that Victoria Police continues to provide a 24-hour policing response to the Cowes and Phillip
Island community. There has been no reduction or change to service delivery, as rostering is being co-ordinated
between Cowes and San Remo, to provide maximum coverage in the area.
During construction, counter services have been operating every Wednesday at the Bass Coast Shire Council
Offices in Cowes. The availability of counter service times is published in local newspapers, and on Victoria
Police’s Eyewatch Facebook pages.
Victoria Police are preparing and planning for the summer period, to ensure that they will continue to provide a
visible presence for the safety of residents and tourists.
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Greater Geelong City Council
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Local Government
Mr Davis
21 March 2017

REPLY:
I welcome your request that the Victorian Electoral Commission be engaged consistent with their role and
legislative responsibilities as it relates to the City of Greater Geelong.
You will be pleased to note the following extract from the VEC’s report to me on the recent community
consultation on a new electoral structure for the Greater Geelong City Council.
“In April 2017, the Minister for Local Government, the Hon. Natalie Hutchins MP, asked the Victorian Electoral
Commission (VEC) to consult with the Geelong community on a new electoral structure for the Greater Geelong
City Council.”
Details of that report are publically available here: https://www.vec.vic.gov.au/Reviews/geelongrr.html
I note with interest your contention concerning the role of the VEC in light of the previous government’s policy as
represented in the City of Greater Geelong Amendment Bill 2011 to legally restrain the VEC from reviewing the
directly elected Mayor model when it undertook the scheduled Electoral Representation Review and Subdivision
Review in 2015 and 2016.

Community safety
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Mr O’Donohue
21 March 2017

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government has announced a comprehensive strategy to prevent, detect and disrupt crime in
Victoria. The Community Safety Statement, released in December 2016, outlines our commitment to boost police
numbers right across the State.
As you are aware, the Government is funding 3135 additional frontline police over the next five years to support
police respond to crime in our communities. These extra 3135 police, which are on top of attrition, are the lynchpin
of the Victoria’s first-ever Community Safety Statement.
The Government is already delivering on its promise with the first 300 additional frontline police having been
deployed to Melbourne’s growth suburbs in May 2017. Wyndham, Brimbank, Hume, Moreland, Whittlesea and
Casey will receive significant resources over the next 12 months, and these extra police will greatly strengthen local
police responses in those areas.
Recruitment of the additional police has been scheduled over the next four years, and planning for their deployment
is on track. Work is also underway at the Victoria Police Academy to accommodate the new recruits.
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Residential tenancies legislation
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation
Mr Davis
22 March 2017

REPLY:
The Government has been conducting a public review of the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 to ensure that
regulation of Victoria’s rental sector meets the needs of both tenants and landlords. Changes recommended as part
of the review are expected to be introduced into Parliament in 2018.
Detailed consideration of the economic and social impacts of any proposed changes will inform the development of
the final reform package.
More immediately, the Government is proposing a small package of amendments to the Residential Tenancies Act
1997 so that the rights and obligations of landlords and tenants under that Act will apply to all tenancy agreements
irrespective of the length of term of the tenancy. Currently, the Act only applies to tenancy agreements where the
term of the tenancy is not more than five years in length.
These amendments will not impose any financial or social burden on the landlords or upon the community in
general. Where a landlord and a tenant do agree to enter into a tenancy for a period of more than five years, the
Government’s proposal will mean that both parties will have available to them all the protections of the Act.
A landlord has always been able to agree to offer a rental property for a term of more than five years and this will
not change.
The Government intends that landlords will retain the freedom to choose a length of tenancy for their rental
property that best suits their individual circumstances.

South Eastern Metropolitan Region crime
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Mrs Peulich
22 March 2017

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to working with Victoria Police to ensure that they have the powers
and resources they need to prevent crime in our communities, and hold perpetrators to account.
I am aware of the Mayor of Greater Dandenong’s concerns regarding police resourcing in the City of Greater
Dandenong, and I have responded to the Mayor’s letter on 6 April 2017.
I can assure the Mayor of Greater Dandenong that the Dandenong Police Division will receive extra police
resources and personnel.
As announced by the Chief Commissioner of Police on 27 April 2017, the first 300 frontline police began to roll
out into Melbourne’s growth suburbs from May 2017. The South Eastern Metropolitan Region will receive 50
additional frontline police to prevent, detect and disrupt crime.
These 50 additional frontline police will be distributed across the Dandenong Police Division, with 31 and 10
police deployed in the Casey and Greater Dandenong Police Service Area, respectively. Eight police officers will
be deployed to the Divisional Criminal Investigation Unit and one police officer will join the Division Crime Scene
Services.
These extra police will greatly strengthen local police responses in those areas selected; however, it is important to
stress that this is just the start of delivering on our promise to keep Victorians safe. We have 2729 more police yet
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to be allocated across the state, plus 100 Protective Services Officers to help provide an even safer public transport
network.
I am advised that Victoria Police target their operations to address challenges specific to the Greater Dandenong
Local Government Area, which is serviced by the Dandenong and Springvale Police Stations. In addition to general
duties patrolling units, specialist units such as the Criminal Investigation Unit, Crime Scene Services, Highway
Patrol, Family Violence Unit, Divisional Intelligence Unit and Prosecutions Unit also play a role in ensuring that
Greater Dandenong is being effectively policed.
I am advised Victoria Police has implemented various local policing initiatives in the Dandenong area to target
volume crime and recidivist offenders, including Operations Secure, Shadow, Screen, Sumatra and Lookout. These
operations have implemented a number of initiatives, including providing an intensive police presence to address
theft, deter anti-social behaviour and hoon driving in high risk areas, and disrupt drug trafficking in identified
hotspots.
Another local initiative, the Offender Processing Unit (OPU), has been designed to take on the processing
responsibilities, including interviews of offenders and the related paperwork, allowing frontline police to get back
on the road to where they are needed most.
In addition to the important work being done by police, the Andrews Labor Government has funded 97
Community Crime Prevention (CCP) projects in the South Eastern Metro Region, with grants totalling $2 864 758.
This funding is designed to assist evidence-based, community-led crime prevention initiatives, including graffiti
prevention, CCTV installation, improved lighting, mentorship programs, intervention programs, and various
security upgrades. Other projects focus on young people and other vulnerable groups, such as Koori and Culturally
and Linguistically Diverse (CALD) communities.
Please be assured that I continue to work closely with the Chief Commissioner of Police to tackle the complex law
and order challenges we see today, to give Victoria Police the resources they need to keep our community safe
now, and into the future.

Police numbers
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Mr Morris
2 May 2017

REPLY:
There has been no reduction in frontline police. The community of Ballarat continues to receive a 24-hour police
response as part of Western Region Division 3, which has seen a 3 percent increase in police resources overall
since November 2014. The decision of how and where resources are deployed is appropriately a matter for the
Chief Commissioner of Police.
In relation to comments on the rates of high volume crimes such as aggravated burglary in the Ballarat area, I have
been advised by Victoria Police that aggravated burglary is a high priority for the Division, as are all high volume
crime categories. The Western Region Division 3 has a High Volume Crime Team that, amongst other functions, is
comprised of Burglary, Recidivist Offenders, Response, and Drug teams. Police units are tasked on a daily basis to
target this kind of offending, dependent upon intelligence.
Police ran a number of specific operations during 2016 and 2017, specifically targeting high volume crime
categories. These operations resulted in over 90 arrests in connection with the offences of aggravated burglary,
burglary, theft, and handling stolen goods from the reporting period of 31 October 2016 to 30 April 2017. These
operations have been highly successful in disrupting these offences in the Ballarat and surrounding areas.
The issue of police resourcing is complex but it is also essential to have a comprehensive investment package that
will ensure Victoria Police is better able to work effectively with the community to meet the law and order
challenges facing Victoria.
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The Andrews Labor Government has shown its commitment to police resourcing through our Community Safety
Statement. The statement outlines the Victorian Government’s $2 billion investment to equip Victoria Police with
new resources and capabilities to prevent and reduce the level of harm being caused in the community.
The Statement is an unprecedented investment in Victoria Police and responds to growing demand on police
services.
Victoria Police has developed a new and sophisticated staff allocation model, in consultation with The Police
Association, so we know how many police are needed and where. This model will also help police predict how
many will be needed in the future — so they can start planning for them now.
The first 300 of those officers were began to be deployed in April 2017 in Melbourne’s high demand and high
growth suburbs but it is important to stress that this is just the start. We have 2729 more police yet to be allocated
across the state, plus 100 Protective Services officers to help provide an even safer public transport network.
The Andrews Labor Government is absolutely committed to ensuring Victoria Police in every municipality has the
resources and powers it needs to reduce harm in the community and keep Victorians safe, including in Ballarat.
The Government will continue to work with the Chief Commissioner to tackle the complex law and order
challenges we see today, to give Victoria Police the resources they need to keep our community safe now, and into
the future.

Barmah National Park
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
Mr Young
9 May 2017

REPLY:
The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP), together with Parks Victoria, has been
reviewing the supply of firewood across Northern Victoria, including areas around Barmah National Park.
Firewood is a limited resource. The Barmah Island area that is adjacent to Barmah National Park has been made
available as a firewood resource with harvesting operations taking place to produce firewood for the Autumn 2017
collection season. DELWP will continue to work with local communities to consider alternative supply and access
to more sustainable forms of energy.
Parks Victoria undertakes annual fire prevention works and programs to control invasive plants and animals. Parks
Victoria works closely with partner agencies to promote tourism in the area surrounding the park.
Parks Victoria conducted three community roundtable group meetings from January 2017 to February 2017 to
consider the views of stakeholders on feral horse management in the Barmah National Park. The consultation
focused on management actions required to reduce the impacts of horses on the Ramsar-listed wetlands and protect
this significant ecological asset. Parks Victoria is now finalising a draft Feral Horse Strategic Action Plan which
will be made available for broader public comment in mid-2017.
I am visiting Barmah National Park later this month and will be meeting with key stakeholders and hearing their
concerns on these matters.
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Family violence action plan
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence
Mr Melhem
9 May 2017

REPLY:
I thank the Member for Western Metropolitan for raising the government’s Primary Prevention Strategy Free from
Violence with the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence, the Hon. Fiona Richardson MP.
The Royal Commission into Family Violence recognised the need for a state-wide Primary Prevention Strategy to
address negative attitudes and behaviours that drive gendered violence. Our government is working to implement
every single one of the Commission’s 227 recommendations, and this Strategy provides the necessary blueprint of
how we will change engrained attitudes and behaviours over time.
Similar to other world-leading prevention initiatives, such as anti-smoking campaign led by VicHealth, we are
utilising public awareness campaigns and targeted prevention programs to stop gendered violence before it starts. A
key part of this work is the creation of a prevention agency with dedicated and enduring funding, that will drive
state-wide programs that will prevent family violence.
While the prevention agency is being established, our government is supporting communities to strengthen local
partnerships to coordinate and drive family violence prevention activities. As part of the Community Partnerships
for Primary Prevention Grants program, the Minister was pleased to provide Women’s Health in the West
$135 000 to strengthen targeted prevention action in your community.

Country Fire Authority Ballan training facility
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Emergency Services
Mr Morris
9 May 2017

REPLY:
The closure of the Country Fire Authority (CFA) Training Facility in Fiskville created an immediate gap in the
State’s capacity and capability for training firefighters and other emergency management volunteers and staff.
The Victorian Government decided to close the Fiskville training facility in 2015, after tests showed that
firefighters were exposed to dangerous chemicals that likely caused cancer, confirming what many firefighters had
suspected for decades.
As promised by the Victorian Government and publicly announced by me on 15 May 2017, the Victorian
Government has purchased land for a new Victorian Emergency Management Training Centre (VEMTC) in
Ballan. The Victorian Government has worked hard to secure this 35 hectare site and can now get on with building
this World-class training facility. This new training facility in Ballan will help boost jobs in the region and provide
economic benefit to the local community
The 2016-17 Victorian Budget provided $46.2 million to address the shortfall caused by the closure of the CFA
Training Facility in Fiskville, with over $31 million going to the purchase of land and the establishment of the new
training facility in Ballan. The new VEMTC in Ballan will be an environmentally safe facility featuring hot fire and
multi-purpose training pads as well as firefighting props and specialist training capability. It will be available to our
fire agencies as well as members of Victoria State Emergency Service and other emergency service organisations.
The design and planning for the VEMTC in Ballan will commence without delay and construction is expected to
commence in the first half of 2018.
Thank you for raising this matter with me.
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Geelong convention and exhibition centre
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Regional Development
Mr Ramsay
9 May 2017

REPLY:
The Government recognises the importance of a proposed convention centre for Geelong and the Surf Coast —
however we need to get the project right.
This project has been much talked about and with a bit more hard work, we believe we can make the vision a
reality for Geelong.
The Government has now considered the initial business case, however there needs to be more work undertaken to
ensure the project matches the vision of the Geelong community.
I have recently met with a number of Geelong business and community leaders and with Deakin University.
We discussed the convention centre, its needs and future.
The Government remains committed to the development of the business case and working with the community to
achieve the best possible outcome.

M80 ring-road upgrade
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Mr Eideh
10 May 2017

REPLY:
The M80 Ring Road upgrade is a $2.25 billion project that, when finished, will deliver widening and improvements
along 38 kilometres of freeway from the Princes Freeway, Laverton North to the Greensborough Highway,
Greensborough.
Three sections of the M80 Ring Road have been upgraded, with construction on the Sunshine Avenue to Calder
Freeway section underway and expected to be complete by late 2018.
$700 million has been provided in the 2017-18 State Budget to complete the remaining three sections of the M80
Ring Road upgrade.
This includes widening and improvements on the remaining three sections from the Princes Freeway to the
Western Highway, from Plenty Road to Greensborough Highway and between Sydney Road and Edgars Road.
The section from the Princes Freeway to the Western Highway is the first of the remaining sections to be upgraded.
The 7.9 kilometre upgrade in this section involves widening from three lanes to four lanes in each direction,
upgrading interchanges at Boundary Road and Fitzgerald Road to improve access for freight from Laverton North
and upgrading the Princes Freeway and M80 Ring Road interchange to provide new ramps to reduce weaving and
provide better connections between these major freeways and the West Gate Freeway and future West Gate
Tunnel.
Expressions of interest for this section have been requested and construction is expected to begin in early 2018.
The upgrade of the 2.4 kilometre section from Plenty Road to Greensborough Highway will include an extra lane
in each direction and upgrades to interchanges at Greensborough Highway and Plenty Road to provide better
connections.
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The 4 kilometre upgrade between Sydney Road and Edgars Road will include an extra lane in each direction and
new separate carriageways between Edgars Road and Sydney Road to remove the dangerous weaving that
currently exists.
Construction is scheduled to begin in these sections by 2019.
A freeway management system, including overhead speed limit and lane use signs, ramp signals, CCTV and
variable message signs, will also be installed in each section to improve traffic flow and safety.
All remaining sections of the M80 Ring Road are expected to be complete by late 2021.

Rental bidding
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation
Mr Barber
10 May 2017

REPLY:
The Victorian Government is currently reviewing the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 (RTA). Information and
updates about the review are published on the Fairer Safer Housing website, available at:
engage.vic.gov.au/fairersaferhousing.
The Victorian Government is committed to residential tenancy laws that balance the interests of all participants in
the rental sector, and rental bidding was one of issues raised for consideration in the most recent public options
discussion paper Heading for Home. Specifically, Option 7.8A sought comment on a proposed requirement that
rental properties be advertised at a fixed price, and that the practice of requesting rental bids be prohibited. Option
7.8B contemplated further prohibiting landlords and agents from accepting rental bids, even where they may be
offered without solicitation.
The options discussion paper was published to facilitate public input into potential reform options, and does not
represent a settled Victorian Government position on what legislative changes should be made to the RTA. The
submissions received from stakeholders are currently being considered by the Government in the development of a
comprehensive reform package. This package will form the basis of new legislation for residential tenancies, to be
considered by the Victorian Parliament in 2018.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Special Minister of State
Ms Crozier
11 May 2017

REPLY:
While my portfolio has responsibility for administering integrity and accountability legislation, it is outside the
scope of my role to make determinations about ministerial conduct.
All Ministers are subject to the Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 and also must act in
accordance with the Ministerial Code of Conduct and their oath of office. Ministers and Members of Parliament are
ultimately accountable to Parliament.
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Bannockburn emergency services precinct
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Emergency Services
Mr Morris
11 May 2017

REPLY:
The Victorian Government appreciates the advocacy provided to our emergency services organisations by the
Golden Plains Shire Council including Mayor Des Phelan and the Chief Executive Officer, Mr Rod Nicholls
regarding the establishment of an emergency services precinct in Bannockburn.
Emergency Management Victoria (EMV) ensures that emergency services agencies work together when
considering new developments, upgrades or extensions in the same area.
EMV held a multi-agency discussion with the relevant stakeholders to determine requirements and intentions in a
number of regional locations where EMV has been approached by local government to encourage co-location. The
discussion also examined the viability of an emergency services complex in Bannockburn as recommended by the
Golden Plains Shire Council. This discussion failed to identify any operational imperative for the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) and Victoria State Emergency Services to relocate from existing facilities in Bannockburn and
situate within a single complex in the short term.
However, I am pleased to advise that in December 2017, the CFA will take over the lease of the piece of land
currently leased by the Golden Plains Shire Council, to ensure the site remains secure as land is always difficult to
obtain for new developments.
Thank you for raising this matter with me.

Gippsland technical school
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Ms Bath
24 May 2017

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
Tech Schools are shared high-tech learning environments with innovative education programs linked to local
schools and the school curriculum. Secondary students will access Tech Schools to amplify their learning of
science, technology, engineering and maths (STEM).
The learning programs will deliver real world learning to students supplementing the resources standalone schools
provide, particularly with high-tech equipment, to connect students to the skills and jobs of their future. A Tech
School Director will lead each Tech School in collaboration with participating schools, local government and
industry partners via a Tech School Committee.
The Tech School is owned and operated by the host institution — Federation Training — to the ultimate benefit of
local students and teachers from the eight participating partner schools. This includes giving secondary school
students an opportunity to experience tertiary and industry-level settings from an early age.
To ensure as many voices as possible are heard in the development of the Tech School, the host is collaborating
closely with the Tech School Committee, which is playing a vital role in bringing the needs and priorities of the
community to the fore. The Gippsland Tech School Committee is comprised of representatives of many
organisations:
– A representative sample of partner schools
– A representative sample of industry partners, including Agribusiness Gippsland
– The Local Learning and Employment Network
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– The Latrobe Valley Authority
– Latrobe City Council
– The host
– The Department of Education and Training regional office.
The Gippsland Tech School will provide STEM based learning programs to eight participating schools in
Gippsland and have a food and fibre; health; new energy, and advanced manufacturing industry focus.
Federation Training, the Committee and partner schools are developing these programs in line with the Tech
Schools Learning Programs Design Framework, which was developed after extensive consultation with Tech
School stakeholders, hosts, directors, initiative stakeholders, subject associations and expert bodies. The
combination of a strong central framework that informs local planning will ensure learning programs that are
unique to the Gippsland Tech School, and able to meet the needs of the partner schools.
In terms of the infrastructure, the new Gippsland Tech School will be located in the western half of the main
building of Federation Training’s Morwell campus. The architects have completed the design, which includes a
remodelling and refurbishing of the existing space to provide a range of learning spaces including a design studio,
hi-tech skills lab, multi-media lab and discovery centre.
These learning spaces will be fitted with high tech equipment (including 3D printers and robotics) to support the
delivery of the Tech School programs and the application of STEM to real world problems. They will be
state-of-the-art facilities in which to teach the learning programs that the community has helped to design.
Construction has now commenced of the new Gippsland Tech School at Federation Training with the Member for
Eastern Victoria Harriet Shing turning the first sod on Friday 23 June 2017. Construction will be complete and the
facility will open for student programs to commence in 2018.

Geelong Citizens Jury
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Local Government
Mr Davis
24 May 2017

REPLY:
The Member would be well advised to avoid demeaning jury members in future. Using Parliament to call people
names is very disappointing and I suggest the Member apologise.
The New Democracy Foundation is politically bi-partisan and independent. Its brief was to allow a representative
group of Geelong’s citizens to arrive at a model that would best serve their needs in terms of representation and
governance. No pre-conceived outcome was ascribed in the brief or in any materials and information provided to
the jury.
New Democracy Foundation’s research committee, patrons and official supporters include former Coalition
Premiers, Senators and leaders. Many eminent Australians on the conservative side of politics in our nation are
advocates of the New Democracy Foundation.
The New Democracy Foundation was commissioned to undertake the Geelong Citizens’ Jury because it is the
pre-eminent organisation in Australia in conducting large scale, complex citizens’ juries in local government
environments. This is a highly specialised field in which New Democracy Foundation is a unique provider.
This investment in democracy for Geelong is a sound investment. It ensured that we could deliver an independent,
professional process which placed Geelong citizens in the driver’s seat in determining how they would like to be
governed in the future.
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Kensington railway station
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Mr Barber
24 May 2017

REPLY:
Effective as of 27 August 2017, there will be one extra service on the Craigieburn line in the AM peak and the PM
peak.
Presently, there are no plans to introduce staff to Kensington. Authorised Officers are deployed at particular
stations to assist with crowd management as required. Melbourne Metro Trains (MTM) have indicated that train
drivers make announcements, where possible, instructing passengers to move further into carriages to ensure
passengers embark and disembark safely.
In addition, MTM have also advised that they have recently introduced a remote in-system announcement system
that operates from their Control Room. This enables staff to monitor station platforms and make announcements to
passengers asking them to move further into the carriage in instances where many other passengers are waiting to
board.
MTM have investigated the number of instances of customer injuries at Kensington Station, and there have not
been any reported injuries in the past 6 months as a result of over-crowding or platform congestion.

Greater Geelong City Council
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Local Government
Mr Ramsay
24 May 2017

REPLY:
I thank the Member for Western Victoria for his question.
I have been advised that the matter raised in this question is currently before the courts. As such, it would not be
appropriate for me to comment on this matter.

Wyndham City Council
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Local Government
Mr Finn
25 May 2017

REPLY:
The Local Government Investigations and Compliance Inspectorate has publicly confirmed it is investigating
matters related to Wyndham City Council’s general election held in 2016.
As I have previously stated to the Member for Western Metropolitan, it would not be appropriate for me to
comment further while the investigation is being conducted.
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Fox control
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Agriculture
Mr O’Sullivan
25 May 2017

REPLY:
The Fox and Wild Dog Bounty rewards eligible Victorian hunters who present acceptable body parts at 22
scheduled collection centres. The program pays hunters $10 for each fox scalp and $120 for each wild dog skin
piece.
Since its inception in 2011, the bounty has paid out over $5.57 million in rewards and collected over 550 000 fox
scalps and 2100 wild dog skin pieces.
The Fox and Wild Dog Bounty has been consistently advertised and promoted across the state with information
made available to the community, landholders and hunters through a wide range of mediums since 2011.
Agriculture Victoria widely promotes the bounty at key times of year to coincide with activities including; the
resumption of bounty collections in Autumn, on-farm pre-lambing fox management and the summer suspension of
bounty collections. Information is readily available and accessible on the Agriculture Victoria website or by calling
the Agriculture Victoria Customer Service Centre. Regional hunter and community groups, such as Landcare,
continue to promote the bounty through their communication networks.
Hunters and farmers have become familiar with the operation of the bounty system since 2011 and Agriculture
Victoria has not received any hunter feedback or criticism regarding a lack of information or publicity.
Departmental staff continue to see first time applicants submitting fox scalps at collection centres. The 12 412
applications for reward from hunters since the program inception indicates significant continuing participation
across Victoria.
A network of 22 bounty collection centres continues to operate. The Rainbow collection site was temporarily
withdrawn when the wild dog bounty was suspended in 2015 as it was solely a wild dog collection centre. This site
has now been re-instated.
The average number of fox scalps submitted for bounty reward is approximately 105 000 per financial year. The
cumulative figures at May 2017 for 2016-17 shows that 62 233 fox scalps have been collected for reward. It is
likely that the total number of fox scalps collected this financial year will be lower than the 105 000 long term
average. This is attributable to seasonal conditions, where extended wet and warm periods over much of the state
have led to reduced hunting efforts. Farmers have also redirected their effort to on-farm activities such as
harvesting and sowing operations due to favourable conditions. In addition, hunters can stockpile body parts and
submit them for collection at a later date. This leads to variations in monthly collection figures and makes final
returns difficult to predict.
Effective fox management requires an integrated approach, using all available management practices including
poison baiting, trapping, exclusion fencing, fumigation and appropriate animal husbandry. Hunting can play an
important role in supporting an integrated fox and wild dog management approach.

Shepparton rail services
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Ms Lovell
6 June 2017

REPLY:
This matter does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities. Please redirect this question to the Minister for Police.
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Energy efficiency programs
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
Mr Eideh
6 June 2017

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government understands the pressures that Victorian business owners are facing from rising
gas and electricity prices. We have put in place several measures to assist businesses, with more new support
programs being developed.
The Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Scheme, which helps businesses with their energy costs through discounts
on selected energy-saving products and services, has operated since 2009. The Andrews Labor Government has
expanded and strengthened this program with several additional programs that businesses can access to help keep
their energy costs down.
Boosting Business Productivity
The $3.6 million Boosting Business Productivity grants program supports businesses to develop skills needed to
cut energy costs, reduce greenhouse emissions, and improve energy productivity. Businesses can access this
program to reduce energy costs through three streams:
1.

Energy Assessment Grants of up to $9000 are available for businesses spending over $20 000 a year on
energy, and can provide help to implement recommendations on improving energy efficiency, renewable
energy opportunities and energy tariffs. On average, assessments can find potential energy savings of more
than $50 000 a year from energy efficiency alone.

2.

Materials Efficiency Grants of up to $13 000 are available to businesses and manufacturers looking for
solutions to their waste problems. Matched grants are available to fund expert advice to identify the causes of
waste, and to develop and help implement a solution. On average, assessments can find potential savings of
more than $150 000 per annum from materials efficiency alone, in addition to benefits such as improved
productivity and energy savings.

3.

Energy Efficiency Capability grants for industry associations, business networks and registered training
organisations (RTOs) to develop energy efficiency knowledge and skills in small-to-medium businesses and
service providers are also being provided. Applications for these grants have now closed and more
information will be available soon about how to participate in the funded projects.

To find out more about this program, see
www.sustainability.vic.gov.au/services-and-advice/business/energy-and-materials-efficiency-for-business/boosting
-productivity.
Better Commercial Buildings Program
The $1.8 million Better Commercial Buildings program is available to fund energy efficiency improvements for 50
poorly performing commercial buildings. Improving building performance can lead to savings in energy costs,
increased tenant satisfaction and lower vacancy rates.
To find out more, see
www.sustainability.vic.gov.au/services-and-advice/business/resource-efficient-buildings/energy-efficient-office-bui
ldings/better-commercial-buildings-program
Environmental Upgrade Finance
In November 2016, the Andrews Labor Government’s legislation took effect to allow all Victorian councils to offer
Environmental Upgrade Agreements (EUAs). EUAs are a council-based low-cost financing option to upgrade
buildings’ energy efficiency and environmental performance.
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Our government, through Sustainability Victoria, provides a Sustainable Finance service. This is a free finance
facilitation service that is available to all businesses, property owners, councils and community groups seeking to
invest in energy efficiency and renewable energy.
You can learn more at:
www.sustainability.vic.gov.au/services-and-advice/business/energy-and-materials-efficiency-for-business/sustaina
ble-finance-service
Victorian Energy Compare
One of the best ways to reduce energy costs is to shop around for a new energy supply offer. To assist consumers to
do this, the government’s independent price comparison tool, Victorian Energy Compare, can be used help
Victorians save money on their energy bills.
Victorian Energy Compare is an independent comparison website, available to householders and small business
customers (consuming under 40 megawatt hours (MWh) annually) who have smart meter data. It is the only
independent price comparison tool that has every generally available electricity, gas and solar tariff on the market.
Victorian Energy Compare makes it easier for Victorians to review their energy plan and save money. Data from
the website shows that nine out of every ten users can save money by switching energy offers.
Victorian Energy Compare can be found at www.vic.gov.au/victorianenergycompare

Poker machines
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation
Dr Carling-Jenkins
6 June 2017

REPLY:
The Andrews Government recognises that while gambling is a legitimate recreational activity it can have
catastrophic consequences for some people and that it is important therefore to have in place measures to reduce
gambling-related harm.
On 7 July 2017, I announced the new gaming machine arrangements that will help limit gambling-related harm and
give certainty to clubs and hotels across Victoria. Under the arrangements, the number of gaming machines in
Victoria outside the Melbourne casino will remain capped at 27 372 and the maximum number of gaming
machines in a single venue will be frozen at 105.
In 2015-16, the government committed funding of $148 million over four years to the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation to reduce the prevalence and severity of problem gambling and to foster responsible
gambling. The Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation designs and delivers communication and education
strategies, commissions research and works with Gambler’s Help agencies to deliver counselling and treatment
services.
The government recognises the importance of ensuring that community views about the placement of gaming
machines are better considered. For this reason, the Responsible Gambling Ministerial Advisory Council was asked
to provide advice on ways in which the process for the placement of gaming machines in local communities can be
improved. I am currently considering the council’s advice on this matter.
In 2015, when announcing the review of the arrangements that will apply to the operation of gaming machines after
August 2022, the government also committed to examining gaming machine harm minimisation measures to
ensure they are – appropriate now and post-2022 having regard to emerging research and industry developments. A
consultation paper seeking community and stakeholder submissions on the harm minimisation measures that apply
to gaming machines was released as part of this process. I will have more to say about this process in due course.
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Cowes police station
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Mr O’Donohue
6 June 2017

REPLY:
I am advised by the Office of the Chief Commissioner of Police that construction of the new Cowes police station
is expected to be completed by March 2018.
I can assure you that Victoria Police continues to provide a 24-hour policing response to the Cowes and Phillip
Island community. There has been no reduction or change to service delivery, as rostering is being co-ordinated
between Cowes and San Remo, to provide maximum coverage in the area.
During construction, counter services have been operating every Wednesday at the Bass Coast Shire Council
Offices in Cowes. The availability of counter service times is published in local newspapers, and on Victoria
Police’s Eyewatch Facebook pages.
Victoria Police are preparing and planning for the summer period, to ensure that they will continue to provide a
visible presence for the safety of residents and tourists. Victoria Police considers the increased population in tourist
areas when planning police staffing for the summer months. Where necessary, additional staff will be allocated to
meet demand.

Swan Street Bridge upgrade
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Ms Dunn
6 June 2017

REPLY:
The Swan Street Bridge Upgrade is funded as a road project, and includes the widening of the bridge, Alexandra
Ave, and Olympic Blvd, to accommodate one additional east bound lane.
VicRoads has advised it is aware of a number of issues in regard to the existing pedestrian and cyclist trails
underneath the Swan Street Bridge, including narrow width and low head clearance on the east (Batman Ave) side,
and periodic flooding on the west (Alexandra Ave) side.
The geotechnical conditions of the area are poor, resulting in an ongoing high degree of settlement, particularly of
the west bank (Alexandra Ave side), which means the west side path is steadily sliding down into the river. Over
time this has led to more frequent flooding during higher tide events.
The matter of upgrading the two paths is of interest to several separate authorities, with Parks Victoria the
custodians of the land on which the waterway and paths reside, Melbourne Water are interested in (not reducing)
the flow operation of the waterway, and City of Melbourne is responsible for the path infrastructure itself.
VicRoads is responsible for the Swan Street Bridge structure on both banks and above the waterway and paths.
VicRoads has led a number of discussions with the above mentioned stakeholders in respect to investigating
potential solutions as part of the Swan Street Bridge Upgrade. The engineering complexities of the site means there
is no simple and obvious solution for either path. For example, widening the narrow path on the east side does not
resolve the existing issues with reduced head clearance to the bridge above the path, however lowering the path
may expose it to potential flooding.
A full investigation and scope is required in order to determine the appropriate solution.
As a result of this, VicRoads is working with the City of Melbourne, Parks Victoria and Melbourne Water to
consider alternatives for making improvements to this existing situation.
Thank you for your interest in the project.
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Family violence
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence
Mr Elasmar
6 June 2017

REPLY:
I thank the Member for Northern Metropolitan for raising the government’s efforts to prevent family violence with
the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence.
The Minister was proud to recently launch Victoria’s first primary prevention strategy Free from Violence (the
Strategy). The Strategy focuses on the need to drive prevention initiatives through key settings where Victorians
work, learn and play, including our schools, workplaces and sporting clubs.
Similar to other world-leading prevention initiatives, such as the Transport Accident Commission’s work to make
our roads safer, we are utilising public awareness campaigns and targeted prevention programs to help change
harmful attitudes and behaviours. As part of the Community Partnerships for Primary Prevention Grants program,
the Minister was pleased to provide Women’s Health in the North $140 000 to strengthen targeted prevention
action in your community.
Changing entrenched attitudes and behaviours is incredibly complex and will take time. That is why our
government is working to establish a prevention agency with dedicated and enduring funding to strengthen our
focus on stopping this violence before it starts.

Mernda rail extension
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Mr Leane
6 June 2017

REPLY:
I would like to thank the Member for Eastern Metropolitan and Parliamentary Secretary for Infrastructure for his
advocacy for better public transport services on behalf of his community.
The Mernda Rail Jobs Hub is an industry leading initiative that makes it easier for people looking for work on the
Mernda Rail Extension Project to find out about opportunities on the project. The Hub brings together a network of
labour hire companies, sub-contractors and job support services, as well as TAFEs and training providers to
connect people with the jobs, training and support services they need.
People looking for work can access the Mernda Rail Jobs Hub online, via a dedicated 1800 number or in person at
323 McDonalds Road, Epping. This is a new model for the construction industry in Victoria and the community
response to it has been significant. So far hundreds of people have registered their interest directly with the Hub.
Each week around 100 people have visited the Hub in Epping which was built by BARPA, an indigenous
construction company. It is fitting, as Barpa in the traditional language of the Jaara People of Central Victoria
means ‘to build’.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority (LXRA) is encouraging their construction industry partners to think about
innovative ways to recruit their workforces. An initiative like the Mernda Rail Jobs Hub is a great way to provide
opportunities for local people to find employment, re-skill and re-train. I’m pleased to inform the Member that this
encouragement is already leading to more great initiatives.
The Government recently awarded the contract for the Camp Road, Campbellfield level crossing removal to an
Alliance, comprising the LXRA and John Holland/KBR. Work on this fast-tracked removal has commenced, with
the crossing to be removed by early 2018. This project will also include a job hub as part of the project. A pop-up
Employment and Business Hub will be set up in a central location close to Camp Road where locals interested in
working on the project or providing goods and services will be able to get in touch with the project team. The
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LXRA project team will also work with local social enterprises, training and employment providers.to identify
opportunities for disadvantaged job seekers.
These initiatives are a great way for contractors on major infrastructure projects to deliver ten per cent of all work
on the project to apprentices, trainees and cadets as part of the Governments Major Project Skills Guarantee
(MPSG) initiative. I look forward to being able to advise the Member of many more great initiatives like this in the
future.

Australian Hazara Women’s Friendship Network
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Women
Ms Springle
7 June 2017

REPLY:
I would like to acknowledge the advocacy of the Australian Hazara Women’s Friendship Network in the
Dandenong region.
As part of the development of Victoria’s first Gender Equality Strategy (the Strategy) the Minister for. Women
heard directly from culturally diverse Victorians on the barriers to equality that they have experienced, and what
they wanted the Strategy to embody.
The Strategy recognises that women from culturally diverse communities face additional barriers to equality,
particularly when they have been separated from family or other support networks. The founding reforms of the
Strategy lay the groundwork to improve equality for all Victorians, in a way that will help to overcome other forms
of disadvantage and discrimination.
I understand that my colleague, the State Member for Dandenong, met with the Network last year to discuss the
Royal Commission into Family Violence, discrimination and social inclusion, and local English language classes
that are available in Dandenong. I am informed that as requested by the State Member for Dandenong, the Office of
Minister Richardson has made contact with the Australian Hazara Women’s Friendship Network to arrange an
opportunity to further discuss their work.

Heatherdale railway station
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Mr Leane
7 June 2017

REPLY:
I would first like to thank the Parliamentary Secretary for Infrastructure for his great work on this issue.
Following a review of the recently installed Digi-Glass at Heatherdale Station, constructed as part of the
Heatherdale Road level crossing removal project, I can confirm that the Level Crossing Removal Authority will
install additional signage in response to the issue you raise.
Specifically, this signage will allow the description of the floral images, which is currently most easily read from
the platform stairs, to also be viewable from the station concourse.
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Drug driving
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Ms Patten
7 June 2017

REPLY:
The 2016 road toll was 291, the worst result since 2008. About 7000 people were seriously injured. The majority of
driver/rider deaths were associated with an impairing substance, with post-mortem blood analysis finding some 35
percent had impairing drugs, primarily methamphetamine or THC, with illegal levels of alcohol found in 19.5
percent. These substances were also found in similar proportions in hospital blood testing of seriously injured
drivers/riders.
Unlike alcohol which is packaged showing the alcohol content, thus allowing a rough estimate of how much
alcohol is consumed, illegal drugs are not sold with advice on the type or amount of particular substances they
contain. People who consume cannabis or methamphetamine type drugs have no way of knowing what level of the
drug they now have in their body, and consequently how long it will take to metabolise the drug into a
non-impairing form. In such circumstances, police, when asked how long after ingesting an illegal drug a driver
will remain impaired, rightly take a conservative approach and advise drivers not to drive for many hours after
consumption.
The drug driving program run in Victoria has built-in safeguards that ensure only impaired drivers are infringed or
prosecuted. In relation to cannabis, it is only the active form THC that is detected by the device Victoria Police use,
and which is specifically confirmed in the follow-up laboratory test by the Victorian Institute of Forensic Medicine,
which is used to determine whether a drug driving infringement is to be issued. The non-active forms of cannabis,
including long-life metabolites, are specifically excluded in the testing and evidentiary process.
While MA can be detected for longer timeframes than typically apply. to THC, the actual time is dependent on
dose levels, and again detected drivers will be impaired. In addition, many drivers who ‘use MA are further
impaired by extreme fatigue, which may be masked by MA use but which can still impact their ability to drive
safely.

Gippsland offshore wind farm
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
Ms Shing
7 June 2017

REPLY:
Australia’s first offshore wind energy project is being developed by Victorian based Offshore Energy Pty Ltd
(OEPL). This proposal was announced at the Latrobe Valley New Energy Technologies Roundtable held in
Churchill on 2 June 2017.
The project requires the granting of an exclusive exploration licence by the Commonwealth Government prior to
further feasibility studies proceeding.
It is anticipated the exploration stage of the project will involve expenditure of up to $25 million. It is the
opportunities presented by significant proposals like this which led to the launch of the Latrobe Valley New Energy
Jobs and Investment Prospectus at the recent roundtable.
The aim of this prospectus is to ensure local Latrobe Valley businesses and suppliers are well positioned to seize
such opportunities, and other proposals arising from supportive government policy and the current energy sector
transition.
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The consultation phase of the prospectus has identified several questions, framed around six themes, covering
issues such as skills, investment, innovation, competitiveness, market development and supply chains to support the
economic transition of the Latrobe Valley.
The initial consultation process is open until 14 July and we welcome your feedback.
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to working with OEPL, Latrobe Valley Authority, local
government, key stakeholders and the communities and business of the Gippsland region to ensure we maximise
the local economic development opportunities of this proposal.

Kindergarten funding
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Treasurer
Ms Crozier
7 June 2017

REPLY:
The $98.4a million of kindergarten programs in the Gender Equality Budget Statement includes the following three
kindergarten initiatives:
– Education State reform — High quality learning and development for three and four-year olds — $87.1 million;
– Early Start Kindergarten for vulnerable children — $6.2 million; and
– Ensuring children with significant disabilities can participate in kindergarten — $5.0 million.
This funding will help to improve educational outcomes for children, including girls.
The Minister for Families and Children is responsible for the provision of kindergarten and children’s services.
Note
(a)

Figures may not add due to rounding.

Tram priority signalling
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Ms Dunn
7 June 2017

REPLY:
VicRoads makes changes to traffic signals to provide priority for trams at no cost, if there are no associated
hardware changes. This is possible in the majority of cases where improvements for tram operations have been
identified.
Sometimes, it is necessary to make changes to the traffic signal hardware to provide improved priority, such as
upgrading traffic signal controllers, new “T” lanterns or new tram detectors. Where there are funded initiatives or
programs supporting these activities, they are provided as part of the initiative. At times, in order to start gaining the
benefits of tram priority where funding is not available, Yarra Trams will fund the hardware changes while
VicRoads absorbs costs associated with the reprogramming and fine-tuning of the signals. The cost to Yarra Trams
would rarely amount to $15 000 for one site.
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Victorian Institute of Sport
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Sport
Mr Eideh
7 June 2017

REPLY:
I refer to your adjournment debate matter regarding additional funding to the (VIS), raised in the Legislative
Assembly on 7 June 2017.
The Andrews Labor Government has committed to a $300 000 funding boost for a new outreach program to
increase the engagement of the Victorian Institute of Sport in our regions and investigate improvements required to
enhance VIS data management systems and processes. This includes the Western Metropolitan area.
Part of the commitment provides $200 000 towards a Regional Community Outreach and Roadshow pilot that will
see VIS coaches, athletes and talent identifiers visit communities across Victoria to share expertise, knowledge and
resources, and engage with promising young athletes and coaches in regions which would otherwise find it difficult
to access VIS facilities in inner Melbourne.
As well as sharing VIS coaching expertise and other high performance learnings to improve community and
sub-elite sport outcomes, linking VIS athletes with state sporting associations, regional sports assemblies and
sporting clubs in both metropolitan and regional areas provides opportunities to inspire more people to get active
and join a grassroots sporting club.
We are proud to continue funding the first-class high performance sport development programs at the VIS.
This funding is in addition to the $6.7 million we provide to the VIS to ensure it remains a leading provider of high
performance sports programs for talented Victorian athletes across metropolitan Melbourne and regional Victoria.

Domain railway station
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Ms Fitzherbert
7 June 2017

REPLY:
Victoria Police personnel are always deployed to, and in anticipation of, protests and demonstrations. Attending
police are there to prevent a breach of the peace by ensuring that opposing parties are separated. Further, police
ensure that works are able to proceed without being hampered by protest activity.
I can assure your constituents that Victoria Police is working hard to detect and respond to crime in our state. The
Government is committed to ensuring that all Victorians feel safe, and we are working closely with Victoria Police
to ensure that they are well resourced to tackle crime in our communities, and hold perpetrators to account.
As you are aware, the Government has announced a comprehensive strategy to prevent, identify and disrupt crime
in Victoria. The Community Safety Statement outlines our $2 billion investment in Victoria Police resources and
powers, and our commitment to boost police numbers right across the State.
As part of the Community Safety Statement, the Government is funding 3135 additional frontline police over the
next five years to support police, to respond to crime in our communities.
The first 300 additional frontline police have already been deployed to Melbourne’s growth suburbs in May 2017.
The Southern Metropolitan Police Region will receive 50 additional frontline police, which will greatly strengthen
local police responses in the region.
The rollout of the 300 new police is just the start of the biggest boost of police resources in the state’s history. There
will be a total of 3135 additional police to hit the beat over the next five years as part of the Government’s record
investment.
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Latrobe Special Developmental School
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Ms Bath
7 June 2017

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to investing in education and school infrastructure, and this has
been demonstrated through the allocation of more than $2.5 billion to school facilities over the last three state
budgets. Our challenge, however, is to responsibly balance and prioritise the needs of over 1500 government
schools in Victoria, all in varying condition.
We are aware that Latrobe Special Development School has maintenance and capital needs. I would like to assure
you that the needs of all schools will be considered when determining priorities for the capital works program. We
will continue to use all available data, including condition assessments and pre-existing project plans, when
allocating resources in future state budgets.
In the meantime, the school is advised to address maintenance issues as they arise using funds allocated annually
through its Student Resource Package (SRP). The 2016-17 State Budget increased funding available through the
annual SRP, so that all schools now share in $72.5 million every year. I am pleased to confirm that Latrobe Special
Development School will now receive $24 601 in SRP maintenance support.
To ensure we are providing a safe environment for school communities, all schools must have an Asbestos
Management Plan, developed in accordance with safety regulations. Training is available for principals and school
asbestos coordinators to ensure that they are equipped to identify and monitor potential hazards.
Necessary action has been undertaken to remove all high risk asbestos-containing materials from school premises.
The Government is now targeting asbestos that, although not classified as high risk, may pose a risk in the future.
The 2017-18 State Budget delivered $85 million towards the next phase of the Government’s asbestos removal
program. As part of this next phase, Latrobe Special Development School will have works programmed to remove
the relevant material within the next three years.

Hume drug rehabilitation centre
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Mental Health
Ms Lovell
7 June 2017

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government has provided funding to support capital planning and land acquisition to enable
development of three new alcohol and other drug regional residential rehabilitation facilities in the Gippsland,
Hume and Barwon regions.
Planning regarding land acquisition has commenced within the identified regions. Sites will be identified using a
range of criteria to ensure the location delivers maximum effectiveness.
Over the next 18 months sites will be identified and acquired, capital planning finalised, and service providers
identified via an advertised call for submissions with building to commence in 2019.
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VicRoads Sunshine office
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Mr Finn
7 June 2017

REPLY:
VicRoads advises me that the relocation of its metropolitan north west regional office and Sunshine Customer
Service Centre was prompted by the lease expiring at the current premises (499 Ballarat Road). Construction of the
new office has commenced and the relocation will take place in early 2018.
I understand that VicRoads’ new premises at 12 Clarke Street will feature a modern 21st century customer service
centre, which will allow customers to access a range of registration and licensing services via self-serve and
fast-lane areas and to make transactions via a digital kiosk. Accessibility for the community will also be improved
with the centre located within 500 metres of the Sunshine train station, multiple bus routes and the local shopping
district.
VicRoads will re-direct these appointments to its neighbouring customer service centres around western
metropolitan Melbourne, including Broadmeadows, Hoppers Crossing, Werribee, Sunbury and Melton. VicRoads
is increasing the capacity at these centres to ensure that it can adequately meet the additional demand at these sites
with no service degradation.
VicRoads advises me that there will be no reduction in appointments for the community as a result of this change.

Taxi and hire car industry
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Mr Davis
7 June 2017

REPLY:
As Minister for Public Transport I have met with individual taxi licence holders and stakeholder body
representatives on dozens of occasions in relation to the global changes in their industry and the Government’s
reforms. Cabinet and caucus members and members of my staff have also met with hundreds of taxi licence
holders right across Victoria.
The Government’s financial assistance package is the most generous in the country and stands in complete contrast
to the position of the Liberal Party. In assessing the position of the Liberal Party it is important to understand that:
– Licence values dropped by half (from over $500 000 to around $250 000) during the four years of the previous
Liberal Government. Not a cent of financial assistance was paid.
– When the Government announced our $490 million financial assistance package the Shadow Minister David
Hodgett said it was a “slush fund to buy the votes of taxi licence holders”— Neos Kosmos 27/8/16
– The Opposition opposes the per trip levy that funds the financial assistance but have not said how they would
pay for any financial assistance. Unless they say where the money is coming from it is not coming.
– In Parliament, the Opposition supported the Government’s legislation to deregulate the taxi industry and remove
the need to have a licence but moved amendments to prevent financial assistance being funded.
– Opposition Members, including Matthew Guy and David Hodgett, regularly promote Uber who have stated that
the existing taxi industry should not get any financial assistance.
– The Liberals have not once put in writing that they would provide financial assistance. They have not put
forward any alternative to the Government’s financial assistance package.
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The former Liberal Premier Jeff Kennett provided advice to the recent inquiry in relation to the Liberal Party’s
position by saying “I am going to be quite frank with you. I have been terribly disappointed in the way my side of
politics has handled this issue since the establishment of the inquiry under Ted Baillieu.”
Only days after this criticism from Mr Kennett, the Member for Southern Metropolitan lashed out by swearing
numerous times at a gathering of taxi licence holders in Oakleigh.

Wyperfeld National Park
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
Mr O’Sullivan
8 June 2017

REPLY:
Parks Victoria has assessed the drop-log well at Wyperfeld National Park and works are scheduled to be
undertaken in the 2017/18 financial year. The works will require careful planning to ensure worker safety and
protect the heritage value of the site. Planning and repairs are expected to take several months to complete.

Tram timetables
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Ms Dunn
8 June 2017

REPLY:
Any tram journey time change undertaken or introduced (as part of a major timetable change or as a reaction to the
changed operating conditions) is based on the advice received from Yarra Trams, as operators of the network.
As part of timetable development process, Yarra Trams are required to consult with depots regarding proposed
timetable changes and journey times. Feedback received in this process is assessed and, where appropriate,
incorporated into adjusted journey time charts.
PTV is monitoring the new timetable to ensure it is operating effectively, and most importantly, ensuring the safety
of staff and passengers.

Country Fire Authority regional integrated stations
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Emergency Services
Ms Bath
8 June 2017

REPLY:
I appreciate and share your concerns for the safety of the community, and for the well-being of all of our
firefighters. I have spent a lot of time with firefighters, volunteer and career, over recent months, listening to their
views about what our fire services need.
This is why we have started work on modernising our fire services.
Every day our fire services are under pressure. We need to improve governance, refresh the structures and, most
importantly, improve culture and support for our fire services’ volunteers and staff, so they can get on with doing
what they do best.
While some improvements have been made, much needed and significant reform has been put in the too hard
basket for too long. Now is the time to act. And under the reforms currently before Parliament, that is exactly what
we are doing.
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Volunteers at the 35 integrated stations have a connection to their brigade; its history, culture and location.
We’ll work with volunteers in the 35 integrated stations to identify the best solution for each volunteer and each
brigade. This includes co-location of volunteer brigades alongside FRV to ensure that volunteers can continue to
work alongside the career staff as they always have.
CFA has also established a taskforce to consult with integrated brigades. The taskforce will explore the best options
for volunteers and identify their individual needs at each integrated station to ensure the best service to the
community.
Our priority is to support the critical contribution of volunteers, remove the barriers that have inhibited the work of
our fire services to date, and most importantly to keep Victoria safe.

Midland Highway upgrade
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Ms Lovell
20 June 2017

REPLY:
VicRoads advises me that it reinstated the 100km/h speed limit along the Midland Highway between Stanhope and
Mooroopna to minimise inconvenience to the travelling public, who I understand have shown great patience and
understanding during construction works.
VicRoads advises me that it reviewed the above location and immediately reduced the speed limit to 80km/h after
it identified a safety concern at the intersection of Starriff Road. VicRoads has since carried out additional works at
this intersection but will retain the 80km/h speed limit until it completes a road safety audit, which is expected by
the end of July 2017.
This important project will deliver road safety improvements to prevent crashes and the serious injury to motorists.
The completed works will include overtaking lanes, safety barriers and intersection improvements.

Swimming pool safety
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Mr Melhem
20 June 2017

REPLY:
The current requirements for swimming pool barriers are set out in the Building Regulations which are being
reviewed.
Pursuant to a Regulatory Impact Statement (RIS) process, public consultation is now underway on proposals for the
new Regulations. The public consultation will run until 5pm 18 July 2017.
The new regulations will be decided upon, in their totality, after the RIS consultation process has concluded and the
submissions evaluated.
The RIS contains a preferred option which is to “Require all pools and spas to erect a barrier that complies with the
most recent Australian Standard, AS 1926.1-2007 (a four-sided isolation barrier).” There would be an appropriate
period for upgrades to be completed.
I will give due consideration to submissions made in response to the RIS including any submissions on whether the
estimated costs in the RIS for upgrading barriers are accurate, the time period required for upgrades and the
interaction between barrier standards pool and spa inspection or assessment regimes.
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The RIS also contains proposals for:
– A voluntary pool and spa register to be established and maintained by the VBA.
– A voluntary annual pool and spa self-assessment tool.
While these measures may be of assistance, in my view they may not go far enough.
Section 15A of the Building Act 1993 sets out powers to make regulations regarding certain matters concerning
swimming pools and spas. It does not include a power to make regulations for the registration of swimming pools.
Accordingly the government will consider legislating for the creation of a mandatory swimming pool register.
In relation to inspections, where a new pool is built or a pool barrier is upgraded a building permit is required.
Where the building work is an upgrade to the four sided isolation barrier the work will require inspection and
approval by the relevant building surveyor or inspector.
The issue arises as to what inspection or self assessment regime, or combination of the two, should follow after that
so as to ensure barriers and gates are maintained in working order.
Further work is therefore required to assess the options for the creation of a mandatory register and for the
appropriate inspection/self assessment regime. Both the Western Australian and Queensland schemes require
consideration.
The government is committed to this work and to legislating the preferred options once identified.
As the honourable member notes in his question, it is important to also stress that pool and spa barriers are a
secondary protection mechanism that should in no way be regarded as an adequate substitute for adult supervision
of young children around pools.
The government will also consider a new education campaign to remind adults of the need for supervision.

Plastic bag ban
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
Ms Springle
20 June 2017

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to protecting Victoria’s environment, including reducing the
impacts of plastic pollution.
As a result of our comprehensive infrastructure planning, targeted investment and carefully designed programs,
Victoria has relatively low levels of litter when compared with other jurisdictions. The 2015-16 Keep Australia
Beautiful National Litter Index recently reported that Victoria has the lowest litter count in the country for the fifth
year in a row. Victoria recorded a 27 per cent reduction in litter items over the past year and is 47 per cent below
the national average. Of course, we should not become complacent or stop looking for ways we can do more.
We are working with other states and the Commonwealth, and will continue to engage with the community, to
identify the most effective and appropriate approaches to minimise the environmental effects of plastic pollution in
Victoria. A ban on single-use lightweight plastic bags, including biodegradable bags, is one of the options being
considered.
At the Meeting of Environment Ministers in November 2016, Victoria agreed to support a national, voluntary
approach to phase out microbeads found in personal care products, cosmetics and cleaning products by mid-2018.
Later this year, Ministers will meet again to consider whether the voluntary phase out is on track. The Andrews
Labor Government remains committed to strong, national action to eliminate microbeads, and will advocate for a
national ban if the voluntary approach is not effective in eliminating microbeads in Australia.
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The Andrews Labor Government continues to work with other governments and businesses through the Australian
Packaging Covenant to help design more sustainable packaging, increase recycling rates and reduce packaging
litter.
In 2016, we supported a project trialling the recovery of flexible plastic waste through existing kerbside recycling
services in four councils. The Metropolitan Waste and Resource Recovery Group is currently evaluating the
program before considering options for future expansion.
The Andrews Labor Government is investing $30.4 million in waste management over the next four years to help
ensure Victoria’s waste and resource recovery systems are able to tackle the challenges and take advantage of the
opportunities presented by our growing population.
This investment will also ensure our litter rates remain the lowest in Australia, and it includes a Litter Innovation
Fund that supports local government, industry, community groups and other land managers to manage and prevent
litter in new and innovative ways.
The government notes the Environment and Planning Committee’s report on the Environment Protection
Amendment (Banning Plastic Bags, Packaging and Microbeads) Bill 2016. The report backs our position, which is
to ensure we take action that is effective, enforceable and fair for all Victorians.
We will assess the impacts of any regulatory measure to ensure that they are balanced across communities,
families, individuals, businesses and the environment.

Melbourne Regional Landfill
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Mr Finn
20 June 2017

REPLY:
Planning for landfills is government’s responsibility, as is responding to community interests. I believe the permit
balances these needs.
In 2016, I fulfilled the Victorian Government’s commitment to ‘call in’ the planning permit application for the
expansion of the Melbourne Regional Landfill and ensure the community was involved from the start.
Following on from this planning permit ‘call-in’, the Victorian Government and Environment Protection Authority
undertook a 13-month process to assess the proposal, including extensive consultation with the council, community
and stakeholders. This included an independent panel which held public hearings over four weeks. The panel
considered an extensive amount of evidence including all written submissions received and further verbal
submissions from local residents.
The panel recommended that a permit be issued, subject to conditions, having regard to its findings and current
state waste policy.
I considered the recommendations of the panel and advice received from my department and determined to grant a
planning permit for a much smaller expansion to the landfill than originally proposed. The planning permit is also
subject to conditions that protect the amenity of neighbouring residents. These conditions were informed by
community feedback during the panel process and will be strictly enforced.
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Victorian Institute of Sport
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Sport
Mr Eideh
20 June 2017

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed to a $300 000 funding boost for a new outreach program to
increase the engagement of the Victorian Institute of Sport in our regions and investigate improvements required to
enhance VIS data management systems and processes. This includes the Western Metropolitan area.
Part of the commitment provides $200 000 towards a Regional Community Outreach and Roadshow pilot that will
see VIS coaches, athletes and talent identifiers visit communities across Victoria to share expertise, knowledge and
resources, and engage with promising young athletes and coaches in regions which would otherwise find it difficult
to access VIS facilities in inner Melbourne.
As well as sharing VIS coaching expertise and other high performance [earnings to improve community and
sub-elite sport outcomes, linking VIS athletes with state sporting associations, regional sports assemblies and
sporting clubs in both metropolitan and regional areas provides opportunities to inspire more people to get active
and join a grassroots sporting club.
We are proud to continue funding the first-class high performance sport development programs at the VIS.
This funding is in addition to the $6.7 million we provide to the VIS to ensure it remains a leading provider of high
performance sports programs for talented Victorian athletes across metropolitan Melbourne and regional Victoria.

Metung Road, Metung
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Ms Dunn
20 June 2017

REPLY:
The Mass Action Wide Centreline and Audio Tactile Line Marking component of the recently launched Towards
Zero Road Safety Strategy and Action Plan 2016-2020 is part of the Andrews Labor Government’s statewide
initiative to reduce head-on and run-off-road crashes on rural roads. Metung Road has recently received this road
safety improvement.
VicRoads advises me that it has assessed the dark colour of the audio tactile linemarking on Metung Road and does
not pose any adverse risk to cyclists. The profile of the treatment makes it visually pronounced and also has
skid-resistant properties effective in all weather. Should a cyclist cross or ride atop of the line, they may be exposed
to minor discomfort only — not to an added risk of crashing or being involved in an accident. Replacing the audio
tactile linemarking with a highly visible variant has been assessed to potentially increase risk for cyclists, as it may
cause confusion for motorists to identify the traffic lane edge and, therefore, may adversely track closer to the riders
in the shoulder.
However, as part of a separate operational matter regarding the placement, VicRoads has decided to remove and
replace the edgeline audio tactile linemarking on Metung Road. There are no plans to change the colour of the
product used, only the placement and offset distance from the traffic lane edgeline.
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Future Voices
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Multicultural Affairs
Mrs Peulich
20 June 2017

REPLY:
The multicultural affairs portfolio has made a substantial investment in projects in the Shepparton area in recent
years, including $230 000 per annum over four years to establish a strategic partnership led by the Ethnic Council
of Shepparton, and the delivery of the New and Emerging Communities Leadership Program in Shepparton in
2016.
Representatives of the Multicultural Affairs and Social Cohesion (MASC) Division of the Department of Premier
and Cabinet have been in contact with Future Voices on a number of occasions during 2017.
On 8 March 2017, the Minister for Multicultural Affairs received correspondence from Jaclyn Symes, State
Member for Northern Victoria, which included a Future Voices proposal to develop their social enterprise hub
concept in Shepparton.
The Minister responded with information on the multicultural portfolio’s grant opportunities, suggesting that Future
Voices contact the MASC Community Grants Team to explore future funding opportunities.
On 4 May 2017, representatives of MASC met Ms Jennifer Hippisley (CEO) and Rashidi Sumaili (Project
Manager) from Future Voices to discuss the proposed Nelson Mandela Centre in Shepparton.
On 1 June 2017, the Premier received correspondence from Ms Hippisley seeking advice and funding options from
the Victorian Government.
In response Future Voices will be provided with information on two grant programs and it will be suggested that
Future Voices contact MASC directly to discuss the work of their organisation and explore potential future funding
opportunities.
Future Voices has also been notified by phone of the grant program that is open for applications.

Yarragon primary school site
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Finance
Mr O’Donohue
20 June 2017

REPLY:
The former Yarragon Primary School was declared surplus to educational requirements in May 2015 and was
approved for disposal by the Minister for Education following the relocation of the school to a larger site.
The Department of Treasury and Finance (DTF) is managing the sale of the site on behalf of the Department of
Education and Training.
In accordance with government policy, the site was listed on the First Right Of Refusal (FROR) database which
expired in December 2015. The FROR process affords government agencies and local councils the opportunity to
purchase surplus government land by private treaty for community use.
The Baw Baw Shire Council ultimately did not express any interest in purchasing the site for community purposes.
The property is currently zoned Public Use Zone 2 — Education and is in the process of being rezoned by DTF
prior to sale. The Planning Scheme Amendment is currently on exhibition. This will enable the community and the
Council to participate in the rezoning. Proceeds from the sale of surplus government land are reinvested into
important new infrastructure such as schools, hospitals and public transport.
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Police resources
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Mr Davis
20 June 2017

REPLY:
The Government is committed to ensuring that Victoria Police has the resources and powers it needs to reduce
harm in the community and keep Victorians safe.
Victoria Police prioritises communication and connectivity as the bedrocks of community engagement. As such,
the Police Service Areas (PSAs) of Stonnington and Port Phillip actively engage in community safety forums as a
way to provide improved safety outcomes for the community. In the presentation of policing initiatives, police are
able to communicate initiatives, such as the five step partnership program, that proactively minimises community
harm and fosters strong local agency partnerships.
The Port Phillip PSA subscribes to a precinct policing model that appoints local sergeants to defined geographical
areas or business zones to act as liaison officers for traders and residents. The Precinct Director, a new position
created by the City of Port Phillip in January 2017, now supports this model, strengthening interagency
cooperation.
More broadly, the Government is responding comprehensively to the pressure on police and the harm caused in our
communities, as outlined in the Community Safety Statement. Central to the Community Safety Statement is the
increase in police numbers right across the state. In total, the Government is funding 3135 additional frontline
police over the next five years to support the police response to crime in our communities. It is the biggest boost to
frontline police in Victoria’s history, and it is crucial to dealing with the growing demand on police services.
Stonnington and Port Phillip PSAs have commenced planning to accommodate the additional frontline police that
have begun deployment throughout the State. Increased frontline police resources will be allocated through the
Staff Allocation Model and will contribute to improved safety outcomes through the ongoing delivery of service
reform.
In addition to this, over the past two years Victoria Police has enacted a number of service delivery reforms that are
driving improved community safety outcomes. In 2015-16, the Southern Metropolitan Region implemented
Operation Tense to focus on cross-border youth networked offending and high-focus crimes, including car-jacking
and aggravated burglary. This model progressed to the State-wide Operation Cosmas, which was instrumental in
developing the current Regional Crime Team model that allows Crime Command to work effectively with the
regions in responding to serious and organised crime.
Stonnington and Port Phillip PSAs will continue to support community safety forums and related community
engagement. The Staff Allocation Model and future planning will progress service delivery and enhance the
operations of the four existing police stations in Malvern, Prahran, St Kilda and South Melbourne.

National disability insurance scheme
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
Ms Shing
21 June 2017

REPLY:
The Victorian Government has provided more than $20 million for its Transition Support Package to assist people
with a disability and service providers make the transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS).
The Transition Support Package will provide service providers, participants, their families and carers in areas yet to
roll out (including the Inner Gippsland area) with opportunities to access practical and targeted resources to adapt to
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the way the NDIS will work. This includes support directly to participants currently in receipt of services to
understand how they can make the NDIS work best for them.
In addition, there have been a number of community information sessions conducted by the Department of Health
and Human Services (DHHS) and the National Disability Insurance Agency (NDIA) throughout South Gippsland,
Wonthaggi and other parts of the Bass Coast Shire. These sessions will continue throughout the transition of each
area.
The Victorian Government is also working with the NDIA to continue to improve the transition experience for
people with disability. Some of these actions include:
DHHS staff providing assistance with the planning and assessment of people with a disability
resources and tools to support DHHS staff and service providers to provide consistent and accurate advice to
prospective participants and their families about accessing the NDIS
NDIS participants are able to access support coordination as part of their NDIS plan. Support coordination is
similar to ease management in that it helps people plan and use their support budgets to achieve their goals.
The Victorian Government will continue to work to enable a smooth transition for people with disability and
service providers to the NDIS.

Sudanese community
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Multicultural Affairs
Mr Finn
21 June 2017

REPLY:
The multicultural affairs portfolio is aware of the good work Mr Deng and his group are doing for young people in
the Western region.
In 2016/17, the Victorian Government allocated $250 000 per annum over four years to establish the South
Sudanese Partnership Fund. Of this funding, $75 000 was provided to each of the peak South Sudanese
organisations in Victoria: the South Sudanese Community Association in Victoria (SSCAV) and the Federation of
South Sudanese Associations in Victoria (FSSAV).
The aim of the peak body funding is to build organisational capacity and support community activities. Other
funding through the South Sudanese Partnership Fund will support collaborative projects addressing shared issues
of concern.
Mr Deng is the President of the Wyndham South Sudanese Community, which is aligned with SSCAV. Mr Deng
is also the Public Relations Officer for the SSCAV.
SSCAV has provided significant funds to the Wyndham South Sudanese Community through its allocation of
$75 000 through the multicultural affairs portfolio. Funds have been used to pay for food and petrol to support the
volunteers patrolling the streets and provide meals for the young people they are engaging with. The patrol group is
also working closely with Victoria Police.
SSCAV also received $250 000 through the Department of Health and Human Services’ Empower Youth Program
(2017-19) to deliver the Empower South Sudanese Youth Wellbeing program.
The program will be run in Melton and Wyndham to support at risk South Sudanese young people through
community engagement activities.
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Level crossing removal
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Mr Leane
21 June 2017

REPLY:
I would like to thank the Member for Eastern Metropolitan and Parliamentary Secretary for Infrastructure for his
advocacy for better public transport services on behalf of his community.
We recognise there is a strong interest from community groups and individuals to reuse items of rail equipment that
are removed during the level crossing removal works, such as boom gates, lights and signage.
Many of these rail assets are able to be reused as spare parts elsewhere on the network, and are retained by Metro
Trains Melbourne (MTM) for this purpose.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority (LXRA) and MTM are working together to prepare a strategy for
identifying and disposing of surplus rail equipment where level crossings are removed. This strategy will consider
whether there is an opportunity for items in reasonable condition to be offered to other jurisdictions, collectors, or
special interest groups.
I would be happy to arrange for the CEO of the Level Crossing Removal Authority to meet with the Member for
Eastern Metropolitan and representatives of the Australian Sri Lankan Community to explore opportunities for
reusing equipment removed from level crossing sites.

Shepparton rail services
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Ms Lovell
22 June 2017

REPLY:
The 2017-18 State Budget commits $43.5 million to upgrade the Shepparton line and introduce new coach services
as part of the Government’s commitment to improve public transport in regional Victoria.
Upgrades include a new train stabling facility at Shepparton, and a crossing loop near Murchison East, enabling
more services to and from Shepparton from 2020. Funding for the necessary rail improvements will become
available in 2018-19, as set out in the May 2017 Budget papers.
The Shepparton Community and local Member Suzanna Sheed have been effective advocates for improved public
transport for their community.

Coal industry
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Resources
Mr Barber
22 June 2017

REPLY:
The Statement on Future Uses of Brown Coal was released on 7 July 2017.
The decision by Engie to close the Hazelwood Power Station, announced in November 2016 meant that additional
time needed to be taken to bring the statement up to date with developments in the industry.
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Pakenham Hills Primary School
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Mr Mulino
22 June 2017

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Shared Facilities Fund (SFF) is designed to help meet local infrastructure needs by developing community
facilities on school sites across Victoria. Integrated school and community facilities play a fundamental role in
bringing communities together. They allow for increased access to local services and participation opportunities,
whilst fostering a sense of community pride and value in schools.
I am delighted to confirm that $2 017 260 has been allocated to develop a multi-agency, multi-service community
hub for parents, children and the broader community at Pakenham Hills Primary School. The partnership between
Anglicare Victoria, Cardinia Shire Council and Pakenham Hills Primary School will employ a “Parentzone”
approach to parent education, information advice, and referral support.
I whole-heartedly thank the honourable member for Eastern Victoria for taking such a keen interest in this special
fund, which is having a positive impact across the state.

Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union secretary
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Premier
Mr Ramsay
22 June 2017

REPLY:
The Victorian Government does not believe it is appropriate to bring people’s families into these highly contentious
issues.
This debate is an emotional and highly charged one, particularly when you are talking about the death of people on
building sites.
That does not, however, constitute an excuse for bringing families into this, nor does it excuse people from the
requirement to always be appropriate and always be respectful.
Everyone has the right to feel safe in their workplace.
The Andrews Labor Government’s focus is on delivering for the people of Victoria and we will continue to do that.
Since November 2014, our Labor Government has created more than 246 000 jobs, including 151 400 full-time
jobs. Compared with other states, Victoria’s annual employment result is the highest in Australia in both absolute
and percentage terms. This is compared to the four years of Liberal Government that saw the unemployment rate
rise across the state from 4.9% to 6.6%.
Included in this our Labor Government has created over 50 000 regional jobs throughout Victoria which is nine
times more than the 5600 jobs created under the former Coalition Government. Under our Government, regional
unemployment in Victoria has decreased and sits below the national average.
Recent data from the Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS) showed that in the year to April 2017, there were
almost 24 800 new jobs in regional Victoria, whereas in the rest of Australia, regional employment increased by
only 7200. There’s clear evidence here, that under Labor leadership, there has been a resurgence in the economic
strength of Victoria’s regions.
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It should be noted that under the former Coalition Government, of which you were a part, unemployment in
Geelong rose from 5% to 8.2% and in Ballarat unemployment rose from 6.2% to 6.9%. In comparison
unemployment has dropped to 4.8% in Ballarat and 5.6% in Geelong.
In addition to this, the Andrews Labor Government is bringing hundreds of public sector jobs to the regions with
new GovHub offices to be built in Ballarat and the Latrobe Valley. The recent Victorian Budget secured a major
jobs boost for these regional centres and will also kick off planning for a third GovHub in Bendigo.
The Ballarat GovHub funded in the Victorian Budget 2017/18, will be home to up to 1000 government employees,
including 600 new positions to the city, and will help revitalise a major part of the Ballarat CBD.
Recently, the Avalon Airport Precinct took a major step forward with works starting on its industrial precinct,
which will eventually be home to 750 new jobs, and the Cotton On Group’s purpose built distribution centre.
This Government’s priority is to protect and create local jobs.

Commercial passenger vehicle industry
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Mr Davis
22 June 2017

REPLY:
The Commercial Passenger Vehicle is changing globally and every jurisdiction in Australia is moving to regulate
ridesharing. The Government is aware that the global changes in the industry have affected existing licence holders
and a range of support services for existing industry is outlined at www.taxi.vic.gov.au. Payments from the
Government’s Fairness Fund have started and will continue as the Chair of the fund assesses them.
The Member for Southern Metropolitan has supported the regulation of ridesharing but opposed the provision of
financial assistance to the existing industry.
The Government’s financial assistance package of over half a billion dollars is the most generous in the country
and stands in complete contrast to the position of the Liberal Party. In assessing the position of the Liberal Party
and the claimed concerns the Member for Southern Metropolitan has for licence holders it is important to
understand that:
– Licence values dropped by half (from over $500 000 to around $250 000) during the four years of the previous
Liberal Government. Not a cent of financial assistance was paid.
– When the Government announced our $490 million financial assistance package the Shadow Minister David
Hodgett said it was a “slush fund to buy the votes of taxi licence holders” — Neos Kosmos 27/8/16
– The Opposition opposes the per trip levy that funds the financial assistance but have not outlined if or how they
would provide financial assistance.
– In Parliament, the Opposition supported the Government’s legislation to deregulate the taxi industry and remove
the need to have a licence but moved amendments to prevent financial assistance being provided.
– Opposition Members, including Matthew Guy and David Hodgett, regularly promote Uber who have stated that
the existing taxi industry should not get any financial assistance.
– The Liberals have not once put in writing that they would provide financial assistance. They have not put
forward any alternative to the Government’s financial assistance package.
The former Liberal Premier Jeff Kennett provided advice to the recent inquiry in relation to the Liberal party’s
position by saying “I am going to be quite frank with you. I have been terribly disappointed in the way my side of
politics has handled this issue since the establishment of the inquiry under Ted Baillieu.”
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Metropolitan partnerships representation
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Local Government
Ms Springle
22 June 2017

REPLY:
The matter raised falls under the portfolio responsibilities of the Minister for Suburban Development, the Hon Lily
D’Ambrosio MP. The Member will need to redirect her question to Minister D’Ambrosio.

South Melbourne Park Primary School
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Ms Fitzherbert
22 June 2017

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
I appreciate your interest in the new South Melbourne Park Primary School (interim name) being delivered by the
Victorian Government to alleviate enrolment pressures in the densely populated suburb of Albert Park.
I can advise that the total budget allocated to the South Melbourne Park Primary School project across the 2015-16,
2016-17 and 2017-18 State Budgets is $31.086 million. This includes $6.4 million to relocate and rehouse existing
tenants Orchestra Victoria and Parks Victoria.
The remaining $24.686 million is allocated for planning, design, project management, communications, site
remediation, demolition, civil works, heritage conservation, landscaping, school construction works and
establishment grants.

Port Phillip police numbers
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Ms Fitzherbert
23 June 2017

REPLY:
The decision on how and where resources are deployed is a matter for the Chief Commissioner of Police. However,
to support these decisions, it is essential that a comprehensive investment package equips Victoria Police to
effectively meet Victoria’s law and order challenges. Hence, the Government has invested $2 billion to deliver the
resources and powers that Victoria Police needs to reduce harm in the community and keep Victorians safe. The
crux of this work is the vast increase of police numbers right across the state. The funding of 3135 additional
frontline police, on top of attrition, is the lynchpin of Victoria’s first-ever Community Safety Statement.
Victoria Police, in consultation with The Police Association, has developed a new and sophisticated Staff
Allocation Model (SAM) to facilitate the roll out of additional police members across the state. The SAM will help
police predict the number of police necessary in the future, facilitating the planning that will deliver these resources
to the locations where they are needed most. Any increase in police numbers under the SAM model will be
dependent upon a range of inputs. At this time, there has been no further allocation of staff beyond the initial 300
police deployed to Victoria’s busiest growth areas.
Local police service delivery in St Kilda and South Melbourne, including Carlisle Street, is the responsibility of
The Port Phillip Local Area Command (LAC). In the past 12 months, the Port Phillip LAC has initiated a Precinct
Policing model that allocates responsibility to a sergeant for a defined geographic area. Accordingly, a Port Phillip
LAC sergeant has been appointed as the Carlisle Street police liaison to engage with traders and local residents.
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Through this liaison, the Carlisle Street Community Safety forum was held on 13 June 2017, which allowed for
community feedback to be included in ongoing tasking and police response.
Victoria Police enjoys a productive relationship with the City of Port Phillip. Police, Council and relevant
stakeholders will continue to provide input into community safety initiatives for the Southern Metropolitan Region
Division One. By prioritising local community engagement, Victoria Police is best placed to effectively deploy
increased police resources as a result of funding provided by the Government.

Sunbury police station
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Mr Finn
23 June 2017

REPLY:
In response to your concerns regarding the operating hours of Sunbury Police Station, I can confirm that the
Sunbury Police Station is open 24 hours a day, seven days a week, and has been for the last 12 months. I
understand from Victoria Police that, on one occasion in March this year, the station was closed for one hour on
night shift when watch-house keepers provided assistance to fellow police members in Sunbury. This occurred as
these police members were in need of urgent assistance and assistance was unavailable from the wider Hume area.
Prior to the last 12 months, Sunbury Police Station had a restricted access policy whereby the station doors were
temporarily closed on night shift when only one watch-house keeper was present. This policy was discontinued
12 months ago when appropriate security was facilitated to enable a single watch-house keeper to address counter
enquiries on nightshift when required. Additionally, members of the public can contact Sunbury Police Station at
any time via telephone. This number includes an automated response advising 000 contact if the call relates to an
emergency. Numbered options follow if personal contact is required and I am assured that this system is working
well.
The Government is committed to tackling crime in Victoria and ensuring that all Victorians feel safe. That is why
the Government has announced a comprehensive strategy to prevent, detect and disrupt crime in Victoria. The
Community Safety Statement outlines our unprecedented $2 billion investment in equipping Victoria Police with
new powers, tools and capabilities to prevent harm in our communities and hold perpetrators to account.
Central to the Community Safety Statement is the increase in police numbers right across the state. In total, the
Government is funding 3135 additional frontline police over the next five years to support police respond to crime
in our communities. It is the biggest boost to frontline police in Victoria’s history, and it is crucial to dealing with
the growing demand on police services.
The first 300 additional frontline police commenced deployment to Melbourne’s growth suburbs in May 2017.
Wyndham, Brimbank, Hume, Moreland, Whittlesea and Casey will receive significant resources over the next
12 months, and these extra police will greatly strengthen local police responses in those areas. As you noted, Hume
Police Service area is to be allocated 36 additional positions and some of these will be located at Sunbury Police
Station. These allocations will be determined by demand at any given time, whereby frontline police resources are
assigned through the State Allocation Model. The Chief Commissioner of Police recognises that proactive
operations, putting resources where they are needed and responding to calls for assistance will best address crime
and other community concerns.
As a whole, the comprehensive investment in police resources and the continued improvement of local service
delivery will ensure that Victoria Police is equipped to protect not only the residents of Sunbury, but all Victorians.
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Building industry regulation
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Mr Davis
23 June 2017

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is taking action to restore community confidence in the safety of medium and
high-rise buildings in Victoria. On Monday, 3 July 2017 we announced the establishment the Victorian Cladding
Taskforce to investigate the extent of non-compliant cladding on Victorian buildings.
The Victorian Cladding Taskforce will be jointly chaired by former Premier and architect Ted Baillieu, and former
Deputy Premier and Minister for Planning John Thwaites.
The new taskforce will bolster the state’s ability to detect and address non-compliant cladding, and provide
residents, owners’ corporations and building managers better information about the issue.
After the Lacrosse Building fire at the Docklands in 2014, Victoria embarked on Australia’s first ever audit to
identify buildings fitted with cladding.
The original audit and subsequent investigations have now assessed more than 220 Victorian buildings. Although
all have been declared safe to occupy, many do not comply with regulations.
The taskforce will oversee the continuing audit to identify where cladding has been used inappropriately and ensure
buildings are rectified more quickly.
It will also make recommendations to the government on how to improve compliance and enforcement of building
regulations to better protect the health and safety of building occupants.
Key agencies Worksafe Victoria, the Metropolitan Fire Brigade, the Victorian Building Authority, the Municipal
Association of Victoria and Emergency Management Victoria will all be represented on the taskforce.
A stakeholder reference group made up of organisations including building unions, the Master Builders Association
of Victoria and the Housing Industry Association will also be established.
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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, 9 August 2017
Caulfield–Dandenong line elevated rail
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Mr Davis
21 June 2017

REPLY:
The Government is removing all nine level crossings between Caulfield and Dandenong. These level crossings are
among the most dangerous and congested in Victoria. These level crossings are down for over 80 minutes during
the two hour morning peak but it is acknowledged that the Member for Southern Metropolitan has strongly
advocated to both delay and prevent the project proceeding.
The elevated design will involve far less disruption to train and road users but also to local residents and traders
than a trench based solution.
Local businesses will benefit enormously from the delivery of this project but it is acknowledged that while some
traders will benefit from the trading opportunities from the 2000 jobs that are created, some will be impacted during
construction.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority has a comprehensive support package for local traders right across the
removal projects. Details are available at www.levelcrossings.vic.gov.au
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Council.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
Headings reflect the portfolio of the minister answering the question.

Tuesday, 8 August 2017
Health
7707.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
The department rates health services quarterly, using a performance assessment score (PAS) —
(1)

In Quarter 4 of 2015-16, how many health services were assessed to have achieved the following
scores:
(a) standard monitoring (PAS >=70);
(b) performance watch (PAS 50–69);
(c) intensive monitoring (PAS <=49); and

(2)

which health services were rated for “intensive monitoring”.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Performance assessment score indicators are reported through hospital annual reports.
[Question 7707 reinstated by order of President on 2 May 2017. Hansard reference to original answer: 7 March
2017, page 1440]

Families and children
7712.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Child Protection,
children in residential care attending school —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

on 1 July 2016 how many children in residential care attended school;
on 1 August 2016 how many children in residential care attended school;
on 1 September 2016 how many children in residential care attended school;
on 2 October 2016 how many children in residential care attended school; and
on 2 November 2016 how many children in residential care attended school.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Health and Human Services does not have records of whether a child living in residential care
attended school on any nominated day. Records of daily attendance of children at school are held by the
Department of Education and Training.

Health
10 190.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
Regarding Ambulance Victoria’s attendance at emergencies on 21 November 2016, were there any
other deaths on the 21 November 2016 between 6pm and 11pm, not related to asthma, which occurred
between 000 being called and an ambulance arriving.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The events of 21 November have been the subject of extensive inquiry by the Inspector General for Emergency
Management. This final report can be accessed at
https://www2.health.vic.gov.au/emergencies/thunderstorm-asthma-event
[Question 10 190 reinstated by order of President on 2 May 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
7 February 2017, page 359]

Roads and road safety
10 587.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): What is the direct cost to the State Government of the decision to declare Bolton Street in
Eltham an arterial road under the auspices of VicRoads and where will the funding come from.

ANSWER:
In August 2014, the Andrews Labour Government committed $10.5 million for the upgrade of Bolton Street in
Eltham, which includes $300 000 for project development.
VicRoads advises me that it expects the cost to declare Bolton Street to be approximately $50 000 which will be
sourced from the project funding.
[Question 10 587 reinstated by order of President on 10 May 2017. Hansard reference to original answer: 2 May
2017, page 1870]

Roads and road safety
10 593.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): What were the average daily figures of traffic volumes and total number of accidents in 2014
recorded in the following Eltham electorate streets —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)

Main Road, Eltham;
Main Road, Lower Plenty;
Wattletree Road;
Bolton Street;
Fitzsimons Lane;
St Helena Road;
Karingal Drive;
Diamond Creek Road; and
Bridge Street.

ANSWER:
The average daily figures of traffic volumes and total number of casualty crashes in 2014 recorded in the following
Eltham electorate streets are:
Vehicles per day (vpd)
(a)

Main Road, Eltham-24 000 vpd

crashes-1

(b)

Main Road, Lower Plenty-23 000 vpd

crashes-0

(c)

Wattletree Road-15 000 vpd

crashes-5
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(d)

Bolton Street-18 000 vpd

crashes-2

(e)

Fitzsimons Lane-55 000 vpd

crashes-4

(f)

St Helena Road-17 000 vpd

crashes-2

(g)

Karingal Drive-21 000 vpd

crashes-1

(h)

Diamond Creek Road-25 000 vpd

crashes-2

(i)

Bridge Street-6000 vpd

crashes-1

4133

[Question 10 593 reinstated by order of President on 6 June 2017. Hansard reference to original answer: 2 May
2017, page 1871]

Roads and road safety
10 594.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): What were the average daily figures of traffic volumes and total number of accidents in 2015
recorded in the following Eltham electorate streets —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)

Main Road, Eltham;
Main Road, Lower Plenty;
Wattletree Road;
Bolton Street;
Fitzsimons Lane;
St Helena Road;
Karingal Drive;
Diamond Creek Road; and
Bridge Street.

ANSWER:
The average daily figures of traffic volumes and total number of casualty crashes in 2015 recorded in the following
Eltham electorate streets are:
Vehicles per day (vpd)
(a)

Main Road, Eltham-24 000 vpd

crashes-4

(b)

Main Road, Lower Plenty-23 000 vpd

crashes-0

(c)

Wattletree Road-15 000 vpd

crashes-6

(d)

Bolton Street-18 000 vpd

crashes-1

(e)

Fitzsimons Lane-55 000 vpd

crashes-2

(f)

St Helena Road-17 000 vpd

crashes-2

(g)

Karingal Drive-21 000 vpd

crashes-1

(h)

Diamond Creek Road-25 000 vpd

crashes-5

(i)

Bridge Street-6000 vpd

crashes-5

[Question 10 594 reinstated by order of President on 6 June 2017. Hansard reference to original answer: 7 March
2017, page 1872]
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Roads and road safety
10 595.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): What were the average daily figures of traffic volumes and total number of accidents in 2016
recorded in the following Eltham electorate streets —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)

Main Road, Eltham;
Main Road, Lower Plenty;
Wattletree Road;
Bolton Street;
Fitzsimons Lane;
St Helena Road;
Karingal Drive;
Diamond Creek Road; and
Bridge Street.

ANSWER:
The average daily figures of traffic volumes and total number of casualty crashes in 2016 recorded in the following
Eltham electorate streets are:
Vehicles per day (vpd)
(a)

Main Road, Eltham-24 000 vpd

crashes-3

(b)

Main Road, Lower Plenty-23 000 vpd

crashes-4

(c)

Wattletree Road-15 000 vpd

crashes-2

(d)

Bolton Street-18 000 vpd

crashes-0

(e)

Fitzsimons Lane-55 000 vpd

crashes-2

(f)

St Helena Road-17 000 vpd

crashes-1

(g)

Karingal Drive-21 000 vpd

crashes-0

(h)

Diamond Creek Road-25 000 vpd

crashes-3

(i)

Bridge Street-6000 vpd

crashes-1

[Question 10 595 reinstated by order of President on 6 June 2017. Hansard reference to original answer: 2 May
2017, page 1872]

Roads and road safety
10 959.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): What are the latest average daily figures of traffic volumes and total number of accidents in
2015 and 2016 recorded along Main Road, Eltham from Fitzsimons Lane roundabout to Bridge Street,
Eltham.

ANSWER:
The latest average daily figures of traffic volumes and total number of casualty crashes in 2015 and 2016 recorded
along Main Road in Eltham from the Fitzsimons Lane roundabout to Bridge Street in Eltham is 30 000 vehicles per
day (2015, 2016); and four crashes (2015) and three crashes (2016), respectively.
[Question 10 959 reinstated by order of President on 6 June 2017. Hansard reference to original answer: 2 May
2017, page 1893]
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Roads and road safety
10 960.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): What are the latest average daily figures of traffic volumes and total number of accidents in
2015 and 2016 recorded along Main Road, Eltham from Bridge Street to Luck Street.

ANSWER:
The latest average daily figures of traffic volumes and total number of casualty crashes in 2015 and 2016 recorded
along Main Road in Eltham from Bridge Street to Luck Street is 26 000 vehicles per day (2015 and 2016); and
three rashes (2015) and one crash (2016), respectively.
[Question 10 960 reinstated by order of President on 6 June 2017. Hansard reference to original answer: 2 May
2017, page 1893]

Roads and road safety
10 961.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): What are the latest average daily figures of traffic volumes and total number of accidents in
2015 and 2016 recorded along Main Road, Eltham from Luck Street to Wattletree Road.

ANSWER:
The latest average daily figures of traffic volumes and total number of casualty crashes in 2015 and 2016 recorded
along Main Road in Eltham from Luck Street to Wattletree Road is 26 000 vehicles per day (2015 and 2016); and
one crash (2015) and zero crashes (2016), respectively.
[Question 10 961 reinstated by order of President on 6 June 2017. Hansard reference to original answer: 2 May
2017, page 1893]

Roads and road safety
10 962.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): What are the latest average daily figures of traffic volumes and total number of accidents in
2015 and 2016 recorded along Main Road, Eltham from Wattletree Road to Research Warrandyte
Road.

ANSWER:
The latest average daily figures of traffic volumes and total number of casualty crashes in 2015 and 2016 recorded
along Main Road in Eltham from Wattletree Road to Research Warrandyte Road is 22 000 vehicles per day (2015
and 2016); and one crash (2015) and zero crashes (2016), respectively.
[Question 10 962 reinstated by order of President on 6 June 2017. Hansard reference to original answer: 2 May
2017, page 1893]

Emergency services
10 963.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the
Minister for Emergency Services): What is the current number of Country Fire Authority volunteers in
then Nillumbik region and how many were there in 2015.

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government is committed to supporting the significant contribution of its emergency services
volunteers, through much needed investment in equipment, training and development, community engagement and
education, and facility improvements.
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The Government recently announced significant reforms to our fire services. The first priority in these reforms was
to restore CFA to a volunteer and community focused organisation, with an additional investment of $100 million
to improve capital works and to improve support and training for CFA volunteers, because we want to retain and
increase the number of CFA volunteers.
The $15 million Emergency Services Volunteer Sustainability Grants Program was established to ensure
emergency services volunteers can continue to deliver their crucial work to keep Victorians safe. This valuable
funding will assist eligible emergency services organisations to enhance their operational capability, encourage
retention and growth of volunteers, and provide further benefit to the community to prepare for, respond to, and
recover from emergencies.
On 13 February 2017, the first tranche of successful recipients under this scheme were announced. Currently, over
250 grants, totalling more than $5 million, are being paid across the State.
The Victorian Government has also committed an extra $20 million for CFA volunteer brigades for 28 firefighting
trucks, as well as work wear and protective clothing for thousands of volunteer firefighters.
These significant investments are in addition to over $14 million in grants available to emergency services
volunteers each year through the Victorian Government’s Volunteer Emergency Services Equipment and Valuing
Volunteers Programs.
In 2015-16, CFA as a whole had 57 111 volunteers. As at 31 May 2017, there were 859 Country Fire Authority
volunteers in the Nillumbik region. At 30 June 2015, there were 827 volunteers.
Volunteer numbers can fluctuate through the seasons, but remain consistent over time.

Health
10 971.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
In relation to Crown-owned land in the electorate of Eltham, relating to the Minister’s portfolio —
(1)
(2)

what is the description of and, where available, the address of all such land; and
does the Government intend to sell any of this land or acquire and new land in the electorate.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There are six public cemeteries in the electorate of Eltham at Arthurs Creek, Diamond Creek, Kangaroo Ground,
Smiths Gully, Greensborough and Eltham. There are currently no plans to sell or to acquire any additional Crown
land in the electorate.

Housing, disability and ageing
10 985.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: (for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing): With reference to one bedroom public housing units in each if the following
postcodes: 3093, 3094, 3095 and 3088 —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

how many units are there;
what funds have been spent in the last two years;
what is the average age of the units;
what is the occupancy rate;
what is the current waiting list for units; and
what plans are there to buy more units.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
We know there isn’t enough social housing across Victoria, and that’s why this government has committed
$799 million since March 2016 in additional housing and homelessness support, building on $2.1 billion in
financial backing to deliver thousands of new social housing units-unlike the previously government which cut
$330 million from housing. We know our stock is ageing and unfit for purpose, which is why we’re renewing
estates to build more units, unlike Liberal MPs who oppose these redevelopments.
The Andrews Labor Government is dedicated to addressing housing need, including in the listed postcodes,
through our Social Housing Growth Fund, which will deliver 2200 additional units over 4 years. We look forward
to working with local Councils, who I have written to on this matter, on how we can use these funds to grow social
housing. As the fund is established and proposals are assessed, it will become clearer where new social housing is
to be built in areas such as those listed.
The Andrews Labor Government has not altered the reporting methods of the previous government with regards to
requested information. Detailed information is available through budget reporting and departmental annual reports.
[Question 10 985 reinstated by order of President on 6 June 2017. Hansard reference to original answer: 2 May
2017, page 1897]

Housing, disability and ageing
10 986.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: (for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing): With reference to two bedroom public housing units in each of the following
postcodes: 3093, 3094, 3095 and 3088 —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

how many units are there;
what funds have been spent in the last two years;
what is the average age of the units;
what is the occupancy rate;
what is the current waiting list for units; and
what plans are there to buy more units.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
We know there isn’t enough social housing across Victoria, and that’s why this government has committed
$799 million since March 2016 in additional housing and homelessness support, building on $2.1 billion in
financial backing to deliver thousands of new social housing units-unlike the previously government which cut
$330 million from housing. We know our stock is ageing and unfit for purpose, which is why we’re renewing
estates to build more units, unlike Liberal MPs who oppose these redevelopments.
The Andrews Labor Government is dedicated to addressing housing need, including in the listed postcodes,
through our Social Housing Growth Fund, which will deliver 2200 additional units over 4 years. We look forward
to working with local Councils, who I have written to on this matter, on how we can use these funds to grow social
housing. As the fund is established and proposals are assessed, it will become clearer where new social housing is
to be built in areas such as those listed.
The Andrews Labor Government has not altered the reporting methods of the previous government with regards to
requested information. Detailed information is available through and departmental annual reports.
[Question 10 986 reinstated by order of President on 6 June 2017. Hansard reference to original answer: 2 May
2017, page 1898]
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Housing, disability and ageing
10 987.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: (for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing): With reference to three bedroom public housing units in each if the following
postcodes: 3093, 3094, 3095 and 3088 —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

how many units are there;
what funds have been spent in the last two years;
what is the average age of the units;
what is the occupancy rate;
what is the current waiting list for units; and
what plans are there to buy more units.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
We know there isn’t enough social housing across Victoria, and that’s why this government has committed
$799 million since March 2016 in additional housing and homelessness support, building on $2.1 billion in
financial backing to deliver thousands of new social housing units-unlike the previously government which cut
$330 million from housing. We know our stock is ageing and unfit for purpose, which is why we’re renewing
estates to build more units, unlike Liberal MPs who oppose these redevelopments.
The Andrews Labor Government is dedicated to addressing housing need, including in the listed postcodes,
through our Social Housing Growth Fund, which will deliver 2200 additional units over 4 years. We look forward
to working with local Councils, who I have written to on this matter, on how we can use these funds to grow social
housing. As the fund is established and proposals are assessed, it will become clearer where new social housing is
to be built in areas such as those listed.
The Andrews Labor Government has not altered the reporting methods of the previous government with regards to
requested information. Detailed information is available through and departmental annual reports.
[Question 10 987 reinstated by order of President on 6 June 2017. Hansard reference to original answer: 2 May
2017, page 1898]

Housing, disability and ageing
10 988.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: (for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing): With reference to four bedroom public housing units in each if the following
postcodes: 3093, 3094, 3095 and 3088 —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

how many units are there;
what funds have been spent in the last two years;
what is the average age of the units;
what is the occupancy rate;
what is the current waiting list for units; and
what plans are there to buy more units.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
We know there isn’t enough social housing across Victoria, and that’s why this government has committed
$799 million since March 2016 in additional housing and homelessness support, building on $2.1 billion in
financial backing to deliver thousands of new social housing units-unlike the previously government which cut
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$330 million from housing. We know our stock is ageing and unfit for purpose, which is why we’re renewing
estates to build more units, unlike Liberal MPs who oppose these redevelopments.
The Andrews Labor Government is dedicated to addressing housing need, including in the listed postcodes,
through our Social Housing Growth Fund, which will deliver 2200 additional units over 4 years. We look forward
to working with local Councils, who I have written to on this matter, on how we can use these funds to grow social
housing. As the fund is established and proposals are assessed, it will become clearer where new social housing is
to be built in areas such as those listed.
The Andrews Labor Government has not altered the reporting methods of the previous government with regards to
requested information. Detailed information is available through and departmental annual reports.
[Question 10 988 reinstated by order of President on 6 June 2017. Hansard reference to original answer: 2 May
2017, page 1899]

Health
10 993.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
In relation to the investigation into Victorian public hospital waiting list manipulation, announced in the
Herald Sun article titled “Great Health Sham” on 23 December 2016 —
(1)
(2)
(3)

what will this investigation examine;
when will this investigation be complete; and
will the findings of this investigation be made public, if so, when will the findings of this
investigation be made public.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
An independent audit of hospitals is being undertaken to ensure that all patients waiting for elective surgery are
reported consistently and in accordance with policy.
I am advised that all patients identified at the end of last year have now been appropriately waitlisted.
The findings of this investigation will be made public as soon as possible.

Health
10 994.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
In relation to the investigation into Victorian public hospital waiting list manipulation, announced in the
Herald Sun article titled “Great Health Sham” on 23 December 2016 —
(1)
(2)
(3)

has any evidence of deliberate data manipulation been uncovered;
if so, by which hospital(s); and
have any matters arising from the investigation been referred to IBAC or Victoria Police.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
An independent audit of hospitals is being undertaken to ensure that all patients waiting for elective surgery are
reported consistently and in accordance with policy.
I am advised that all patients identified at the end of last year have now been appropriately waitlisted.
The findings of this investigation will be made public as soon as possible.
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Health
10 995.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
In relation to the investigation into Victorian public hospital waiting list manipulation, announced in the
Herald Sun article titled “Great Health Sham” on 23 December 2016 —
(1)
(2)

which hospitals failed to record Plastic and Reconstructive Surgery on their official waiting lists;
and
how many patients were identified at each of these hospitals as waiting for Plastic and
Reconstructive Surgery but not on the waiting list.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
An independent audit of hospitals is being undertaken to ensure that all patients waiting for elective surgery are
reported consistently and in accordance with policy.
I am advised that all patients identified at the end of last year have now been appropriately waitlisted.
The findings of this investigation will be made public as soon as possible.

Health
10 996.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
In relation to the investigation into Victorian public hospital waiting list manipulation and the 943
patients referred to in the Herald Sun article titled “Great Health Sham” on 23 December 2016 —
(1)

have all 943 patients on the “hidden waiting list” had appointments;
(a) of them, how many were deemed to need surgery; and
(b) of them, how many deemed needing surgery have had their operation and how many are on
the waiting list.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
An independent audit of hospitals is being undertaken to ensure that all patients waiting for elective surgery are
reported consistently and in accordance with policy.
I am advised that all patients identified at the end of last year have now been appropriately waitlisted.
The findings of this investigation will be made public as soon as possible.

Mental health
11 023.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Mental
Health): In relation to the Department of Health and Human Services contract, C4358, the Aboriginal
Metropolitan Ice Partnership Pilot Formative Evaluation, how many times did Departmental executive
officers or Victorian Public Service staff meet with LeeJenn Health Consultants Pty Ltd prior to the start
date of 28 January 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Victorian Public Service staff met with LeeJenn Health Consultants Pty Ltd twice, in the period in question.
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Mental health
11 024.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Mental
Health): In relation to the Department of Health and Human Services contract, C4358, the Aboriginal
Metropolitan Ice Partnership Pilot Formative Evaluation, was any probity adviser appointed to monitor
the awarding of the contract, and if so, who was the probity adviser.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As per Victorian Government Purchasing Board guidelines, normal probity adviser rules applied to this project.
The departmental procurement advisor assigned to the project provided probity advice throughout the procurement
process.

Special Minister of State
11 025.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister for State: In relation to claims from the
Minister’s Office in November and December 2015 for purchases of magnets totalling $255.44, what
was the purpose of this expenditure on magnets.

ANSWER:
All office expenditure by Ministerial Offices complies with DPC purchasing requirements which are subject to the
Victorian Government Purchasing Board (VGPB) policies.
The VGPB requires all mandated departments (which includes DPC) to purchase goods and services through State
Purchase Contracts (SPCs), which are standing offer agreements for Victorian government common use goods and
services, that are established when value for money can best be achieved through aggregating demand. These
standards have been in place since the VGPB was established under the Financial Management Act 1994.
The SPC for provision of stationery and workplace consumables used by DPC was established following an open
tender process undertaken by Department of Treasury and Finance with the selected supplier being chosen on the
basis of rigorous evaluation processes covering specifications, quality, value for money and local supplier support
policy.
This mandatory SPC is with a sole supplier, being Complete Office Supplies (COS), and commenced on
11 October 2015 for a three year period.
The purpose of the expenditure on magnets outlined in your question was to purchase magnets.

Special Minister of State
11 026.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister for State: In relation to a claim from the
Minister’s Office in September 2015 for a custom date stamp totalling $397.56, a date stamp at
Officeworks costs $26.96, why did the Minister require a customised date stamp at an extra cost of
$370.60.

ANSWER:
All office expenditure by Ministerial Offices complies with DPC purchasing requirements which are subject to the
Victorian Government Purchasing Board (VGPB) policies.
The VGPB requires all mandated departments (which includes DPC) to purchase goods and services through State
Purchase Contracts (SPCs), which are standing offer agreements for Victorian government common use goods and
services, that are established when value for money can best be achieved through aggregating demand. These
standards have been in place since the VGPB was established under the Financial Management Act 1994.
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The SPC for provision of stationery and workplace consumables used by DPC was established following an open
tender process undertaken by Department of Treasury and Finance with the selected supplier being chosen on the
basis of rigorous evaluation processes covering specifications, quality, value for money and local supplier support
policy.
This mandatory SPC is with a sole supplier, being Complete Office Supplies (COS), and commenced on
11 October 2015 for a three year period.
This item of expenditure relates to the purchase of multiple stamps. An example the stamps purchased is below. A
search of the Officeworks website for the item “date stamp” produced 12 results, none of which specify that
correspondence has been received by the Office of the Special Minister of State.

Education
11 030.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education):
Under the proposed changes to the Victorian Education and Training Reform Regulations —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

what is the rationale for requiring children to attend a mainstream school while awaiting home
school approval;
what research has the Department undertaken regarding the further study and employment
outcomes of home schooled children;
will the Department be commissioning further research into the further study and employment
outcomes of home schooled children;
what will be required to be included in the proposed home schooling plans;
will the Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority (VRQA) be provided with additional
resources to oversee home schooling plans and reviews; and
what procedures will apply for parents of home schooled children to appeal decisions from
VRQA.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
1)

What is the rationale for requiring a child to attend mainstream school while awaiting home school approval?

The Education and Training Reform Act 2006 (the Act) requires that all children of compulsory school age
(between the ages of 6 and 17) must be enrolled in a school or be registered for home schooling. The proposed
Regulations do not prevent a student from being removed from school or impose any new requirement on home
school families.
Under the current Education and Training Reform Regulations (current Regulations), the Victorian Registration
and Qualifications Authority (VRQA) must process an application for home schooling within a 14-day period. The
obligation for children of compulsory school age to remain enrolled in school until such an application is approved
is implicit in the requirements of the Act.
The proposed Regulations will extend the present day 14-day period to a 28-day period. The time period is being
extended because the proposed Regulations will require VRQA to assess a newly introduced learning plan, which
will accompany the application under the proposed reforms. The proposed 28-day period is required to allow the
VRQA enough time to assess applications to ensure that the child will receive regular and efficient instruction
across the eight key learning areas.
I fully understand that there may be situations where a child who is enrolled at school is unable to continue to
attend school for a period of time due to illness, stress, bullying, or other difficulties. In this situation, a parent
should contact the principal to discuss the situation, including what alternative arrangements are available. Where
there is a reasonable excuse for non-attendance, a child can be excused from attending school for a period of time.
If a parent decides that the child would benefit from a home schooling environment, the parent should contact the
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VRQA and start to prepare a registration application and a learning plan. For some applications the registration
process will very quick and for others it may take longer, in particular where the initial application is incomplete.
During the interim period a child of compulsory school age must remain enrolled in school, however, where the
child is unable to attend school because of special circumstances, a parent could start to deliver instruction at home.
The child’s school may be able to support the parent to do this by providing some materials or guidance. Once the
VRQA has assessed the learning plan as suitable, the parent and child will be registered for home schooling.
Where a parent requests that their child be excused from attendance at school and discussions with the Principal
have not led to a resolution, the Department has a comprehensive Parent Complaint Policy that provides
mechanisms for complaints relating to schools and Principals to be addressed by the regional office, or central
office, as appropriate. If the Department cannot deal satisfactorily with a complaint, the parent could contact the
Independent Office for School Dispute Resolution for assistance.
In response to the feedback received from the home schooling community, I have requested some amendments to
the proposed Regulations to make it clear that children who have a ‘reasonable excuse’ for not attending school
will not have to continue to attend the school while their application for home schooling registration is being
assessed. The proposed Regulations have been altered so that the section that establishes 28-day application
assessment period references the existing ‘reasonable excuse’ provisions in the Act. It is important that parents are
aware of the options that are available to them if their child is facing difficulties at school.
2)

What research has the Department undertaken regarding the further study and employment outcomes of home
schooled children?

In the course of reviewing the current Regulations, preparing the Regulatory Impact Statement (RIS) and the
drafting of the proposed Regulations, the Department undertook research into home schooling practices and
outcomes. As part of this process, the Department engaged with all other Australian States and Territories to
discuss their regulatory systems and relevant outcomes.
An important function of the proposed Regulations will be increased visibility over the home schooling community
and an increased capacity to collect information and data to inform more targeted policy in the future. Part of the
value of the proposed Regulation is they would allow for deeper insights into outcomes for home schooling
students, as well as visibility into which teaching methodologies are being adopted by the home schooling
community.

Health
11 032.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
In relation to the 2016 Victorian Telehealth Specialist Clinic initiative —
(1)
(2)

which 15 projects have been funded from this fund; and
how much funding has been allocated to each project and over what time period.

ANSWER:
I am informed that 16 projects have been funded for 12 months. They are:
– Alfred Health: A co-ordinated approach to telehealth in Alfred Health’s specialist clinics and state-wide services
– Austin Health: Austin Health State Wide Services Telehealth Program
– Ballarat Health Services: The Integration of Telehealth into the Ballarat Health Services Persistent Pain
Management Service
– Barwon Health: Implementing Telehealth access to Specialist clinics on an organisational and regional scale
– Bendigo Health Care Group: Establishment of a Bendigo Health Telehealth Outpatients Service
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– Eastern Health: Telemedicine @ Eastern: Specialist Clinics
– Melbourne Health: Melbourne Health Telehealth divisional implementation strategy
– Monash Health: Monash Health Telehealth in Children’s Program
– Northeast Health Wangaratta: Specialists to you-a consortium approach to specialist clinics for rural patients
– Peter MacCallum Cancer Centre: Establishment of the Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre (VCCC)
Telehealth Network
– Portland District Health: An integrated approach to Chronic Pain Management in the Rural Community of
Portland and district
– The Royal Children’s Hospital: State-wide access to RCH paediatric sub-speciality services
– The Royal Women’s Hospital: Menopause after cancer service
– Rural Northwest Health: Flying Doctor Telehealth Specialist Service
– Royal Victorian Eye & Ear Hospital: Telehealth improving the patient experience in a tertiary speciality hospital
– The Royal Children’s Hospital/Barwon Health: Developing a Victorian Telehealth Community of Practice
Total funding for this initiative is $5 million.

Public transport
11 034.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport):
How many residents in postcode 3088 used Myki concession fares in 2015 and 2016 and of these, how
many used Seniors concession cards.

ANSWER:
The myki system does not require passengers to register their myki, and therefore it does not automatically collect
data on the address or location of residence for all travellers.

Public transport
11 035.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport):
How many residents in postcode 3095 used Myki concession fares in 2015 and 2016 and of these, how
many used Seniors concession cards.

ANSWER:
The myki system does not require passengers to register their myki, and therefore it does not automatically collect
data on the address or location of residence for all travellers.

Public transport
11 036.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport):
How many residents in postcode 3093 used Myki concession fares in 2015 and 2016 and of these, how
many used Seniors concession cards.

ANSWER:
The myki system does not require passengers to register their myki, and therefore it does not automatically collect
data on the address or location of residence for all travellers.
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Public transport
11 037.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport):
How many residents in postcode 3094 used Myki concession fares in 2015 and 2016 and of these, how
many used Seniors concession cards.

ANSWER:
The myki system does not require passengers to register their myki, and therefore it does not automatically collect
data on the address or location of residence for all travellers.

Roads and road safety
11 042.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): In relation to the North East truck curfew, how many infringement notices have been issued
on —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

Ryans Road;
Wattletree Road;
Main Road, Eltham;
Lower Plenty Road;
Karingal Drive;
St Helena Road; and
Para Road.

ANSWER:
Statistics on infringement notices for the North East Truck Curfew are available by suburb rather than street.
VicRoads advises me that from the introduction of the curfew until the end of March 2017, a total of 159
infringement notices have been issued in the following suburbs; Eltham, Greensborough, Heidelberg, Lower
Plenty, Macleod, Rosanna and Watsonia.

Housing, disability and ageing
11 074.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing): How many individuals are currently registered on the Disability Support
Register waiting to be attributed funding for their Individual Support Plans.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The number of individuals registered on the Disability Support Register waiting to be attributed funding for their
Individual Support Plans is not publically available data.
Publically available information is accessible on the Parliament of Victoria website, where I answered questions on
this matter during the Public Accounts and Estimates committee hearings.

Housing, disability and ageing
11 077.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing): For those people who transition to the NDIS and who have not been allocated
funds for their ISP from the State government; what process will the State government employ to
efficiently ensure individuals are not processed twice and that the level of Individual Support Plans
funding is equivalent via the NDIS and that the these individuals receive priority.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In order to ensure a smooth transition to the NDIS in Victoria, people in each area will transition according to an
agreed participant phasing plan. People on the Disability Support Register who have not yet been allocated funding
will be the first group to transition within each area. In addition to the roll out schedule and in recognition that some
people have a more immediate and pressing need for support, people on the Disability Support Register across the
state with an urgent need for support are being provided with the opportunity to transition to the NDIS ahead of
their area, regardless of where they live.
The NDIS Act 2013 enables the sharing of specified data between the Victorian Government and the NDIA to
enable streamlined access by people who are already receiving services or who are on the Disability Support
Register. This ensures individuals are not required to undergo duplicate planning processes. The NDIA provides
report to Victoria on the progress of access and the approval of plans so that the transition can be completed.
The recent Productivity Commission Position Paper on National Disability Insurance Scheme Costs comments
favourably on Victoria’s approach of prioritising people with urgent and complex needs.

Aboriginal affairs
11 100.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs): According to your family violence funding announcement on 13 April 2016 in
relation to support for Aboriginal Victorians at risk of family violence, funding of $25.7 million ‘helps
meet recommendations 145 and 146 of the Commission” which advises a continued partnership with
Aboriginal communities and adequate funding to Aboriginal community controlled organisations —
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

what is the total funding required to fully implement recommendations 145 and 146;
do all Aboriginal community controlled organisations currently have adequate funding for
culturally appropriate family violence services for Aboriginal women and children;
do all Aboriginal community controlled organisations currently have adequate funding for
family-centred services and programs–including programs that focus on cultural strengthening–
therapeutic child-centred programs and one-door integrated services;
do all Aboriginal community controlled organisations currently have adequate funding for
culturally appropriate legal services for victims and perpetrators to meet the increased demand for
services and the need for State-wide coverage;
do all Aboriginal community controlled organisations currently have adequate funding for crisis
accommodation and support options for Aboriginal women and children based on best practice
models with access to longer term housing;
do all Aboriginal community controlled organisations currently have adequate funding for
culturally appropriate services for Aboriginal men who perpetrate family violence–including
access to suitable accommodation;
do all Aboriginal community controlled organisations currently have adequate funding for early
intervention and prevention actions in Aboriginal communities–including whole-of-community
activities and targeted programs; and
which Aboriginal community controlled organisations currently do not have adequate funding for
family violence services.

ANSWER:
The Member for the Southern Metropolitan Region can refer to this link that shows details of 2017 funding
provided to address family violence in Aboriginal communities: http://www.premier.vic.gov.au/more-support-foraboriginal-victorians-facing-family-violence/ Further detail on Aboriginal specific, family violence i elated budget
Initiatives can be found at Chapter 1 of the Victorian Budget 2017-18, Budget Paper 3. This investment includes
targeted funding to address Family Violence Royal Commission Recommendations 145 and 146. The Victorian
Government will continue to work in partnership with Aboriginal communities and services to ensure these vital
services are effectively delivered.
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Families and children
11 105.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister Families and Children: In relation to Malmsbury Youth Justice
facility, how many units within the facility were open as at 30 April 2017.

ANSWER:
I refer to my answer to Question on Notice 11 110.

Families and children
11 106.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister Families and Children: In relation to Malmsbury Youth Justice
facility, how many units within the facility were closed as at 30 April 2017.

ANSWER:
I refer to my answer to Question on Notice 11 110.

Families and children
11 107.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister Families and Children: In relation to Malmsbury Youth Justice
facility, how many units with the facility were inoperable as at 30 April 2017.

ANSWER:
I refer to my answer to Question on Notice 11 110.

Families and children
11 108.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister Families and Children: In relation to Malmsbury Youth Justice
facility: how many beds within the facility were open as at 30 April 2017.

ANSWER:
There were a total of 118 beds available for young people to be accommodated across both the secure and low
security sites at the Malmsbury Youth Justice Precinct on 30 April 2017.
I refer to my answer to Question on Notice 11 110 for an explanation as to the reasons for this.

Families and children
11 109.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister Families and Children: In relation to Malmsbury Youth Justice
facility, how many beds within the facility were closed or inoperable as at 30 April 2017.

ANSWER:
I refer to my answer to Question on Notice 11 110.

Families and children
11 110.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister Families and Children: In relation to Malmsbury Youth Justice
facility, what are the reasons beds were closed or inoperable as at 30 April 2017.

ANSWER:
On 30 April 2017, one low security unit was closed at the Malmsbury Youth Justice Precinct due to a lack of young
people classified as suitable for low security beds at that time. In addition there was one inoperable bed due to
repairs required to the flooring of that bedroom.
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Families and children
11 111.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister Families and Children: In relation to Malmsbury Youth Justice
facility, how many beds within the maximum security units were open as at 30 April 2017.

ANSWER:
There were 45 beds available to accommodate young people in secure units at the Malmsbury Youth Justice
Precinct on 30 April 2017

Families and children
11 112.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister Families and Children: In relation to Malmsbury Youth Justice
facility, how many beds within the maximum security units were closed or inoperable as at 30 April
2017.

ANSWER:
There were no closed or inoperable beds in secure units at the Malmsbury Youth Justice Precinct on 30 April 2017.

Families and children
11 113.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister Families and Children: In relation to Malmsbury Youth Justice
facility, as at 30 April 2017 how many detainees were on remand.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data relating to young people in youth justice facilities on remand is contained in the Youth Parole Board Annual
Report.
The Andrews Labor Government is dedicated to the diversion of young people from remand and linking them with
supports in the community, where appropriate.
The court is responsible for decisions regarding remand and bail and on making its decision, must be satisfied on a
range of considerations, as outlined in the Bail Act 1977.

Families and children
11 114.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister Families and Children: In relation to Malmsbury Youth Justice
facility, as at 30 April 2017 how many detainees were serving a sentence.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data relating to young people in youth justice facilities serving a sentence is contained in the Youth Parole Board
Annual Report.

Families and children
11 115.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister Families and Children: In relation to Malmsbury Youth Justice
facility, as at 30 April 2017 how many youth justice workers were full time or permanent part time.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government has funded an additional 41 new youth justice worker positions across the
Victorian Youth Justice system, and undertaken new recruitment processes to have a pipeline of applicants. This
will improve the safety of staff and young offenders at the precinct. Recruitment is underway to strengthen the
youth justice workforce, including additional frontline unit staff to bolster coverage of day to day operations.
Data relating to youth justice staffing is available in the relevant Department’s Annual Report.

Families and children
11 116.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister Families and Children: In relation to Malmsbury Youth Justice
facility, as at 30 April how many youth justice workers were agency staff.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government has funded an additional 41 new youth justice worker positions across the
Victorian Youth Justice system, and undertaken new recruitment processes to have a pipeline of applicants. This
will improve the safety of staff and young offenders at the precinct. Recruitment is underway to strengthen the
youth justice workforce, including additional frontline unit staff to bolster coverage of day to day operations.
Data relating to youth justice staffing is available in the relevant Department’s Annual Report.

Families and children
11 117.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister Families and Children: In relation to Malmsbury Youth Justice
facility, as at 30 April 2017 how many security staff were full time or permanent part time.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government has funded an additional 41 new youth justice worker positions across the
Victorian Youth Justice system, and undertaken new recruitment processes to have a pipeline of applicants. This
will improve the safety of staff and young offenders at the precinct. Recruitment is underway to strengthen the
youth justice workforce, including additional frontline unit staff to bolster coverage of day to day operations.
Data relating to youth justice staffing is available in the relevant Department’s Annual Report.

Families and children
11 118.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister Families and Children: In relation to Malmsbury Youth Justice
facility, as at 30 April 2017 how many security staff were agency staff.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government has funded an additional 41 new youth justice worker positions across the
Victorian Youth Justice system, and undertaken new recruitment processes to have a pipeline of applicants. This
will improve the safety of staff and young offenders at the precinct. Recruitment is underway-to strengthen the
youth justice workforce, including additional frontline unit staff to bolster coverage of day to day operations.
Data relating to youth justice staffing is available in the relevant Department’s Annual Report.
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Families and children
11 145.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Following the disturbances at the
Parkville precinct over the weekend of 12-14 November 2016, and before the decision was made to
gazette the Grevillea Unit of Barwon Prison as a youth justice centre, what efforts were made to
ascertain whether the Acheron Boys’ Home could be upgraded to provide secure accommodation for up
to 40 young people.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Following the incidents on the weekend of 12-14 November, alternative options to address urgent capacity were
assessed having regard to the availability and suitability of facilities to safely and securely accommodate high risk
young people. The Grevillea Unit was the most suitable facility identified.

Families and children
11 146.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Following the disturbances at the
Parkville precinct over the weekend of 12-14 November 2016, and before the decision was made to
gazette the Grevillea Unit of Barwon Prison as a youth justice centre, why was the Acheron Boys’
Home rejected in favour of Grevillea.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Following the incidents on the weekend of 12-14 November, alternative options to address urgent capacity were
assessed having regard to the availability and suitability of facilities to safely and securely accommodate high risk
young people. The Grevillea Unit was the most suitable facility identified.

Families and children
11 147.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Following the disturbances at the
Parkville precinct over the weekend of 12-14 November 2016, and before the decision was made to
gazette the Grevillea Unit of Barwon Prison as a youth justice centre, what efforts were made to
ascertain whether the Baroona Healing Place could have been part of the solution to the problem of
where to place young people in the youth justice system.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Following the incidents on the weekend of 12-14 November, alternative options to address urgent capacity were
assessed having regard to the availability and suitability of facilities to safely and securely accommodate high risk
young people. The Grevillea Unit was the most suitable facility identified.

Families and children
11 148.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: At the time that the decision was
made to gazette the Grevillea Unit of Barwon Prison as a youth justice facility, how many beds were
available to Koori young people at the Baroona Youth Healing place.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Following the incidents on the weekend of 12-14 November, alternative options to address urgent capacity were
assessed having regard to the availability and suitability of facilities to safely and securely accommodate high risk
young people. The Grevillea Unit was the most suitable facility identified.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 8 August 2017

COUNCIL

4151

Families and children
11 149.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Following the gazettal of the
Grevillea Unit as a youth justice centre on 17 November 2016, why did the Department decide not to
transfer young people over the age of 18 into Grevillea from Malmsbury.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Decisions regarding which young people were to be transferred to Grevillea Unit were made by my department,
based on an assessment of suitability and taking into account the circumstances and needs of the individual young
people concerned.

Families and children
11 150.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Following the disturbances at the
Parkville precinct over the weekend of 12-14 November 2016, was advice received by the Minister, the
Department of Health and Human Services or its Director of Secure Services that a unit at Parkville
could be ready to safely house children in one day.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The incidents on the weekend of 12-14 November 2016 at Parkville Youth Justice Precinct resulted in extensive
damage to units and the loss of secure accommodation. Four residential facilities with 60 beds and one programs
facility were rendered unusable and reduced capacity to accommodate young people at Parkville from 123 beds to
63 beds. These incidents highlighted the inadequacy of Parkville as a secure facility.
Advice received by the Department of Health and Human Services estimated that repair and fortification works
would take a number of months to complete to enable young people to be safely and securely accommodated
within the Parkville Youth Justice Precinct.

Families and children
11 151.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: On how many days during 2016
were the secure “Ulabara” and “Admissions” units (at the Malmsbury Youth Justice Centre’s senior
site) at full capacity.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data relating to the average number of young people in custody in youth justice facilities is published in the
Victorian State Budget papers.

Families and children
11 152.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: On 12 November 2016, were the
secure “Ulabara” and “Admissions” units operating at full capacity, if not, how soon after 12 November
2016 did the secure “Ulabara” and “Admissions” units reach full capacity.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data relating to the average number of young people in custody in youth justice facilities is published in the
Victorian State Budget papers.
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Families and children
11 153.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Following the disturbances at the
Parkville Youth Justice Precinct on the weekend of 12-14 November 2016, and before the decision was
made to gazette the Grevillea Unit of Barwon Prison as a youth justice centre, how many young people
were transferred from other units at Malmsbury Youth Justice Centre into the secure “Ulabara” and
“Admissions” units at Malmsbury Youth Justice Centre.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Movements between units are based on a number of factors to ensure the placement of young people is suitable and
appropriate. These movements occur on an ongoing basis.
Transfers are an operational decision undertaken following client risk assessment. Transfers occur on a daily basis
across the youth justice centres based on the operational requirements of the system and assessments of the young
person’s circumstances.
As the Member has been advised previously, to manually interrogate each of the daily placement decisions would
require a substantial diversion of Department resources away from service delivery.

Families and children
11 154.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Following the disturbances at the
Parkville Youth Justice Precinct on the weekend of 12-14 November 2016, and before the decision was
made to gazette the Grevillea Unit of Barwon Prison as a youth justice centre, how many young people
were transferred from Parkville Youth Justice Precinct into the secure “Ulabara” and “Admissions”
units at Malmsbury Youth Justice Centre.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Movements between units are based on a number of factors to ensure the placement of young people is suitable and
appropriate. These movements occur on an ongoing basis.
Transfers are an operational decision undertaken following client risk assessment. Transfers occur on a daily basis
across the youth justice centres based on the operational requirements of the system and assessments of the young
person’s circumstances.
As the Member has been advised previously, to manually interrogate each of the daily placement decisions would
require a substantial diversion of Department resources away from service delivery.

Families and children
11 155.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Between 14 November 2016 and
31 December 2016, were any young people who were using beds in the secure “Ulabara” or
“Admissions” units at Malmsbury Youth Justice Centre allowed outside those units during the day and
onto the senior site, if so, why were they not transferred to other units on the senior site.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Movements between units are based on a number of factors to ensure the placement of young people is suitable and
appropriate. These movements occur on an ongoing basis.
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Transfers are an operational decision undertaken following client risk assessment. Transfers occur on a daily basis
across the youth justice centres based on the operational requirements of the system and assessments of the young
person’s circumstances.
As the Member has been advised previously, to manually interrogate each of the daily placement decisions would
require a substantial diversion of Department resources away from service delivery.

Families and children
11 156.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: What specific training have
Corrections officers received in relation to their responsibilities under the Children, Youth and Families
Act 2005 regarding young people detained in the youth justice system.

ANSWER:
Corrections Victoria’s Security and Emergency Services Group (SESG) have been deployed to youth justice
centres to assist with security and emergency responses.
SESG staff have had Working with Children checks completed and an operational order which outlines their
responsibilities under the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 (The Act).
SESG staff have been briefed on their responsibilities under the Act.
All Youth Justice staff are regularly briefed on their responsibilities under the Act.

Families and children
11 157.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: What formal, regular supervision is
in place for youth justice staff in youth justice centres to assist them to work through concerns and
issues that may arise through their work.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Staff supervision in youth justice centres is a structured process where staff meet at least monthly with their line
manager for formal supervision. This provides support for staff, helps them to improve their job performance and
improves outcomes for young people.
In addition to this formal process, staff receive ‘on-the-job’ supervision and coaching on their performance, where
issues are addressed as they arise. They are also encouraged to approach their line manager at any time when they
want to raise concerns.
A Clinical Supervision Program also exists to provide staff with support following incidents in youth justice
centres, group and individual clinical supervision, coaching, and short-term counselling for individual staff.
Staff also have access to the Department of Justice and Regulation’s Employee Assistance Program, an
independent service providing counselling to staff, and processes to make protected disclosures should they wish to
report improper conduct.

Families and children
11 158.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: On 25 November 2016, were
young people detained at Parkville Youth Justice Precinct locked down in their cells while staff
attended a White Ribbon Day barbecue.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I have been advised that there were no lockdowns on 25 November 2016 at the Parkville Youth Justice Precinct.
Staff attending events like this would do so in their own break time so that there would be no impact on staffing
availability within the Precinct.
As I have previously advised the member, it is sometimes necessary for young people to be isolated due to a range
of security or safety risks. Where this occurs this is done in compliance with the Children Youth and Families Act
2005.

Families and children
11 159.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Between January 2012 and April
2017, what rehabilitation programs were run in youth justice centres by the Department of Health and
Human Services which were not outsourced to external agencies.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Rehabilitation services at youth justice centres are delivered by a funded service. Since 2014, the Youth Health and
Rehabilitation Service (YHaRS) has been contracted to deliver health and rehabilitation services to children and
young people detained in Parkville and Malmsbury Youth Justice Precincts and rehabilitation services to young
people residing in the community who are sentenced and under the supervision of Youth Justice on community
based orders.

Families and children
11 160.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the Crime Prevention
grants for community organisations to work with youth network offenders, how many offenders has
Victoria Police nominated as meeting the criteria for those grants.

ANSWER:
I am informed that: This is a matter for the Minister for Police.

Energy, environment and climate change
11 161.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy, Environment
and Climate Change): In relation to the odour and pollution emanating from the Melbourne Regional
Landfill at Ravenhall —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

will the Environment Protection Authority (EPA) reforms increase resourcing for the EPA;
what are the current levels of leachate coming from the tip site;
what are the current levels of methane coming from the tip site;
what are the permitted levels of leachate and methane according to Cleanaway’s permit;
how many Pollution Abatement notices has the EPA given to Cleanaway regarding the Ravenhall
site;
(a) how many time has Cleanaway breached these notices; and

(6)

how many Directions has the EPA given to Cleanaway regarding the Ravenhall site.
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ANSWER:
In the recent Budget I was pleased to announce an unprecedented investment of $162.5 million into the reform of
the Environment Protection Authority Victoria (EPA). This significant investment will strengthen EPA’s
enforcement and environmental health capabilities, and shows the Andrews Labor Government’s commitment to
EPA as a well-resourced, modern regulator that protects Victorians, and their environment from the harmful effects
of pollution and waste.
EPA have advised that they are aware that current leachate levels within the landfill cells at Melbourne Regional
Landfill exceed the permitted levels. A statutory notice has been issued to the landfill operator to rectify this issue.
Based on recent correspondence, EPA understands that the operator is on track to meet the requirements of the
notice.
EPA have advised that they are aware that current methane levels measured in boundary wells exceed the permitted
levels. A statutory notice has been issued to the landfill operator to rectify this issue, and a penalty infringement
notice served for this breach of licence conditions.
The allowable leachate levels at Melbourne Regional Landfill are outlined in their EPA licence (number 12160).
Condition LI_L4.1 of this licence requires the licence holder to “extract leachate from cells such that the depth of
leachate above the lowest point of the drainage layer does not exceed 300mm”.
EPA uses the best practice environmental management publication Siting, design, operation and rehabilitation of
landfills (the Landfill BPEM; publication 788) to assess the performance of all licensed landfills against action
levels for landfill gas. Methane makes up a percentage of these landfill gases. Table 1 below outlines the permitted
concentrations of methane for all licensed landfills, including the Melbourne Regional Landfill:
Location
Landfill Cap surface (final)
Landfill Cap surface (intermediate-during
rehabilitation works)
Underground at the landfill boundary
Underground services on and adjacent to the
landfill site i.e. Telstra pits, stormwater drains
Building/structures on and adjacent to the
landfill site

Action Level and unit
100 parts per million (ppm)
200 ppm rehabilitation works)
1% Methane volume for volume (v/v)
10 000 ppm
5000 ppm

EPA has served a total of four Pollution Abatement Notices to the operator of Melbourne Regional Landfill.
Cleanaway have not breached these notices at any time.
EPA has not issued any directions to Cleanaway regarding the Melbourne Regional Landfill site.

Industry and employment
11 163.

MS BATH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Industry and Employment): In
relation to 150 State Government positions to be based in a GovHub in the Latrobe Valley —
(1)
(2)
(3)

what is the Government’s immediate plan to boost jobs in the region, given that the GovHub will
not be completed until 2020;
what preference will be given to local community members who have lost their jobs as a
consequence of the closure of Hazelwood Power; and
what key selection criteria will be applied to ensure that the recruitment process is fair to all job
seekers.
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ANSWER:
(1)

The government is working to create jobs in the Latrobe Valley, and has recently made a number of job
creation announcements in partnership with local businesses.
In addition to establishing the Latrobe Valley Authority, the government has a range of programs and
assistance available to attract new investment and create jobs including;
– $10 million Latrobe Valley Economic Facilitation Fund;
– $5 million Hazelwood Supply Chain Transition Program;
– $200 million Regional Jobs Fund; and
– $34 million Regional Skills Fund.
Since October 2016, the Latrobe Valley Economic Facilitation Fund has created 145 FTE jobs and leveraged
$14.3 million of investment to Latrobe Valley.
The Latrobe Valley is also set to benefit from the Victorian 2017-18 State Budget. As part of the $1.45 billion
Regional Rail Revival package we are investing $435 million to upgrade the Gippsland Line. With a
dedicated project office in the Latrobe Valley, this upgrade will create more than 400 jobs.

(2)

The new Victorian Government office complex will provide accommodation for up to 300 office staff,
including 150 public sector roles. Many of these roles to be established will be advertised locally.
Recruitment and selection processes for all Victorian Public Sector roles are be based on employment
principals of merit and equity.

Families and children
11 224.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How much of the $8.5 million
allocated for independent oversight and delivery in Budget Paper No. 3 page 78 will go to the
Commission for Children and Young People.

ANSWER:
I am informed that in 2017-18:
The Commission for Children and Young People has been funded $3.334 in this budget to enable them to increase
their resources to deliver on the significant reforms that have been legislated. This includes the Reportable Conduct
scheme and the enforcement and compliance system for the Child Safe Standards.
The Commission will play a vital role in monitoring organisations to ensure that allegations of abuse and neglect of
children are appropriately investigated and responded to.

Health
11 225.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
In the 2017-18 Budget, why has independent oversight and delivery only been funded for 2017-18 and
2018-19.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
– The independent oversight and delivery has been funded for 2017-18 and 2018-19 to allow time to for an
evaluation of the requirements to implement the new Health Complaints Act in light of operational experience.
Outcomes from the evaluation will enable the Commissioner and the Department to better determine the
ongoing needs of the Health Complaints Commissioner’s Office.
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Health
11 226.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
What is the total cost of the multiple Department of Health and Human Services re-organisations over
this term of government including external consultants, planning, training and payouts.

ANSWER:
Unlike the former Government that in its 4 years focused on cuts to health and that botched its recommissioning of
mental health services, this Government has been focused on reforming and delivering services. This has resulted
in some changes to the staff roles and responsibilities, reporting lines and accountabilities.
The question asked fails to adequately define ‘re-organisation’ and therefore can’t be addressed in the manner
sought.

Health
11 227.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
In relation to the Duckett Report —
(1)

(2)

$215 million has been allocated for implementation of the quality and safety reforms, what exactly
will the nearly $50 million per year be spent on, including a breakdown with line items and
amounts;
how much of next year’s $44.5 million for implementation of the quality and safety reforms will
be funding for staff, contractors, consultants and associated operational costs located in 50
Lonsdale Street.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The $215 million will contribute to implementation of the recommendations of the Targeting Zero
report-Review of Hospital Safety and Quality Assurance in Victoria and the government’s commitments
made in Better, Safer Care in response to that report.
On the recommendation of Targeting Zero, highly respected experts have been brought in to lead the new
entities-Safer Care Victoria and the Victorian Agency for Health Information. They have been established as
independent from the department and therefore the CEOs will determine how best to utilise the available
resources to meet their objectives.
The department will work with the entities to consider priorities and ensure responses are coordinated. This
work is ongoing and therefore allocation of funding at a finer level is therefore not yet finalised.

(2)

As allocations have not yet been finalised, it is not possible to provide a breakdown of staff, contractors,
consultants and associated operational costs at this time. These will be reported on for Safer Care Victoria, the
Victorian Agency for Health Information and the Department of Health and Human Services as part of
annual reporting for 2017-18.

Energy, environment and climate change
11 236.

MR BARBER — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change): What is the status of the Energy Efficiency and Productivity Strategy that the
Government committed to developing in 2015.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has begun working to deliver on the actions outlined in the Energy Efficiency and
Productivity Statement that we released in 2015.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
4158

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 8 August 2017

The government has allocated $29.4 million in the 2017-18 State Budget, across four years, for energy efficiency
and productivity. This is in addition to $24.2 million allocated for energy efficiency in the 2016-17 State Budget.
This funding is already helping businesses and households reduce their energy costs, and it will also improve the
energy efficiency of poor performing residential and commercial buildings.
The Energy Efficiency and Productivity Strategy, which sets out details of these programs and funding, will be
released shortly.

Public transport
11 240.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport): In
relation to the advertising screens installed in City Loop stations:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

who holds the contract for managing the advertising and entertainment content on these screens;
when does this contract end;
how much revenue have these advertising screens made since they were installed; and
how much of this revenue has been invested back into improving the public transport system.

ANSWER:
XTD Limited holds the contract.
The contract will end on 30 June 2021.
Information is unable to be released due to being classified as commercial in confidence.
Details of revenue streams is unable to be released due to being classified as commercial in confidence.

Housing, disability and ageing
11 241.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Aging): In relation to the pest control measures in public housing estates in Carlton,
North Melbourne and Flemington:
(1)
(2)

what reports of cockroach infestations is the Minister aware of in the high rise public housing
estates; and
what pest management measures are in place to prevent cockroach infestations in the high rise
public housing estates.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Daily inspection regimes in some locations, subject to such infestation, complement ordinary maintenance. All
residents are able to contact the Housing Call Centre, their local housing office or, where relevant, after-hours
estate security services to report any concerns about the cleanliness of the buildings and the estate, and are
encouraged to do so.

Energy, environment and climate change
11 243.

MR BARBER — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change): In relation to deer as a pest species in Victoria:
(1)
(2)

how many feral deer are there in Victoria; and
why haven’t deer been classified as a pest species.
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ANSWER:
It is not known how many wild deer exist in Victoria, however 77 000 deer were killed in Victoria by hunters in
2015, as stated in the Game Management Authority’s 2015 Deer Harvest Report.
Under the Catchment and Land Protection Act 1994 (CALP Act), all deer, except Chital, Hog, Red (including
Wapiti (Elk)), Sika, Sika-Red Deer hybrids, Fallow Deer, Javan Rusa, and Sambar, are declared pest animals in
Victoria.
The Sustainable Hunting Action Plan 2016-2020 provides for a more strategic approach to deer management. A
Deer Management Strategy is now being prepared jointly by the Department of Economic Development, Jobs,
Transport and Resources and the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning. The strategy aims to
reduce the impact of deer on native biodiversity and their damage to property, while maintaining hunting
opportunities.

Families and children
11 248.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to contracts for
Respectful Relationships, can the Minister please provide a detailed explanation of what the $325 552
contract for ACIL Allen Consulting for ‘Respectful Relationships Evaluation’ is for.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The contract with ACIL Allen Consulting is to evaluate the Respectful Relationships initiative.
Independent evaluation is standard practice across government programs to make sure public money is being used
efficiently and effectively. The evaluation will measure the outcomes and impact of the initiative, and ensure that
the investment has achieved its stated purpose.

Families and children
11 249.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: The one Budget line item for
Out-of-Home Care in the 2017-18 Budget allocated $59.6 million, can the Minister provide a
breakdown of the funding for —
(1)

residential care
(a) staffing;
(b) resourcing;
(c) running of facilities;
(d) building; and
(e) maintenance;

(2)
(3)
(4)

100 new Targeted Care Packages;
Foster carer initiatives; and
Kinship care initiatives.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The 2017-18 Budget allocation of the $59.6 million for out-of-home care includes $17.3 million for Targeted Care
Packages, including an additional 100 Packages; and $42.3 million for 1982 home-based care placements.
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Families and children
11 251.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the number of children
in Out-of-Home care, as at 31 December 2016, how many children were living in —
(1)
(2)
(3)

Residential care;
Foster care; and
Kinship care.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Quarterly data relating to the average daily number of children in residential care, foster care and kinship care is
published in the Department’s Annual Report. Figures as at 31 December 2016 will be available in the upcoming
Department of Health & Human Services Annual Report.

Families and children
11 258.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the one Budget line
item for the child protection system in the 2017-18 Budget allocating $72.2 million, can the Minister
please provide a detailed breakdown of funding allocations in each area of the child protection system.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
– Of the $72.2 million allocated in the 17-18 Budget:
– $67 million will fund 450 FTE to meet estimated additional growth in demand.
– $1.1 million will fund the implementation of Section 18.
– $2.49 million will fund the continuation of the Child Protection Specialist Intervention Unit.
– $1.59 million will fund enhancements to Child Protection After Hours Emergency Service.

Families and children
11 262.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to unallocated cases in
child protection, as at 31 December 2016 —
(1)
(2)
(3)

what percentage of children in the child protection had unallocated cases;
how many children in real numbers had not been assigned a case worker; and
what percentage of those children were under 12 months old.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Unlike the previous Coalition Government, there are a number of additional performance measures that are now
available on the Department of Health and Human Service’s website, not only by quarter but by Division also.
The Member should welcome the degree of transparency afforded by this Government given it was not the practice
of her own government to do the same.
Data related to the average rate of unallocated cases as at 31 December 2016, by Division and by quarter, will be
available in the Department of Health and Human Services Annual Report.
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Families and children
11 263.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to unallocated cases in
child protection, as at 31 March 2017 —
(1)
(2)

(3)

what percentage of children in the child protection had unallocated cases;
how many children in real numbers had not been assigned a case worker;
(a) how many of those children had not been assigned a case worker for more than one week;
(b) how many of those children had not been assigned a case worker for more than one month;
(c) how many of those children had not been assigned a case worker for more than three
months;
(d) how many of those children had not been assigned a case worker for more than six months;
and
what percentage of those children were under 12 months old.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Unlike the previous Coalition Government, there are a number of additional performance measures that are now
available on the Department of Health and Human Services’ website, not only by quarter but by Division also.
The Member should welcome the degree of transparency afforded by this Government given it was not the practice
of her own government to do the same.
Data related to the average rate of unallocated cases as at 31 March 2017 will be available in the Department of
Health and Human Services Annual Report.

Families and children
11 265.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many Indigenous child
protection practitioners were employed by Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) as at —
(1)
(2)

31 December 2016; and
31 March 2017.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data relating to the employment of child protection workers is published in the Department’s Annual Report.
The 2017-18 budget committed $72.2 million to fund a total of 450 child protection practitioners across the state,
the largest-ever expansion in child protection workers in Victoria.
The previous Coalition government only funded 192.3 new positions over their entire four years despite rising
demand. In our first three budgets we have funded 610.8 new child protection positions.

Families and children
11 269.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the recruitment
campaign for foster carers —
(1)
(2)
(3)

how many foster carers were actually recruited in 2016 from the ‘over 2600 enquires’, as stated in
the 20 March 2017 media release;
how many foster carers have been recruited since announcing the additional funds to continue
recruitment on 20 March 2017; and
how many foster carers left the system between 1 January 2016 and 31 December 2016.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
4162

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 8 August 2017

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.
I have held a number of roundtables and discussions 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 2017-18 budget includes funding for a further 1982 home based placements.
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
11 271.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to experienced child
protection workers, the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) 2017-18 Budget Estimates
Questionnaire, page 74, states ‘the Department identified a shortage of candidates within the
Department who have the requisite skills and experience to perform the roles of Advanced and Senior
Child Protection Practitioners’ —
(1)
(2)

how many Child Protection Practitioners were identified as lacking the requisite skills and
experience to perform their roles; and
how many additional Child Protection Practitioners are required to make up the identified shortage
of candidates.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The department only recruits and appoints practitioners to ongoing Advanced and Senior Child Protection
Practitioner roles where the candidate meets the requisite qualifications, skills, attributes and values to work
effectively in these roles on a permanent basis.
Data relating to the employment of child protection workers is published in the Department’s Annual Report.
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The 2017-18 budget committed $72.2 million to fund a total of 450 child protection practitioners across the
state-the largest expansion in child protection workers in Victoria. The previous Coalition government only funded
192.3 new positions over their entire four years despite rising demand. In our first three budgets we have funded
610.8 new child protection positions.

Families and children
11 272.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to substantiated child
protection reports, in 2016 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

how many reports to child protection resulted in no case being opened;
what percentage of reports to child protection resulted in no case being opened;
how many reports to child protection were re-reports; and
what percentage of reports to child protection were re-reports.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
It is clear that the Member is unaware of how Child protection reports work. All reports made to child protection
result in a case being opened.
It is expected that if circumstances change and risk escalates for children there will be a percentage of re-reports to
child protection. This is appropriate as we would expect the community to make reports based on the most current
information available regarding a child’s safety.

Families and children
11 273.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to child protection cases
closing early, in 2016:
(1)
(2)

how many cases were closed due to lost contact with families before their plan was completed;
and
what percentage of cases were closed due to lost contact with families before their plan was
completed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My department does not collect the data the Member has requested.

Corrections
11 276.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many prison officers were employed
at Barwon Prison as of 31 May 2017.

ANSWER:
Information regarding the number and classification of Corrections Victoria staff can be found in the Department of
Justice and Regulation annual report.
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Corrections
11 277.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many prison officers were employed
at Beechworth Correctional Centre as of 31 May 2017.

ANSWER:
Information regarding the number and classification of Corrections Victoria staff can be found in the Department of
Justice and Regulation annual report.

Corrections
11 278.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many prison officers were employed
at Dame Phyllis Frost Centre as of 31 May 2017.

ANSWER:
Information regarding the number and classification of Corrections Victoria staff can be found in the Department of
Justice and Regulation annual report.

Corrections
11 279.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many prison officers were employed
at Dhurringile Prison as of 31 May 2017.

ANSWER:
Information regarding the number and classification of Corrections Victoria staff can be found in the Department of
Justice and Regulation annual report.

Corrections
11 280.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many prison officers were employed
at Fulham Correctional Centre as of 31 May 2017.

ANSWER:
Information regarding the number and classification of Corrections Victoria staff can be found in the Department of
Justice and Regulation annual report.

Corrections
11 281.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many prison officers were employed
at Hopkins Correctional Centre as of 31 May 2017.

ANSWER:
Information regarding the number and classification of Corrections Victoria staff can be found in the Department of
Justice and Regulation annual report.

Corrections
11 282.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many prison officers were employed
at Judy Lazarus Transition Centre as of 31 May 2017.

ANSWER:
Information regarding the number and classification of Corrections Victoria staff can be found in the Department of
Justice and Regulation annual report.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 8 August 2017

COUNCIL

4165

Corrections
11 283.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many prison officers were employed
at Langi Kal Kal as of 31 May 2017.

ANSWER:
Information regarding the number and classification of Corrections Victoria staff can be found in the Department of
Justice and Regulation annual report.

Corrections
11 284.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many prison officers were employed
at Loddon Prison as of 31 May 2017.

ANSWER:
Information regarding the number and classification of Corrections Victoria staff can be found in the Department of
Justice and Regulation annual report.

Corrections
11 285.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many prison officers were employed
at Marngoneet Correctional Centre as of 31 May 2017.

ANSWER:
Information regarding the number and classification of Corrections Victoria staff can be found in the Department of
Justice and Regulation annual report.

Corrections
11 286.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many prison officers were employed
at Melbourne Assessment Prison as of 31 May 2017.

ANSWER:
Information regarding the number and classification of Corrections Victoria staff can be found in the Department of
Justice and Regulation annual report.

Corrections
11 287.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many prison officers were employed
at Metropolitan Remand Centre as of 31 May 2017.

ANSWER:
Information regarding the number and classification of Corrections Victoria staff can be found in the Department of
Justice and Regulation annual report.

Corrections
11 288.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many prison officers were employed
at Port Phillip Prison as of 31 May 2017.

ANSWER:
Information regarding the number and classification of Corrections Victoria staff can be found in the Department of
Justice and Regulation annual report.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
4166

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 8 August 2017

Corrections
11 289.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many prison officers were employed
at Tarrengower Prison as of 31 May 2017.

ANSWER:
Information regarding the number and classification of Corrections Victoria staff can be found in the Department of
Justice and Regulation annual report.

Corrections
11 290.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many prison officers were employed
at Karreenga Prison as of 31 May 2017.

ANSWER:
Information regarding the number and classification of Corrections Victoria staff can be found in the Department of
Justice and Regulation annual report.

Education
11 296.

MS BATH — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education): As at
1 January 2017, how many Victorian primary school teachers were in the following age brackets —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

20-25 years;
26-35 years;
36-45 years;
46-55 years; and
56 years and over.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Teachers in Government Primary schools (at 17th January 2017, staff on pay)
Under 26
26-35
36-45
46-55
56 and over
Total

1533
7580
4875
3596
3178
20 762

NB Teachers includes Leading Teachers, Classroom Teachers Grade 1 & 2 and Paraprofessionals

Education
11 297.

MS BATH — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education): As at
1 January 2017, how many Victorian secondary school teachers were in the following age brackets —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

20-25 years;
26-35 years;
36-45 years;
46-55 years; and
56 years and over.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Teachers in Government Secondary schools (at 17th January 2017, staff on pay)
Under 26
26-35
36-45
46-55
56 and over
Total

694
4562
3455
3681
3321
15 713

This does not include teachers in Primary, Pri/Sec and Language schools, or Camp and non-school locations.
NB Teachers includes Leading Teachers, Classroom Teachers Grade 1 & 2 and Paraprofessionals

Education
11 298.

MS BATH — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education): As at
1 January 2017, how many Victorian primary school principals were in the following age brackets —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

20-25 years;
26-35 years;
36-45 years;
46-55 years; and
56 years and over.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Principals in Government Primary schools (at 17th January 2017, staff on pay)
Under 26
26-35
36-45
46-55
56 and over
Total

21
201
335
520
1077

NB Principals include Executive Class, Principals and Liaison Principals

Education
11 299.

MS BATH — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education): As at
1 January 2017, how many Victorian secondary school principals were in the following age brackets —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

20-25 years;
26-35 years;
36-45 years;
46-55 years; and
56 years and over.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Principals in Government Secondary schools (at 17th January 2017, staff on pay).
Under 26
26-35
36-45
46-55
56 and over
Total

1
28
86
115
230

This does not include principals in Primary, Pri/Sec and Language schools, or Camp and non-school locations.
NB Principals include Executive Class, Principals and Liaison Principals

Education
11 300.

MS BATH — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education): As at
1 January 2017, how many Victorian primary school deputy principals were in the following age
brackets —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

20-25 years;
26-35 years;
36-45 years;
46-55 years; and
56 years and over.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Assistant Principals in Government Primary schools (at 17th January 2017, staff on pay)
Under 26
26-35
36-45
46-55
56 and over
Total

54
224
207
250
735

Education
11 301.

MS BATH — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education): As at
1 January 2017, how many Victorian secondary school deputy principals were in the following age
brackets —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

20-25 years;
26-35 years;
36-45 years;
46-55 years; and
56 years and over.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Assistant Principals in Government Secondary schools (at 17th January 2017, staff on pay)
Under 26
26-35
36-45
46-55
56 and over
Total

31
143
180
166
520

This does not include Assistant Principals in Primary, Pri/Sec and Language schools, or Camp and non-school
locations.

Local government
11 303.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade ( for the Minister for
Local Government): In relation to the waste levy collected for the Environment Protection Authority
(EPA) by municipal councils in recent years, I seek answers to the following questions in table form —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

how much was collected by each of Victoria’s 79 municipalities in 2015-16;
how much was collected by each of Victoria’s 79 municipalities in 2016-17;
how much is expected to be collected in each of Victoria’s 79 municipalities in 2017-18;
what is the mean impost (average) amount collected in each of Victoria’s 79 municipalities in
each of the following years 2015-16, 2016-17 and 2017-18 from:
(a) residential ratepayers; and
(b) business ratepayers.

ANSWER:
The matters raised fall within the portfolio responsibilities of the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate
Change. The member will need to redirect his question to the Hon Lily D’Ambrosio.

Health
11 304.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
In relation to the Regional Health Infrastructure Fund funded in the 2016-17 Budget —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

as at 1 June 2017 how much of the $200 million fund has been allocated to initiatives;
what initiatives have received funding from the Regional Health Infrastructure Fund;
when did or will each initiative commence and be complete;
how much funding has each initiative been allocated from the Regional Health Infrastructure
Fund; and
have these initiatives been solely funded by the Regional Health Infrastructure Fund.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A total of 93 projects have been funded from the Regional Health Infrastructure Fund. A list of projects, including
the amount allocated to each, is available on the health. vic website which can be found at
https://www2.health.vic.gov.au/hospitals-and-health-services/planning-infrastructure/regional-health-infrastructurefund.
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Projects have commenced and will be completed at various times.
All projects are solely funded from the Regional Health Infrastructure Fund apart from a single project, being
Wimmera Cancer Care Centre. The Wimmera Cancer Care Centre received a $2.6 million allocation from the
Regional Health Infrastructure Fund along with co-contributions from the Commonwealth Government
($1 million), community fund raising ($1.45 million) and $300 000 from Wimmera Health Care Group.

Public transport
11 306.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport):
Could the Minister please outline how the $500 000 budget investment for Montmorency railway
station will be spent.

ANSWER:
As outlined in the media release dated 2 May 2017 titled ‘Record investment keeps rolling Melbourne’s suburbs’,
$13.7 million will upgrade Huntingdale and Werribee bus interchanges, create extra parking at Montmorency and
Cardinia Road stations, and build a new bus interchange and more parking at Ballarat station.
The details of works at Montmorency station are being developed in conjunction with the development work for
the Hurstbridge Line Upgrade Stage 2 duplication.

Health
11 307.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister
for Health): Could the Minister please specify when construction will begin on the new ambulance
station in Eltham, following the receipt of a conditional planning permit from the Banyule City Council.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The department is actively working with Ambulance Victoria to progress the new ambulance station in Eltham.
The project is currently in the tender phase and anticipated to start construction August 2017 with a targeted
completion by early 2018.
The government continues to support Ambulance Victoria and its planning for future investment needs, and Eltham
remains a focus for a new station. The Andrews Labor Government is investing a record $500m — to employ
450 more paramedics, put more new ambulances on the road and build 15 new and upgraded stations across
Victoria.

Roads and road safety
11 308.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): In relation to the geotechnical and engineering investigations in preparation for the
development of an option for the North East Link —
(1)

where are preparations being undertaken in —
(a) St Helena;
(b) Greensborough;
(c) Eltham North;
(d) Eltham;
(e) Research;

(2)
(3)

are any of these tests being undertaken on private land; and
how many of the sites are on the north of the Yarra River and how many are on the south of the
Yarra River.
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ANSWER:
The North East Link Authority has been undertaking a raft of investigations as part of the early planning work for
the project, which will close the missing link in Melbourne’s road network.
We’ve chosen more than 50 sites for this first round of geotechnical work across the project area in the
north-eastern suburbs. These stretch from as far afield as the M80 Ring Road at Greensborough across to
Ringwood, Warrandyte, Heidelberg, Lilydale, Bayswater, Donvale and Eltham. The sites are predominately on
public land which is owned by VicRoads or the local Council including parklands, road reserves and roadsides. At
this stage, we have accessed one privately owned piece of land in Bulleen.
This geotechnical testing will provide valuable information about ground conditions across Melbourne’s
north-eastern suburbs. Depending on the location of each site, the drilling could be up to a depth of 40 metres in
some instances to properly understand the type of materials that will be encountered. After the drilling is
completed, the sites will be restored.
It’s important to note that these geotechnical tests are being undertaken throughout the north¬eastern suburbs, and
are not necessarily related to any potential route the project may take. They’re part of the broader information we’re
pulling together to help shape which corridors we investigate for the North East Link. Our work includes talking to
the local community, investigating issues across local roads and the surrounding transport network as well as
studying traffic and public transport movements. The Authority has also been using historical data from other
government agencies such as Melbourne Water, VicRoads and councils.”

Roads and road safety
11 309.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): Could the Minister please outline when and how will the communities in Greensborough,
St Helena, Eltham North, Eltham and Research be consulted about the investigations and development
of proposed options for the North East Link.

ANSWER:
The North East Link is the missing piece in Melbourne’s road network. It’s an essential project to enhance
Victoria’s competitive advantage and support efficient movement of freight, while also protecting the things
communities across Melbourne’s north-eastern suburbs value such as the environment and their local community.
The North East Link will cater for 100 000 cars and trucks every day-relieving congestion in local streets and
taking long haul trucks off local roads. The project will also support the more efficient use of Melbourne’s entire
transport network.
North East Link Authority has been charged with planning the project and will be sharing information in the
coming months about what it sees as the opportunities and challenges ahead and the outcomes of their investigation
work to date.

Energy, environment and climate change
11 315.

MR BARBER — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change): In relation to the Minister’s instruction to Parks Victoria, to lead the development of a
Management Plan for the Belfast Coastal Reserve and the implications that this Management Plan
would have on activities which significantly impact the threatened Hooded Plover —
(1)

(2)

has the Minister acted to refer the development of the Management Plan to the Commonwealth
Minister for the Environment, under the conditions of the Commonwealth Environment Protection
and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999; if not, why not.
has the Minister sought any advice from the Commonwealth Department of Environment and
Energy as to whether there is any risk of a significant impact occurring from horse training on the
Belfast Coastal Reserve to the threatened Hooded Plover; and
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who is the responsible body for the threatened Hooded Plover at the Belfast Coastal Reserve to
make application to the Commonwealth Department of Environment, to ensure that the
Commonwealth Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 is not being
contravened.

ANSWER:
The development of a management plan for the Belfast Coastal Reserve does not require referral to the
Commonwealth Minister for the Environment and Energy under provisions of the Environment Protection and
Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999.
Public consultation is currently underway, with a draft plan to be released in October for further public
consultation.
My department has advised that under provisions of the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act
1999, referral to the Commonwealth Government is not required at this time.
There is no requirement to make an application to the Commonwealth Department of the Environment and Energy.

Housing, disability and ageing
11 318.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing): In relation to Department of Health and Social Services facilities located at
33 Alfred Street, North Melbourne —
(1)
(2)

why has the Eritrean Islamic Society Association been asked to vacate the premises at 33 Alfred
Street, North Melbourne; and
will they be given an alternative space to allow them to carry out their support of the Eritrean
community in North Melbourne.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
ERIS continues to serve residents in the community space at North Melbourne.

Families and children
11 330.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the allocation of
$7.18 million to ‘brokerage funding to permanent carers’ in the last two years, could the Minister
provide a detailed explanation of brokerage funding and a breakdown of the $7.18 allocated funds.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The 2016-17 State Budget provided $16.2 million over two years for increased support for children and carers. Of
this funding, $7.18 million over two years has been allocated to provide flexible support packages for new and
existing permanent carers and to establish a helpline for permanent carers.
This funding consists of $2 million for brokerage to support new permanent care placements. $4.58 million for
brokerage to support existing permanent care placements and $562 500 for the establishment of a state-wide
helpline for permanent carers, operated by Permanent Care and Adoptive Families.
This is the first time that permanent carers have been eligible to receive this type of financial support.
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Families and children
11 331.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to funding for foster
carers in the 2017-18 Budget, could the Minister advise how much of the allocated $59.6 million for
home-based care placements is directly for foster carers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The $59.6 million in funding allocated for out-of-home care in the 2017-18 Budget is allocated to additional
home-based care placements to meet the growth in need for out-of-home care, and for Targeted Care Packages.
Budget funding for placements is based on forecasts. This funding includes caregiver reimbursements and client
expenses. The actual number of placements and distribution of funding between placement types will not be known
until the end of each financial year.

Families and children
11 332.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the 1, 982 new
home-based care placements in the 2017-18 Budget as advised during the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee budget hearings, could the Minister please advise how many placements will be
in —
(a)
(b)
(c)

Foster care;
Kinship care; and
Permanent care.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Budget funding for placements is based on forecasts. This funding includes caregiver reimbursements and client
expenses. The actual number of placements and distribution of funding between placement types will not be known
until the end of each financial year.

Families and children
11 333.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the compulsory survey
sent by the Department of Health and Human Services to community service providers on the new
Client Incident Management System information technology implementation readiness, how many
service providers responded by the due date of 16 June 2017.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The department has developed a new client incident management system that will focus on the most serious
incidents and strengthen processes, systems and workforce capability to prevent, and effectively manage client
incidents.
The new client incident management system will be implemented in over 1700 health and human services
organisations funded by the Department of Health and Human Services.
Implementation of the new client incident management system includes a new information technology system
which will support electronic submission of client incident information to the department.
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The department continues to work with service providers, third party information technology vendors and peak
bodies to assist with implementation readiness.
For service providers who do not have a client incident information system, the department-built client incident
register has been made available for use.

Families and children
11 334.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the compulsory survey
sent by the Department of Health and Human Services to community service providers on the new
Client Incident Management System information technology implementation readiness, how many
service providers responded that they would use their own incident management system rather than the
new DHHS built system.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer the member to my answer to Question on Notice 11333.

Families and children
11 335.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the compulsory survey
sent by the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) to community service providers on the
new Client Incident Management System (CIMS) information technology implementation readiness —
(a)
(b)

how many service providers responded that they would use their own incident management
system rather than the new DHHS built system; and
how many service providers have not made any progress in making changes to information
technology systems to accommodate the CIMS policy.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer the member to my answer to Question on Notice 11333.

Families and children
11 336.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the compulsory survey
sent by the Department of Health and Human Services to community service providers on the new
Client Incident Management System information technology implementation readiness, how many
service providers responded that they currently store records of client incidents by paper files.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer the member to my answer to Question on Notice 11333.

Families and children
11 337.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the compulsory survey
sent by the Department of Health and Human Services to community service providers on the new
Client Incident Management information technology implementation readiness, how many service
providers responded that they currently store records of client incidents by Excel spreadsheets or Access
databases.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer the member to my answer to Question on Notice 11333.

Families and children
11 338.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the compulsory survey
sent by the Department of Health and Human Services to community service providers on the new
Client Incident Management System information technology implementation readiness, how many
service providers responded that they currently store records of client incidents electronically via
incident management systems.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer the member to my answer to Question on Notice 11333.

Families and children
11 339.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the compulsory survey
sent by the Department of Health and Human Services to community service providers on the new
Client Incident Management System information technology implementation readiness, how many
different incident management reporting systems were reported.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer the member to my answer to Question on Notice 11333.

Special Minister of State
11 340.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister for State: In your capacity as lead Minister of the
Family Violence Royal Commission Recommendation 227, could the Minister provide details of any
discussions with the Commonwealth Government in regards to entering into a partnership agreement in
areas of overlapping responsibility.

ANSWER:
– Victoria continues to work with the Commonwealth Government through the COAG process to ensure they are
contributing their fair share to preventing and responding to family violence.
– In December 2016, COAG noted that Victoria would bring a paper in 2017 proposing improved
cross-jurisdictional funding arrangements in family violence and related services in areas of overlapping
responsibility.
– Victoria is working with state, territory and Commonwealth First Ministers’ Departments to clarify areas of
overlapping responsibility and develop options to improve intergovernmental arrangements for family violence,
including to ensure long-term, sustainable funding.

Special Minister of State
11 341.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister for State: In your capacity as lead Minister of the
Family Violence Royal Commission Recommendation 227, in relation to any discussions with the
Commonwealth Government on entering into a partnership agreement in areas of overlapping
responsibility, which (if any) areas have been discussed and which areas will be pursued.
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ANSWER:
– Victoria continues to advocate for action on family violence in areas of Commonwealth responsibility.
– Victoria is working with other jurisdictions to clarify the respective roles and responsibilities of the
Commonwealth, states and territories across key areas of intersection related to family violence, including
primary prevention, social services and justice systems.
– This work will inform a proposal to improve cross-jurisdictional funding arrangements in family violence and
related services, with a view to it being considered at the next meeting of COAG.

Special Minister of State
11 342.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister for State: In relation to family violence leave for the
Victorian Public Sector, as at 30 May 2017, how many public sector workers applied for family
violence leave.

ANSWER:
(1)

Family violence leave has been introduced in 72 enterprise agreements across the public sector since
mid-2016, covering approximately 216 000 employees. As at 30 May 2017, 58 claims for family violence
leave had been received.

Special Minister of State
11 343.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister for State: In relation to family violence leave for the
Victorian Public Sector, as at 30 May 2017, how many days of family violence leave were claimed on
average.

ANSWER:
(1)

Family violence leave has been introduced in 72 enterprise agreements across the public sector since
mid-2016, covering approximately 216 000 employees. As at 30 May 2017, the number of days of family
violence leave claimed on average was 5.1 days of leave per claim.

Special Minister of State
11 344.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister for State: In relation to family violence leave for the
Victorian Public Sector, if there were any claims for family violence leave retrospective for leave taken
before mid-2016.

ANSWER:
(1)

Data on retrospective claims for family violence leave taken before mid-2016 is not currently available.
However, given the relatively small percentage of Victorian Public Sector employees who have applied for
family violence leave since 2016, it is not expected that the number of retrospective leave claims (if any) will
be large.

Special Minister of State
11 345.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister for State: In relation to family violence leave for the
Victorian Public Sector, how many days of family violence leave in total were taken.

ANSWER:
(1)

Family violence leave has been introduced in 72 enterprise agreements across the public sector since
mid-2016, covering approximately 216 000 employees. 58 claims for family violence leave have been made,
averaging 5.1 days leave per claim, totalling 295.5 days.
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Public transport
11 354.

MS DUNN — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation to
the Ballarat Station precinct redevelopment, which does not include provisions in this stage of the
development for coaches or a taxi/ride-share pick-up and drop off zone, could the Minister advise why
these public transport facilities have not been included in the redevelopment of the public transport hub.

ANSWER:
The $51 million Ballarat Station Precinct redevelopment project will transform the historic heart of the city into a
vibrant, accessible and connected commercial community hub.
The Labor Government’s investment will also provide a jobs boost for the region with around 140 local jobs to be
created.
As part of this project a new $5 million bus interchange will be delivered. Construction is due to be completed in
2018, subject to planning and heritage approvals.
The interchange will bring local buses even closer to the station, improving access to the train station and Ballarat
more broadly. Work is underway to finalise the design of the bus interchange and facilities for buses, coaches and
taxis.

Public transport
11 355.

MS DUNN — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation to
community consultations on the Ballarat Station precinct redevelopment, it was stressed that it should
be compliant with the Disability Discrimination Act 1992 and provide for walkability between
transportation modes, the Ballarat Station precinct redevelopment plans do not provide for either, can
the Minister advise if the Ballarat Station precinct redevelopment is in compliance with the Disability
Discrimination Act 1992.

ANSWER:
All works associated with the Ballarat Station Precinct Redevelopment will meet the necessary regulatory
obligations including the requirements of the Disability Discrimination Act 1992.

Families and children
11 357.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the increase in the
number of children in out-of-home care projected in the 2017-18 Budget Papers: Up to and including
the 2016-17 Budget forecasts the Department was forecasting decreases in the average number of
children in out-of-home care, however, the Department is now forecasting a significant increase in this
measure —
(1)
(2)

is the Department now seeing, in the data, the effects of the ‘permanency reforms’ which came
into effect in March 2016; and
are the effects of these reforms on the data one of the reasons why the Department is now
forecasting increases in this particular measure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The 2017-18 target and the 2016-17 expected outcome is higher than the 2016-17 target due to increased length of
stay in out-of-home care and increased demand consistent with historic trends, with a heightened observance of
child abuse in the community arising from inquiries such as the Royal Commission into Family Violence and the
Royal Commission into Institutional Child Sexual Abuse. It is not attributable to the permanency amendments.
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Families and children
11 358.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the number of Child
FIRST assessments and interventions: In line with previous Budgets, next year’s forecast number
(13 103) is 25 per cent lower than this year’s expected outcome, the Department continually
under-forecasts the actual number of Child FIRST assessments and interventions, however the
Department acknowledges that historic trends show increases due to ‘heightened observance of child
abuse in the community, arising from inquiries such as the Royal Commission into Family Violence
and the Royal Commission into Institutional Child Sexual Abuse’ —
(1)
(2)

(3)

why is next year’s forecasted number of Child FIRST assessments and interventions 25 per cent
lower than this year’s expected outcome;
due to the acknowledgement by the Department about the increases, why would these not also be
reasons why the Department might foresee an increase in the number of Child FIRST assessments
and interventions next year over and above the actual number this year; and
are these Child FIRST assessments and interventions being completed with less attention to detail
by staff who are too busy and stressed because they are trying to cope with numbers that are way
out of proportion to what they’re funded to deal with.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The target reflects funded episodes of support. Expected outcome is an indication of the system’s capacity to adapt
to and manage demand.
In 2017-18 the government has funded Child FIRST and Family Services an additional $29.2 million. This
includes a boost of $2.1 million for Child FIRST and an increase of 1422 in the number of Child FIRST
assessments.
This builds on previous investment by our government. In the 2015-16 budget, our government provided $48.1m
towards Child FIRST and the 2016-17 budget provided a further $5.7m.
Child FIRST is continuing to provide an appropriate level of assessment and intervention. The new funding
responds to additional demand.

Families and children
11 360.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to reports to Child
Protection Services about the wellbeing and safety of children —
(1)
(2)

is the Department able to provide reasons as to why the expected number of Child Protection
reports for 2016-17 is actually lower than the forecast number of 121 600; and
can the Department provide an explanation as to why the number of Child First interventions and
assessments has skyrocketed by 33 per cent this year, over the forecast number, while there are
fewer than expected reports flowing through to Child Protection.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The forecast number of reports to child protection for 2016-17 is lower than expected due to a higher proportion of
family violence reports (L17s), where children have been exposed to family violence, being referred by Victoria
Police to Child FIRST, family services or family violence services. This reflects positive reporting behaviour on
behalf of Victoria Police. Child FIRST is designed to support families who need assistance and not a statutory
response.
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Reports to Child FIRST have increased due, in part, to Victoria Police referring a higher proportion of L17s to
Child FIRST. The target reflects funded episodes of support. Expected outcome is an indication of the system’s
capacity to adapt to and manage demand.
The additional investment made by our government in Child FIRST in each of our budgets reflects the greater
focus on prevention and early intervention under the Roadmap for Reform.

Planning
11 383.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Planning): In relation to the Crown land granted to the West Melbourne Baptist Church at 621 King
Street, West Melbourne on 1 October 1866 —
(1)
(2)

can the Minister clarify that to modify the requirements under the Model Trust Deed the
requirements needed to be gazetted; and
what evidence exists to show how the trust deed was invalidated under Model Trust Deed 5510.

ANSWER:
(1)

I do not have any role in or oversight of the “Model Trust Deed” in relation to 621 King St, West Melbourne.
The process for amending the “Model Trust Deed”, if there is process at all, isn’t in any legislation and as
such isn’t required to be gazetted.

(2)

I understand this question is perhaps asking “what is the basis upon which the use of this site is no longer
restricted”. I am advised that the process of “allowance” under the State Aid to Religion Abolition Act 1871
removed all restrictions of a public nature in relation to the title to the land at 621 King St. If any “trusts”
remain in relation to the title, they would be private trusts.

Housing, disability and ageing
11 385.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing): In relation to the tenant engagement of anyone affected by the redevelopments
of public housing in Ascot Vale —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)

how will the Department facilitate effective channels for residents to raise concerns;
can residents make formal submissions regarding the renewal process;
how will residents’ submissions regarding the renewal process be considered;
what will the Minister do to actively engage with the African community;
will interpreters be available at all consultation engagements;
will there be funding for independent capacity building of communities so that residents can
engage effectively and independently with the master planning process;
will all residents be entitled to return to the Ascot Vale estate specifically or just to the general
area; and
what is being done to minimise the number of residents who will need to be moved off the estate
for construction.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The department is conducting a consultation process in relation to the redevelopment. This is not being held by the
deliberate campaign of misinformation and fear mongering, cynically led by the deal Member for Melbourne,
scaring people into believing they won’t have the right to return to the estate.
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Housing, disability and ageing
11 387.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing): In relation to the re-settling back of residents affected by the redevelopments of
public housing in Ascot Vale —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

will people who need a carer be able to move into a 2-bedroom apartment;
will there be ground floor flats for residents that need them;
will there be baths for residents that need them;
how will you minimise disruption for the elderly residents; and
what will you do to actively maintain the community the elderly residents rely on.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The briefings offered to the Greens Party addressed these issues and I would refer you to your parliamentary
colleague the Member for Melbourne.
Local Greens MP’s have failed to attend any relocation information sessions on estates, where all relevant
questions are comprehensively answered by experienced staff-instead preferring to hold utterly alarmist
“emergency meetings” months after consultation has commenced speaks volumes of the Greens Party
disingenuousness.
Residents will continue to be given all the support and advice they need through the relocation process. Residents
will have first opportunity to return to new homes once works are complete, with their tenure unaffected.
The government will continue to work with tenants on this issue as reflected in our recent pledge with the Victoria
Public Tenants Association.

Housing, disability and ageing
11 388.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing): In relation to the rationale about redevelopments to the public housing estate in
Ascot Vale —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

are there any credible studies showing a public/private mix has worked in practice elsewhere;
will the public/private mix be determined by these studies;
how many public housing apartments are being replaced and what was the rationale that led to
these apartments to be chosen; and
what is the rationale that illustrates that a change in built form alone will fix problems on the
estate.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
1.

In regards to the questions raised I am disappointed that the Greens Party continue to oppose the renewal and
growth of public housing. I am further disappointed that the Greens Party opposes opportunities to break
down the stigma and discrimination faced by public and social housing tenants.

2.

There has been research on the effects of concentrating disadvantage in relation to health, education, crime
and employment opportunities. For instance, publications by the Australian Housing and Urban Research
Institute

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 8 August 2017

COUNCIL

4181

3.

The Department of Health and Human Services is currently investigating the most appropriate public/private
mix and most suitable model of integration for each estate.

4.

Eight hundred and thirty six run-down dwellings, constructed in the 1950s, will be replaced at Ascot Vale.
They are difficult to access for older residents, families with young children and people with disability or
mobility issues because they do not have lifts. They are also difficult and inefficient to heat and cool. Modern
dwellings with lifts and seven star energy ratings will be built in their place.

5.

The designs for each estate will improve safety and security through lighting, building and dwelling security
measures, orientation of buildings, passive surveillance and Crime Prevention Through Environmental
Design principles. The renewal will deliver active, usable open space and facilities for each building.

Training and skills
11 392.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills: How many teachers and support
staff were employed to run courses at Greensborough TAFE in semester one of 2017.

ANSWER:
Four years after it closed because of funding cuts by the previous Liberal Government, the Greensborough campus
of Melbourne Polytechnic has reopened returning skills and training to the people of Greensborough and north-east
Melbourne.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud of its $10 million investment to reopen the Greensborough campus
which will focus on three main areas including health and community services, business and entrepreneurship and
Science, Technology, Engineering and Mathematics (STEM).
Labor was elected to put people first and that means delivering on the things that matter most to people-including
making sure locals have access to real training so they can get a real job.
This election commitment comes a year after the Labor Government returned training to Lilydale and the Yarra
Ranges with the opening of Box Hill TAFE’s Lilydale Lakeside campus.
Melbourne Polytechnic’s Greensborough campus is becoming a vibrant, multi-purpose community and education
precinct.
The co-location of partners such as the Melbourne Innovation Centre and the Banyule-Nillumbik Tech School on
the site will create significant opportunities and benefits for the community and Melbourne Polytechnic, attracting
potential students to the site and offering a variety of opportunities for cross-pollination and industry experience for
students already enrolled at Greensborough.
This is a great outcome for the rebuilding of Melbourne Polytechnic and the communities in Melbourne’s North.
Workforce staffing details can be accessed via each Institute’s annual report.

Training and skills
11 393.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills: With the anticipated opening of
the Banyule-Nillumbik Tech School in mid-2018, the appointment of the Director, and with
construction about to commence, can the Minister please outline the planned budget for 2017-18 and
the projected costs for 2018-19.

ANSWER:
The budgets and projected costs for Tech Schools in Victoria are a matter for the Minister for Education.
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Education
11 394.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education):
When is construction due to begin on the $8.3 million upgrade of Montmorency South Primary School
and when is this work due to be completed.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Information about all the Andrews Government’s school capital investments, including at Montmorency South
Primary School, can be found at the Victorian School Building Authority’s website:
www.schoolbuildings.vic.gov.au.

Agriculture
11 398.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: In relation to the high risk bird species in
Victoria —
(1)
(2)

what is the Government doing about high risk invasive bird species in Victoria; and
will the Government implement controls to prevent new high risk bird species from establishing in
Victoria, like the Indian Ringneck, which has a significantly high chance of successfully
establishing in the wild.

ANSWER:
In 2014, the Governor-in-Council declared 19 species of non-indigenous birds as pest animals under the Catchment
and Land Protection Act 1994. Agriculture Victoria’s non-indigenous bird management policy sets out a risk based
approach to the management of these birds. The policy and declarations also enable Agriculture Victoria to manage
the impact of certain bird species, should they escape captivity and become established in the wild in Victoria.
Declared birds include:
– One species as a prohibited pest animal (the House Crow). This species is not known to be present in Australia.
– Two species as controlled pest animals (the Greater Flamingo and the Greater Rhea). These species can be kept
in Victoria, but only in high security collections such as zoological parks.
– The feral and wild populations of 16 non-indigenous birds species as regulated pest animals: Egyptian Goose,
Canada Goose, African Collared-dove, Northern Bobwhite, Red Avadavat, Common Waxbill, Tricoloured
Munia, Java Sparrow, Red-cheeked Cordonbleu, Red-whiskered Bulbul, Peach-faced Lovebird, Monk Parakeet,
Nanday Parakeet, Alexandrine Parakeet, Rose-ringed Parakeet (Indian ringneck), Ostrich. Note: the captive
populations of these species are not declared, meaning these 16 species can continue to be kept and traded in
Victoria.
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Special Minister of State
11 029.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister for State: In relation to a claim from the
Minister’s Office in November 2015 for professional fees from PricewaterhouseCoopers totalling
$2250.00 —
(a)

what services were provided by PricewaterhouseCoopers; and

(b)

what was the nature of the training provided by PricewaterhouseCoopers.

ANSWER:
PricewaterhouseCoopers facilitated training and support.

Police
11 031.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Minister for Police): In light of recent
media reports that thousands of Australians have downloaded instructions to make a 3D printed gun,
what action will the Government take to prevent use or possession of a digital blueprint for the
manufacture of a 3D printed gun.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has introduced new laws to get illegal guns off our streets. This has included:
– lowering the threshold for trafficking from ten to three guns
– tightening the meaning of possession of a firearm to make the work of police easier
– introducing a new offence of illegally manufacturing a firearm
– increasing the maximum sentence for theft of firearms from ten to 15 years.
The Government’s work has not stopped. We are also introducing new laws to crack down on drive-by shootings
and working with police to further strengthen these measures.
We will continue to work with Victoria Police and other jurisdictions on emerging firearm manufacturing
technology and equipment. Following a review of firearms manufacturing offences, the Law, Crime and
Community Safety Council recently announced the development of potential model legislation. Rather than
addressing specific applications as they become apparent, proposals will more broadly focus on new and emerging
technologies that could be used in the manufacture of firearms.
This national work is ongoing and the government will be keen to consider any recommendations that are made for
future legislative change in this area.
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Police
11 067.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Minister for Police): How many
female prisoners were held in police cells at 7.00 am on the following dates —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

6 March 2017;
13 March 2017;
20 March 2017; and
27 March 2017.

ANSWER:
I am advised that on 31 March 2017 at 7am there were 11 female prisoners in police cells.
To break down this information further would be an unreasonable burden on the Department’s time and would
require an unnecessary diversion of Departmental resources.

Police
11 068.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Minister for Police): How many
male prisoners were held in police cells at 7.00 am on the following dates —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

6 March 2017;
13 March 2017;
20 March 2017; and
27 March 2017.

ANSWER:
I am advised that on 31 March 2017 at 7am there were 270 male prisoners in police cells.
To break down this information further would be an unreasonable burden on the Department’s time and would
require an unnecessary diversion of Departmental resources.

Police
11 069.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Minister for Police): How many
female prisoners were held in police cells at 7.00 am on the following dates —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

3 April 2017;
10 April 2017;
17 April 2017; and
24 April 2017.

ANSWER:
I am advised that on 30 April 2017 at 7am there were 10 female prisoners in police cells.
To break down this information further would be an unreasonable burden on the Department’s time and would
require an unnecessary diversion of Departmental resources.
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Police
11 070.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Minister for Police): How many
male prisoners were held in police cells at 7.00 am on the following dates —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

3 April 2017;
10 April 2017;
17 April 2017; and
24 April 2017.

ANSWER:
I am advised that on 30 April 2017 at 7am there were 163 male prisoners in police cells.
To break down this information further would be an unreasonable burden on the Department’s time and would
require an unnecessary diversion of Departmental resources.

Attorney-General
11 120.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to the
responsibility for Youth Justice moving from the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) to
the Department of Justice and Regulation on 3 April 2017, as at 30 April 2017, how many staff
employed by DHHS have moved over to the Department of Justice and Regulation.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.

Attorney-General
11 121.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to the
responsibility for Youth Justice moving from the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) to
the Department of Justice and Regulation on 3 April 2017, how many staff who worked in Youth
Justice under DHHS will not be offered a role under the Department of Justice and Regulation.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.

Attorney-General
11 122.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to the
responsibility for Youth Justice moving from the Department of Health and Human Services to the
Department of Justice and Regulation on 3 April 2017, as at 30 April 2017, how many new staff had
been employed by the Department of Justice and Regulation to work in the Youth Justice area.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.

Attorney-General
11 123.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to the
responsibility for Youth Justice moving from the Department of Health and Human Services to the
Department of Justice and Regulation on 3 April 2017, how many full time or permanent part time staff
are budgeted for to work in Youth Justice under the Department of Justice and Regulation.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.
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Attorney-General
11 124.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to the
responsibility for Youth Justice moving from the Department of Health and Human Services to the
Department of Justice and Regulation on 3 April 2017, as at 30 April 2017, how many full time or
permanent part time staff work in Youth Justice at Corrections Victoria.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.

Attorney-General
11 125.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to the
responsibility for Youth Justice moving from the Department of Health and Human Services to the
Department of Justice and Regulation on 3 April 2017, as at 30 April 2017, how many staffing positions
in Youth Justice in Corrections Victoria are yet to be filled.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.

Attorney-General
11 126.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to the
responsibility for Youth Justice moving from the Department of Health and Human Services to the
Department of Justice and Regulation on 3 April 2017, as at 30 April 2017, what was the total cost to
the Department of Justice and Regulation to take on and operate the Youth Justice area.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.

Attorney-General
11 127.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to the
responsibility for Youth Justice moving from the Department of Health and Human Services to the
Department of Justice and Regulation on 3 April 2017, as at 30 April 2017, what was the total cost for
changes to Departmental stationery and publications, including letterhead, signage and websites due to
taking on Youth Justice.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.

Attorney-General
11 128.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to the
responsibility for Youth Justice moving from the Department of Health and Human Services to the
Department of Justice and Regulation on 3 April 2017, as at 30 April 2017, what was the total cost for
changes for new Youth Justice uniforms under Corrections Victoria.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.
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Attorney-General
11 129.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to the
responsibility for Youth Justice moving from the Department of Health and Human Services to the
Department of Justice and Regulation on 3 April 2017, how many additional Corrections Victoria staff
have been employed to manage Youth Justice facilities.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.

Attorney-General
11 130.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to the
responsibility for Youth Justice moving from the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) to
the Department of Justice and Regulation on 3 April 2017, as at 30 April 2017, were there any staff
working in Youth Justice facilities in security or Safety and Emergency Response Team under DHHS.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.

Attorney-General
11 131.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to the
responsibility for Youth Justice moving from the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) to
the Department of Justice and Regulation on 3 April 2017, as at 30 April 2017, were there any staff
working in Youth Justice facilities as youth justice workers under DHHS.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.

Attorney-General
11 132.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to the
responsibility for Youth Justice moving from the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) to
the Department of Justice and Regulation on 3 April 2017, as at 30 April 2017, were there any reviews
planned or underway of Youth Justice diversion programs under DHHS.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.

Attorney-General
11 133.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to the
responsibility for Youth Justice moving from the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) to
the Department of Justice and Regulation on 3 April 2017, as at 30 April 2017, were there any reviews
planned or underway of Youth Justice case management and rehabilitation services under DHHS.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.
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Attorney-General
11 134.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to the
responsibility for Youth Justice moving from the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) to
the Department of Justice and Regulation on 3 April 2017, what will be the main differences in
management of Youth Justice under the Department of Justice and Regulation instead of DHHS.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.

Public transport
11 165.

MR MORRIS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport): What will
be the maximum speed on the Murray Basin Rail for freight trains between Maryborough and Ballarat.

ANSWER:
The Murray Basin Rail Project will deliver important upgrades to improve Victoria’s rail freight network and
provide the Murray Basin area with better rail freight services and greater choices for less cost.
The project will drive economic growth, create jobs and provide a major boost to the transport industry, agricultural
sector and regional communities.
Once the Murray Basin Rail Project is completed, trains on the freight network will be able to carry more product,
more often and at a reduced cost.
There will be huge benefits to the Victorian and national economy, with the project supporting an increase in
competition between the three ports and operators of freight trains and increasing export volumes to overseas
markets.
V/Line will undertake an assessment of the rail speed between Maryborough and Ballarat prior to the completion
on the Murray Basin Rail Project.

Public transport
11 166.

MR MORRIS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport): What will
be the average speed on the Murray Basin Rail for freight trains between Maryborough and Ballarat.

ANSWER:
The Murray Basin Rail Project will deliver important upgrades to improve Victoria’s rail freight network and
provide the Murray Basin area with better rail freight services and greater choices for less cost.
The project will drive economic growth, create jobs and provide a major boost to the transport industry, agricultural
sector and regional communities.
Once the Murray Basin Rail Project is completed, trains on the freight network will be able to carry more product,
more often and at a reduced cost.
There will be huge benefits to the Victorian and national economy, with the project supporting an increase in
competition between the three ports and operators of freight trains and increasing export volumes to overseas
markets.
V/Line will undertake an assessment of the rail speed between Maryborough and Ballarat prior to the completion
on the Murray Basin Rail Project.
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Public transport
11 167.

MR MORRIS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport): What will
be the average trip time on the Murray Basin Rail for freight trains between Maryborough and Ballarat.

ANSWER:
The Murray Basin Rail Project will deliver important upgrades to improve Victoria’s rail freight network and
provide the Murray Basin area with better rail freight services and greater choices for less cost.
The project will drive economic growth, create jobs and provide a major boost to the transport industry, agricultural
sector and regional communities.
Once the Murray Basin Rail Project is completed, trains on the freight network will be able to carry more product,
more often and at a reduced cost.
There will be huge benefits to the Victorian and national economy, with the project supporting an increase in
competition between the three ports and operators of freight trains and increasing export volumes to overseas
markets.
V/Line will undertake an assessment of the rail speed between Maryborough and Ballarat prior to the completion
on the Murray Basin Rail Project.

Public transport
11 168.

MR MORRIS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport): What will
be the maximum speed on the Murray Basin Rail for passenger trains between Maryborough and
Ballarat.

ANSWER:
The Murray Basin Rail Project will deliver important upgrades to improve Victoria’s rail freight network and
provide the Murray Basin area with better rail freight services and greater choices for less cost.
The project will drive economic growth, create jobs and provide a major boost to the transport industry, agricultural
sector and regional communities.
Once the Murray Basin Rail Project is completed, trains on the freight network will be able to carry more product,
more often and at a reduced cost.
There will be huge benefits to the Victorian and national economy, with the project supporting an increase in
competition between the three ports and operators of freight trains and increasing export volumes to overseas
markets.
V/Line will undertake an assessment of the rail speed between Maryborough and Ballarat prior to the completion
on the Murray Basin Rail Project.

Public transport
11 169.

MR MORRIS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport): What will
be the average speed on the Murray Basin Rail for passenger trains between Maryborough and Ballarat.

ANSWER:
The Murray Basin Rail Project will deliver important upgrades to improve Victoria’s rail freight network and
provide the Murray Basin area with better rail freight services and greater choices for less cost.
The project will drive economic growth, create jobs and provide a major boost to the transport industry, agricultural
sector and regional communities.
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Once the Murray Basin Rail Project is completed, trains on the freight network will be able to carry more product,
more often and at a reduced cost.
There will be huge benefits to the Victorian and national economy, with the project supporting an increase in
competition between the three ports and operators of freight trains and increasing export volumes to overseas
markets.
V/Line will undertake an assessment of the rail speed between Maryborough and Ballarat prior to the completion
on the Murray Basin Rail Project.

Public transport
11 170.

MR MORRIS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport): What will
be the average trip time on the Murray Basin Rail for passenger trains between Maryborough and
Ballarat.

ANSWER:
The Murray Basin Rail Project will deliver important upgrades to improve Victoria’s rail freight network and
provide the Murray Basin area with better rail freight services and greater choices for less cost.
The project will drive economic growth, create jobs and provide a major boost to the transport industry, agricultural
sector and regional communities.
Once the Murray Basin Rail Project is completed, trains on the freight network will be able to carry more product,
more often and at a reduced cost.
There will be huge benefits to the Victorian and national economy, with the project supporting an increase in
competition between the three ports and operators of freight trains and increasing export volumes to overseas
markets.
V/Line will undertake an assessment of the rail speed between Maryborough and Ballarat prior to the completion
on the Murray Basin Rail Project.

Housing, disability and ageing
11 239.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Aging): In relation to the redevelopment of the public housing estate in Abbotsford
Street, North Melbourne:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

what provisions are being made to transfer the tenants in this estate to temporary homes while the
estate is redeveloped;
given some of these tenants are highly vulnerable, what is the Minister doing to ensure no one’s
health, safety, and wellbeing is adversely affected;
will the current tenants be able to return to their homes once redevelopment is complete; and
why is the Minister not providing even more public housing at this estate once the redevelopment
is complete.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Greens MP’s have failed to attend any relocation information sessions on any estate, where all relevant questions
are comprehensively answered by experienced staff-instead preferring to hold utterly alarmist “emergency
meetings” months after consultation has commenced.
Residents will be given as much warning and support as possible through the relocation process. Residents will
have first right to return to new homes once works are complete, with their tenure unaffected.
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Families and children
11 244.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the Respectful
Relationships program training The Early Childhood Reform Plan, page 17 states ‘The Victorian
Government is providing Respectful Relationships Professional Learning to 4000 early childhood
educators in funded kindergarten programs’ —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

what is the Budget allocation for providing two days of Respectful Relationships training to 4000
early childhood educators across Victoria;
how many kindergartens are included in training for 4000 early childhood educators;
will it be mandatory for all Victorian kindergartens with funded programs to participate in the
Respectful Relationship training;
did the contract for the provision of Respectful Relationships Professional Learning commence on
17 May 2017;
will the training commence in each of the 17 Local Department of Education and Training (DET)
areas on 30 June 2017; and
when will the training commence in each of the Local Council areas.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $3.4 million over two years for the Respectful Relationships
professional learning package for early years educators. Funding for this program was part of the $572 million
initial response to the Family Violence Royal Commission into Family Violence in the 2016/17 Budget.
In this year’s budget the Government announced a further $1.9 billion family violence package as a whole of
government initiative to deliver on our 10 year strategy to fulfil every recommendation from the Royal
Commission.
I note that the member and the Coalition are yet to indicate their support for each of these recommendations.
The Family Violence Royal Commission’s report acknowledged the important transformational role of primary
prevention through education and recommended a respectful relationships prevention initiative.
We know that the early years are a critical time to help children develop a secure sense of self and healthy
respectful relationships with others, and to learn to value diversity. This investment will strengthen early educators’
capacity to model and instil respectful relationships in everything they do with children and their families. It
includes non-mandatory professional learning to strengthen the practice of up to 4000 early childhood educators in
2200 kindergarten programs. This is supported by evidence-based and age-appropriate online materials, developed
in consultation with early childhood experts, practitioners and parents.
The process to award the contract for professional learning is currently underway with a staged rollout to
commence in the near future. Determination of scheduling in local areas will be determined once the professional
learning contract is awarded.

Families and children
11 245.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the dedicated
Respectful Relationships program workforce —
(1)
(2)
(3)

what is the total staffing and resourcing cost of the 17 Liaison Officers to ‘build partnerships with
family violence agencies in early childhood settings’;
who will the Liaison Officers report to;
how many staff will report to the Liaison Officers;
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what is the total staffing and resourcing cost of the 17 Project Leads to ‘promote whole setting
approaches to respectful Relationships education’ in early childhood and kindergarten settings;
who will the Project Leads report to; and
how many staff will report to the Project Leads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Respectful Relationships Project Leads and Liaison Officers are regionally-based Department of Education
and Training staff who support implementation of Respectful Relationships in both schools and early childhood
settings.
The majority of their role is to support the implementation of the whole school approach to Respectful
Relationships in Victorian Government schools, as recommended by the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
Part of their role will be to support the Government’s commitment to deliver Respectful Relationships training to
up to 4000 early childhood educators.
These roles are funded out of the $21.8 million over two years allocated to Respectful Relationships in the 2016-17
Budget.
The roles are embedded in the Department’s 17 Local Areas, and report to the Health, Wellbeing and Specialist
Services Managers in each Area. No staff report to Project Leads or Liaison Officers.

Families and children
11 246.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: What is the total 2017-18 Budget
allocation for the Respectful Relationships programs for early childhood settings and kindergartens.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $3.4 million over two years for the Respectful Relationships
professional learning package for early years educators. Funding for this program was part of the $572 million
initial response to the Family Violence Royal Commission into Family Violence in the 2016-17 Budget. For the
2017-18 financial year, $1.7 million is allocated.
In this year’s budget the Government announced a further $1.9 billion family violence package as a whole of
government initiative to deliver on our 10 year strategy to fulfil every recommendation from the Royal
Commission.
I note that the member and the Coalition are yet to indicate their support for each of these recommendations. ‘

Families and children
11 247.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the $55.3 million
School Readiness funding —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

how much of the $55.3 million to be introduced in 2019 is for actual funding for kindergartens;
how will kindergartens be assessed for funding;
how much of the $55.3 million is for staffing associated with the School Readiness program;
how many new staff will be employed for the School Readiness program in the Department of
Education and Training across Victoria; and
when will new staffing recruitment begin.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian Budget 2017/18 delivers $55.3 million over the next four years to introduce school readiness funding
in our kindergartens, giving support to the children who need it most with Australia’s first needs based funding
model which will allow for speech therapists, child psychologists and other experts to assist children to develop
their language, literacy and numeracy skills. This will also enable kindergarten providers to improve their quality
and provide better support to children who need the most help to learn and thrive.
Any service with a funded kindergarten program, including long day care, is eligible to receive the funding. The
amount of additional funding that kindergarten providers will receive will be based on the needs of the children
attending. We will use an approach that considers the education and occupation of parents to determine the amount.
This is the same measure currently used to allocate needs-based funding in government schools.
The investment of $55.3 million comprises $54.3 million over four years in direct support to kindergartens with
$1 million over four years (an average of $260 000 each year) to inform and prepare services for the rollout of the
reform. None of the $55.3 million is for staffing associated with the school readiness program. Additional staffing
in the Department of Education and Training (DET) to support kindergarten services is separately funded in the
reforms. 50 new DET staff with early childhood expertise will be progressively rolled out across the state, timed to
commence in the six months prior to the start of school readiness funding in each area.

Families and children
11 250.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to funding for Child
Protection, why is there no Budget allocation past 2018 for —
(1)
(2)
(3)

the child protection system;
Out-of-Home care; and
‘Strengthening Responses for Families’.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Since 2015-16, the Andrews Labor Government has committed more than $600 million in new funding to improve
support to families, children and young people, including those involved with the child protection system,
out-of-home care and ‘Strengthening Responses for Families’.
The Andrews Government will continue our process of co-design with service providers, practitioners and
importantly children and young people to develop flexible, evidence informed services.
Future investment will be considered in the context of future budgets.

Families and children
11 257.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the 2017-18 Budget
line item ‘Intervening Early–Strengthening Responses to Families allocating $29.2 million —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

provide a detailed breakdown of the funding allocation;
of the 1200 families to be funded, provide a breakdown of the funding packages available to those
families;
how will those families receiving a package be assessed; and
how will the funding packages be evaluated.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that: The funding breakdown is:
Continuation of lapsing 2016-17 funding
Demand growth in Child FIRST
Increased investment in intensive family services
Trial and evaluate evidence-based programs across the continuum from early
intervention to placement prevention and reunification.
Total

$5.9 m
$2.1m
$16.1m
$5.1m
$29.2m

Funding will be provided for at least 2000 additional Child FIRST assessments and intensive interventions (up to
10 hours of support) and intensive support (more than 100 hours of support) will be proved for 1000 families per
year.
Families’ needs will be assessed through Child FIRST, and subsequently Support and Safety Hubs as they are
implemented.
Service delivery will be monitored as part of ongoing departmental service agreement management processes. A
new approach to measuring outcomes in family services will be tested in 2018.

Families and children
11 259.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to funding of child
protection initiatives in the 2017-18 Budget, why is there no funding allocation past 2018.

ANSWER:
I refer the member to my answer to Question on Notice No: 11250.

Families and children
11 267.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Foster Carer spot
audits commencing in April 2017, as at 31 May 2017 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

how many organisations that work with foster carers had been sent notification of an upcoming
audit;
how many of those community organisations on receipt of notification had sent back their register
of active carers;
how many spot audits had been conducted;
how many organisations had been identified as having areas of non-compliance; and
how long does DHHS provide an organisation with non-compliance areas to resolve any issues in
compliance.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Government is committed to ensuring vulnerable children and young people in home-based care are
cared for in a safe and secure home-based care environment. This is why our government has introduced spot
audits of residential care and foster care for the first time.
All 24 departmentally funded organisations providing foster care were informed that audits will be conducted.
At 31 May 2017, five organisations had been audited, all of which had provided their register of active carers prior
to audit.
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At 31 May 2017, 5 spot audits of foster care arrangements have been conducted.
All audits conducted have identified areas of non-compliance against the program requirements for home-based
care in Victoria.
Organisations are given 14 days to provide a response to the department on actions taken to address any issues of
non-compliance.

Police
11 294.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): How
many female prisoners were held in police cells at 7.00am on the 29 May 2017.

ANSWER:
On 31 May 2017 at 7.00 am there were 10 female prisoners held in police cells.
To break down this information further would be an unreasonable burden on the Department’s time and would
require an unnecessary diversion of Departmental resources.

Police
11 295.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): How
many male prisoners were held in police cells at 7.00am on the 29 May 2017.

ANSWER:
On 31 May 2017 at 7.00 am there were 181 male prisoners held in police cells.
To break down this information further would be an unreasonable burden on the Department’s time and would
require an unnecessary diversion of Departmental resources.

Agriculture
11 302.

MS BATH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: In relation to the Minister’s written response to
Mr O’Sullivan’s Question Without Notice (question dated 25 May 2017) regarding the Heyfield Timber
Mill —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)

what department or authority completed the ‘appropriate analysis, modelling and business
valuation’;
when was the ‘appropriate analysis, modelling and business valuation’ begun and completed;
who commissioned the ‘appropriate analysis, modelling and business valuation’;
what professional services firm independently supported the work;
when was the independent analysis commissioned and when was it completed;
how much was the professional services firm paid;
was the work awarded through a public tender process; and
what timber supply scenarios (cubic metres per year) were considered in the analysis.

ANSWER:
Regional Development Victoria, together with the Department of Treasury and Finance, completed analysis,
modelling and business valuation with support from PPB Advisory. Costs will be outlined in the Annual Report
later this year. The work was awarded after a number of Requests For Quotation were sought from the panel of the
State Purchase Contracts listing for professional advisory services for commercial and financial advisory services.
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Industry and employment
11 310.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the
Minister for Employment): In relation to the 115 000 jobs created in Victoria in the twelve months up to
April 2017, how many of them were in the North-East.

ANSWER:
Data on job growth is updated on a monthly basis and can be quite volatile at the regional level. The Australian
Bureau of Statistics’ (ABS) Labour Force Survey is published each month and data at the LGA and sub-LGA level
is published on a quarterly basis via the Small Area Labour Force data. Both sets of data are available from the
Australian Government’s Labour Market Information Portal at www.lmip.gov.au.

Industry and employment
11 311.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the
Minister for Employment): What is the current level of unemployment among young people under
25 years of age in the North-East.

ANSWER:
Data on employment and unemployment is published every month and can be quite volatile, especially at the
regional level. The monthly Australian Bureau of Statistics’ (ABS) Labour Force data and Small Area Labour
Force data are available from the Australian Government’s Labour Market Information Portal at www.lmip.gov.au.

Families and children
11 319.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the $10 million
allocated in the 2017-18 Budget to build Early Childhood Development facilities co-located at new
primary schools, and advice following the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee budget hearings
that the funding is for three facilities, what are the three locations of the new primary schools where
these early childhood facilities will be co-located.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to providing quality early childhood services.
That’s why, as part of the 2017-18 budget, we released the early childhood reform plan and invested $202 million
in early childhood to give every child the best start in life. This includes $10 million to plan and build Early
Childhood facilities co-located at new primary schools.
More detailed planning and site analysis is underway to determine the best location for early childhood
development facilities co-located on government schools. The Department is working with stakeholders including
local governments, prior to announcing these sites.
The Department will also work with stakeholders to determine the range of services required in each local area and
the proposed service.

Families and children
11 320.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the $10 million
allocated in the 2017-18 Budget to build Early Childhood Development facilities co-located at new
primary schools, and advice following the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee budget hearings
that the funding is for three facilities, what are the range of services budgeted for in these co-located
kindergartens.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer the member to my answer to Question on Notice 11319.

Families and children
11 321.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the Gender Equality
Budget Statement in the 2017-18 Budget Papers detailing $98.4 million ‘for kindergarten initiatives that
will help improve educational outcomes for girls’, and the Minister’s inability during the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee budget hearings to explain what this initiative for girls is for, could
the Minister provide a detailed explanation of this budget initiative and a breakdown of the funding
allocation.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government’s Victorian Budget 2017-18 includes a record investment of $98.4 million for
kindergarten initiatives forms part of the Education State Early Childhood Reform Plan.
As I highlighted during the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee budget hearing, these initiatives benefit all
Victorian children-to help them be ready for school and ready for life-and improve educational outcomes for both
girls and boys.
Over the next four years, our investment across the Victorian kindergarten system consists of:
– $55.3 million in school readiness funding, so that kindergarten services can provide additional support to
children who need it
– $22.8 million investment to increase the amount of support provided to kindergartens to improve their quality
– $6.3 million to meet growing demand for Early Start Kindergarten
– $2.3 million to create additional kindergarten places so children who need them most don’t miss out $5 million
so that more children with a disability can attend and fully participate in kinder each year
– $5.5 million to local governments to expand central enrolment and make it easier for families to find a spot at a
local kindergarten
– $1.1 million to reform the way we fund kindergarten in non-government schools, to encourage more to offer a
kindergarten program, particularly in low socioeconomic communities.
In addition to the $98.4 million, we are also investing $10 million in new early childhood facilities that will be
co-located with Government primary schools.
The Victorian Budget 2017/18 marks the next step in Victoria becoming the Education State. We have the
opportunity to leave a legacy that will transform the lives of Victorian children for generations and our reforms will
help every child thrive-and give them the best start in life.

Families and children
11 322.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the Gender Equality
Budget Statement in the 2017-18 Budget Papers detailing $98.4 million ‘for kindergarten initiatives that
will help improve educational outcomes for girls’, and the Minister’s inability during the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee budget hearings to explain what this initiative for girls is for, could
the Minister provide an explanation on how this initiative will improve educational outcomes for girls,
and are there similar initiatives for boys.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer the member to my answer to Question on Notice 11321.

Families and children
11 323.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the Gender Equality
Budget Statement in the 2017-18 Budget Papers detailing $98.4 million ‘for kindergarten initiatives that
will help improve educational outcomes for girls’, and the Minister’s advice that it ‘falls under Minister
Richardson’s portfolio’ and the fact that the Minister for Women with responsibility for Gender
Equality advised that the Department of Treasury and Finance compiled the Gender Equality Budget
Statement, which Minister is actually responsible for this initiative.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The member should understand by now that the Early Childhood Education Reform Plan falls under the Families
and Children portfolio and the Gender Equality Strategy falls under the Women’s portfolio.

Families and children
11 324.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the Minister’s advice
during the 2017-18 Public Accounts and Estimates Committee budget hearings that kindergarten
investment was ‘$108.4 million in outputs’, when will the Minister correct the record to reflect that
kindergarten investments in the 2017-18 Budget are actually $105.5 million in outputs.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The premise of the member’s question is incorrect.
As part of the 2017-18 State Budget, the Andrews Labor Government has committed $108.4 million to help
improve Victoria’s kindergarten system. This investment provides a range of initiatives to support children who are
falling behind, improve access and inclusiveness, provide additional early childhood facilities, and help raise
kindergarten quality. Our investment includes:
– $87.1 million for Education State reform-High quality learning and development for three and four year olds.
This investment is to better support the children most in need, build a higher quality system, and make sure
kindergarten is inclusive for all
– $6.3 million for Early Start Kindergarten for vulnerable children
– $5.0 million for Ensuring children with significant disabilities can participate in kindergarten:
– $10 million for Early Childhood Development facilities.
It appears that the member has calculated the figure of $105.5 million by adding the above less the $10 million for
early childhood facilities, but adding $7.2 million for Early Childhood Intervention Services instead.
Funding to expand Early Childhood Intervention Services is not provided to kindergartens. As such, it should not
be grouped as part of our investment in kindergartens. Instead, this important funding is dedicated towards helping
more children with disabilities benefit from early therapeutic interventions during the transition to the National
Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS).
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Conversely, $10 million for early childhood development facilities should be included as part of the Government’s
investment in kindergartens. This is because this funding will help construct co-located early childhood
development facilities at government schools.
Our investment in Early Childhood Intervention Services is just one of the many non-kindergarten initiatives
funded in the 2017-18 Budget. In total, the Andrews Labor Government has invested $93.7 million in
non-kindergarten initiatives including expansions to Early Childhood Investment Services, Maternal Child Health
services, parenting services and early childhood Koorie services.

Families and children
11 325.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Early Childhood
Intervention Services and the 1800 children on the waiting list for those services as advised during the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee budget hearings in May, as at 1 June 2017, how many
children have not yet had their National Disability Insurance Scheme planning undertaken.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
On 16 September 2015, the Victorian and Commonwealth governments signed a Bilateral Agreement to
implement the National Disability Insurance Scheme across Victoria over three years.
As part of the Bilateral Agreement, it was agreed children on the Early Childhood Intervention Services (ECIS)
waitlist would enter the scheme over the first two years of transition, ahead of their geographical area.
The Department of Education and Training transferred the agreed number of children from the ECIS waitlist to the
National Disability Insurance Agency (NDIA).
My Department is actively supporting efforts to facilitate the transition of families of young children with
developmental delay and disabilities into the scheme.
I have written to the Commonwealth Minister for Social Services raising my concerns about the NDIA’s delays in
meeting their obligations under the Bilateral Agreement and the serious impact of these delays on Victorian
children with developmental delays and disabilities.

Families and children
11 326.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Early Childhood
Intervention Services and the 1800 children on the waiting list for those services as advised during the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee budget hearings in May, as at 1 June 2017, how many
children have not yet been contacted by the National Disability Insurance Agency following their details
being provided in January 2017.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
On 16 September 2015, the Victorian and Commonwealth governments signed a Bilateral Agreement to
implement the National Disability Insurance Scheme across Victoria over three years.
As part of the Bilateral Agreement, it was agreed children on the Early Childhood Intervention Services (ECIS)
waitlist would enter the scheme over the first two years of transition, ahead of their geographical area.
The Department of Education and Training transferred the agreed number of children from the ECIS waitlist to the
National Disability Insurance Agency (NDIA).
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My Department is actively supporting efforts to facilitate the transition of families of young children with
developmental delay and disabilities into the scheme.
I have written to the Commonwealth Minister for Social Services raising my concerns about the NDIA’s delays in
meeting their obligations under the Bilateral Agreement and the serious impact of these delays on Victorian
children with developmental delays and disabilities.

Families and children
11 327.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Early Childhood
Intervention Services and the transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme, could the Minister
provide a detailed explanation and reason for the delays that occurred in the Barwon area as advised
during the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee budget hearings in May.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
There were some delays for some children in the transition of Early Childhood Intervention Services (ECIS) clients
to the National Disability Insurance Scheme in the Barwon Area during the first year of the trial period which
commenced on 1 July 2013.
These delays can be attributed to implementation challenges of the new scheme, such as new National Disability
Insurance Agency (NDIA) planners being appointed, new processes and policy being implemented, and delays in
agreeing plans with families.
During this time officials from the Department of Education and Training worked closely with the NDIA to
support the transition of children into the scheme, and engaged extensively with families to support their
understanding of the new scheme.
No children ceased receiving services as a result of the delay. ECIS clients continued to receive services during this
transition period.

Families and children
11 346.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the riots in youth
justice, how much in total, including legal costs did the Department of Health and Human Services
spend for youth offenders to appear before a court as a result of their rioting behaviour at the Parkville
facility on —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)

31 October 2015;
6 and 7 March 2016;
11 and 13 September 2016;
17 October 2016;
12, 13 and 14 November 2016;
7 January 2017;
21 January 2017; and
24 January 2017.

ANSWER:
Young people defending criminal justice proceeding are entitled to legal representation, as provided for by section
524 of the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005.
Where young people were required to appear before a court in relation to the incidents in question, the Department
of Health and Human Services did not directly fund their legal representation. Young people who did not have a
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lawyer could apply for legal assistance through Victoria Legal Aid. This continues to be the case since the transfer
of responsibility of youth justice to the Department of Justice and Regulation on 3 April 2017.
Questions related to the amount of legal assistance provided to young people through Victoria Legal Aid can be
referred to the Attorney General.

Families and children
11 347.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the riots in youth
justice, how much in total, including legal costs did the Department of Health and Human Services
spend for youth offenders to appear before a court as a result of their rioting behaviour at the
Malmsbury facility on —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

17 September 2016;
22 October 2016;
28 November 2016; and
25 January 2017.

ANSWER:
Young people defending criminal justice proceeding are entitled to legal representation, as provided for by section
524 of the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005.
Where young people were required to appear before a court in relation to the incidents in question, the Department
of Health and Human Services did not directly fund their legal representation. Young people who did not have a
lawyer could apply for legal assistance through Victoria Legal Aid. This continues to be the case since the transfer
of responsibility of youth justice to the Department of Justice and Regulation on 3 April 2017.
Questions related to the amount of legal assistance provided to young people through Victoria Legal Aid can be
referred to the Attorney General.

Families and children
11 348.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the riots in youth
justice, how much in total, including legal costs did the Department of Health and Human Services
spend for youth offenders to appear before a court as a result of their rioting behaviour at the Grevillea
Unit at Barwon Prison on 3 January 2017.

ANSWER:
Young people defending criminal justice proceeding are entitled to legal representation, as provided for by section
524 of the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005.
Where young people were required to appear before a court in relation to the incidents in question, the Department
of Health and Human Services did not directly fund their legal representation. Young people who did not have a
lawyer could apply for legal assistance through Victoria Legal Aid. This continues to be the case since the transfer
of responsibility of youth justice to the Department of Justice and Regulation on 3 April 2017.
Questions related to the amount of legal assistance provided to young people through Victoria Legal Aid can be
referred to the Attorney General.

Energy, environment and climate change
11 353.

MS DUNN — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change): In relation to the recent planned burn in Providence Ponds Nature Conservation
Reserve by Forest Fire Management Victoria, over 100 trees were felled on the basis that they were
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hazardous and one of the few remaining colonies of the New Holland mouse may have been wiped out,
with only one New Holland mouse being found since the planned burn; could the Minister advise —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

was this planned burn a fuel reduction burn or an ecological burn;
on what basis were the felled trees considered hazardous;
were any of the felled trees hollow-bearing;
was the Commonwealth Government’s Department of Environment and Energy consulted prior to
the burn, considering the potential threat the burn posed to a federally-listed species;
(a) if yes, what form; and
(b) will the Minister make publicly available the Fire Management Plan for the recent burn in
Providence Ponds Nature Conservation Reserve.

ANSWER:
Providence Ponds-West Boundary Track burn was a fuel reduction burn.
Hazardous trees are a safety risk impacting on the ability of the Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning (DELWP) and Parks Victoria to undertake fire management activities and on the use and enjoyment of
public land by the community. A hazardous tree is a tree which is assessed to be at risk of total or partial collapse,
including branch fall, where this may impact identified high use areas such as roads.
Hazardous trees are removed only where there is no viable alternative to reducing the risk, and where it is safe to do
so. The ecological values of hazardous trees are assessed prior to appropriate risk mitigation strategies being
implemented.
Monitoring undertaken following the planned burn indicates the New Holland Mouse is still present in the area
where the fuel reduction burn took place.
The Alpine and Greater Gippsland Strategic Bushfire Management Plan and the Gippsland Regional Fire
Operations Plan are both available on the DELWP website.

Families and children
11 361.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the increased budget
next year for ‘policing services and crime prevention’ and allocation within that budget line to youth
justice-specific activities —
(1)
(2)
(3)

what proportion of next year’s $3.04 billion budgeted amount for ‘policing services and crime
prevention’ is allocated specifically to youth justice-specific activities;
what youth-specific ‘prevention activities’ are in included in this line item; and
do the ‘youth network offender’ crime prevention grants sit within this line item and if not, do
they sit anywhere in this year’s or last year’s budget.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister for Police.

Families and children
11 362.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to funding for youth
justice community based services: The budget for youth justice community-based services revised
downward for the current 2016-17 financial year from $71.6 million to $52.6 million, while the budget
for Youth Justice Custodial Services was revised upward over the same period from $89.8 million to
$100.7 million: The lower allocations for community-based services reflects the fact that certain
‘functions and activities’ have been retained by the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS)
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despite the administrative transfer of youth justice to the Department of Justice and Regulation on
3 April 2017 —
(1)
(2)

what exactly are those ‘functions and activities’; and
do they continue to appear in DHHS line items.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Health and Human Services retained responsibility for three youth justice community
programs, as part of the machinery of government changes that came into effect on 3 April 2017.
The three programs are:
Finding Solutions-supports young people and their families to address issues that may lead to family breakdown
and provides early intervention to strengthen and support young people and their families.
Adolescent Support-provides support services for young people living at home or living independently who may be
former child protection clients. The aim is to engage the young person through Youth Services involvement.
Refugee Minors-provides case management and support services for unaccompanied humanitarian minors.
Ongoing budget for the three retained services and overheads has been transferred across to the department’s Child
Protection and Family Services output.

Families and children
11 363.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the average daily
number of young offenders/clients under community based supervision —
(1)

why were there 43 per cent fewer young people accessing community-based services this year
than budgeted —
(a) does this reflect the reallocation of resources away from community-based services, or is the
reallocation reflective of the reduced numbers;

(2)

on what basis does the Department expect that the number of young people accessing
community-based youth justice services will increase next year;
when exactly was the decision made to revise down this year’s expected number of young people
accessing community-based services and on what basis was that revision made;
did the decision to revise down this year’s expected number of young people accessing
community-based services coincide with or have anything to do with the administrative transfer of
youth justice from the Department of Health and Human Services to the Department of Justice
and Regulation on 6 April 2017; and
why is there such a discrepancy between the high target for this year and the actual number of
young people accessing community-based services —
(a) does this reflect internal decisions, including decisions to reallocate funds.

(3)
(4)

(5)

ANSWER:
(1)(a)This performance measure represents the number of young people aged 10-17 years on an average day (in the
financial year) that are under the community statutory supervision of youth justice. This includes young
people subject to community based dispositions such as supervised bail, probation, youth supervision or
youth attendance orders, and parole. This reflects decisions made under legislation by judicial officers and the
Youth Parole Board, both of whom are independent of government.
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Consistent with previous years, a decline is continuing in the number of young people being supervised in the
youth justice system under community-based orders. In 2016-17, the expected number is 920 when the target
was set at 1625. This is a positive outcome with fewer young people entering the youth justice system.
Given there has now been a downward trend over a number of years, the expected number for 2017-18 was
reduced.
(2)

This is not a measure of young people accessing community-based services. Instead it is a measure of the
average daily number of clients under community-based supervision as ordered by the independent judiciary
and Youth Parole Board.
The target for 2017-18 was reduced from 1625 to 1200 taking into account both the clear trend in reducing
numbers, and also the significant number of reforms that have been introduced in the youth justice system.
These two factors were considered in arriving at the new figure.

(3)

This is not a measure of young people accessing community-based services. Instead it is a measure of the
average daily number of clients under community-based supervision as ordered by the independent judiciary
and Youth Parole Board.
As part of preparing the annual budget, a process is entered into across government to review all performance
measures in the budget papers. The revised measure was published when the budget was released. on 2 May
2017.

(4)

The target for 2017-18 was reduced from 1625 to 1200 taking into account both the clear trend in reducing
numbers, and also the significant number of reforms that have been introduced in the youth justice system.
These two factors were considered in arriving at the new figure. The change in administrative arrangements
was not a relevant factor affecting the quantification of a revised target.

(5)(a)This is not a measure of young people accessing community-based services. Instead it is a measure of the
average daily number of clients under community-based supervision as ordered by the independent judiciary
and Youth Parole Board.
Consistent with previous years, a decline is continuing in the number of young people being supervised in the
youth justice system under community-based orders. In 2016-17, the expected number is 920 when the target
was set at 1625. This is a positive outcome with fewer young people entering the youth justice system.
The target for 2017-18 was reduced from 1625 to 1200 taking into account both the clear trend in reducing
numbers, and also the significant number of reforms that have been introduced in the youth justice system.
These two factors were considered in arriving at the new figure.

Families and children
11 365.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the average daily
custodial centre utilisation rate for males over fifteen years —
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)

on what basis is the Department expecting that the utilisation rate of custodial centres will increase
to 90 to 95 per cent next year;
does the figure for this year’s expected result of 76 per cent take into account the utilisation of the
Grevillea youth justice centre between 21 November 2016 and 12 May 2017;
does the figure for this year’s expected result of 76 per cent take into account the beds that came
offline after various incidents inside youth justice centres during the current year, including the
catastrophic series of incidents at Parkville youth justice precinct on 12 to 14 November 2016; and
could the Minister explain this discrepancy with the number of occasions throughout the year the
Minister suggested that Victoria’s youth justice centres were ‘at capacity’, however the expected
result for this line item (76 per cent) suggests that was rarely the case.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The target utilisation rate for males over 15 years of age is the same for 2017-18 as it was for 2016-17.
The damage caused by the November 2016 riots at Parkville Youth Justice Centre reduced the bed capacity of the
youth justice custodial system. This takes into account beds that were deemed unusable at Parkville Youth Justice
Centre and additional capacity provided at Grevillea Youth Justice Centre.
The average daily utilisation rate takes into account bed capacity and numbers of detainees over a full 12 month
period. The damage caused by the November 2016 riot at Parkville Youth Justice Centre reduced the bed capacity
of the youth justice custodial system for more than half of the 2016-17 year. This takes into account beds that were
deemed unusable at Parkville Youth Justice Centre and additional capacity provided at Grevillea Youth Justice
Centre.
There were a number of occasions where the youth justice custodial system was operating at capacity due to
reduced bed numbers following the November 2016 riot at Parkville Youth Justice Centre.

Families and children
11 366.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to strengthening the
response with Youth Justice Custodial Services —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

what is ‘Strengthening Workforce Response’;
does it include provision for additional staff and if so how many;
does it include provision for additional qualified staff and if so how many; and
on what basis has any decision to increase staff number been made.

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government has provided $10.5 million over two years through the 2016-17 budget update to
address immediate and urgent workforce issues to improve the ability of custodial precincts to manage and change
the behaviours of volatile and violent offenders. The investment provided for the recruitment of 41 FTE youth
justice–centre positions. Management and supervision was strengthened with an additional four operations
managers and on-call practice leaders to provide advice and support to custodial staff on the management of young
people.
The $10.5 million over two years provided for an additional 41 new ongoing staff positions in youth justice over
the last 12 months. In addition, 150 staff have been recruited in recent months through ongoing recruitment. Extra
staff from Corrections Victoria continue to be deployed across the youth justice centres in order to strengthen
security and to support staff to manage young people’s behaviour and respond to incidents.
This initiative funded an additional four operations managers, a senior custodial operations role to support the
General Managers, and on-call practice leaders to provide advice and support to custodial staff on the management
of young people. The investment also included additional psychologists, a clinical adviser to address violent
behaviours and bolster coverage of day to day operations.
The government recognises the importance of a stable and appropriate workforce within youth justice centres to
ensure a safe and secure environment, in which rehabilitation services can be delivered to young people.

Families and children
11 371.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the decision to build a
new youth justice facility and forecasting expenditure of funds allocated to the project, is the
Department budgeting for an increased number of young people to be remanded or sentenced to
custodial terms and if yes, on what basis is that assessment being made.
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ANSWER:
Whilst overall demand for custodial facilities has remained relatively constant over the last few years, more
recently an increase in demand is being experienced due to the increase in remand numbers.
Forecasts for future demand in the youth justice custodial system have been undertaken on the basis of population
growth and criminal justice trends.
To meet this future demand the Government is building a new $288.7 million fit-for purpose youth justice facility
in the vicinity of Cherry Creek in Wyndham.
The facility will have 224 beds for remand and sentenced clients, a 12 bed mental health unit, and an 8 bed
intensive supervision unit and has been future proofed to allow for future growth within the facility over the next
thirty years. The department will continue to monitor the need for further capacity in the system and will take
appropriate steps as necessary.
This new youth justice facility is a vital investment for our state to ensure the safety of the wider community, youth
justice staff and young people in contact with the justice system.

Families and children
11 374.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Corrections Victoria
staff at youth justice centres —
(1)
(2)

(3)

are Corrections Victoria staff currently working at Victorian youth justice centres;
on what evidentiary basis is it determined that having Corrections Victoria staff at youth justice
centres improves the safety of both staff and young people and is there a data set that demonstrates
this; and
does the Government have evidence that Corrections Victoria staff are better than youth justice
staff at forming beneficial respectful and therapeutic relationships with young people.

ANSWER:
Security and Emergency Service Group (SESG) staff from Corrections Victoria are based at the Parkville and
Malmsbury Youth Justice Precincts to provide additional security and emergency response capability as required.
The deployment of these Corrections Victoria staff was in response to a series of serious incidents, in youth justice
centres which had threatened the safety and security of staff, young people and the community. Their deployment
was part of the commitment to improving the capacity of staff in Youth Justice Precincts to work more effectively
and safely with the extremely challenging young people in their care in the short term, while addressing more
fundamental issues of failing infrastructure, stabilising the workforce, and clear and consistent approaches to
behaviour management.
Corrections Victoria staff receive advanced incident response training that has not been usually available for youth
justice custodial staff. Since the transfer of youth justice services to the Department of Justice and Regulation, all
Youth Justice Safety and Emergency Response Teams have been trained in Tactical Options and formation line
skills to improve their effectiveness of incident response and management, preventing the escalation of incidents.
This training will continue to be rolled out in the next 12 months to all youth justice custodial staff.
Youth Justice workers continue their critical role of engaging young people in their care and working towards
improved outcomes through access to health, education and programs to address issues underlying their behaviour.
Corrections staff working in youth justice centres are primarily responding to security matters and emergencies,
and are not working with young people to form an ongoing therapeutic relationship.
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Housing, disability and ageing
11 384.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing): In relation to the redevelopments of public housing in Ascot Vale —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

when will the Minister be able to tell current public housing residents exactly what will happen to
their homes and when it will happen;
when the refurbishments are complete, what will be the exact numbers of community and public
housing available;
what is being done to meaningfully engage residents in the planning process; and
where exactly will residents be moved to if they have to be moved off the estate.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Health and Human Services has been meeting with the community at Ascot Vale to seek their
view and input into the redevelopment and inform them of the redevelopment process options. There will be at
least 10% increase in Social Housing units. The Department of Health and Human Services is meeting with each
tenant individually and through their representative organisations to discuss their housing requirements and the
areas to which they would like to move during the redevelopment, as well as running relocation sessions to inform
tenants.

Housing, disability and ageing
11 386.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing): In relation to the relocation of residents affected by the redevelopments of
public housing in Ascot Vale —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

when will residents be told that they will have to leave their homes;
will lifetime tenants continue to be guaranteed security of tenure;
will there be apartments large enough for every family to return;
how long will residents be relocated for on average; and
what processes will be used to ensure the timely return of residents to the estate.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Greens MP’s have failed to attend any relocation information sessions on any estate, where all relevant questions
are comprehensively answered by experienced staff-instead preferring to hold utterly alarmist “emergency
meetings” months after consultation has commenced.
Residents will be consulted and supported in all aspects of the relocation process, which will not commence until
late 2017. Residents will have first opportunity to return to new homes once works are complete, with their tenure
unaffected.

Housing, disability and ageing
11 389.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing): In relation to a future upgraded Ascot Vale estate —
(1)
(2)
(3)

why is there only a 10 per cent increase in social housing when there are tens of thousands on the
waiting list;
will residents with children in school still be close to those schools if they are moved;
will there be an increase in services to help high needs tenants;
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how will security concerns be addressed;
how many new apartments in total are being built;
how many square metres of open space will be lost;
how will you retain the current neighbourhood character;
how will you incorporate heritage buildings into the new plan;
how high will the towers be;
will there be overshadowing of private houses across the street;
how will overshadowing of open space within the estate be minimised;
how much green space will be retained; and
what transport planning has been done for the area.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Residents will be given all the support, notice and advice they have asked through the relocation process. Residents
will have first right to return to new homes once works are complete, with their tenure unaffected.
The department is conducting a thorough consultation process in relation to the redevelopment, actively engaging
with all residents through interpreters where necessary. This is not being helped by the deliberate campaign of
misinformation and fear mongering cynically led by the Federal Member for Melbourne, scaring people into
believing they won’t have the right to return to the estate.
The government recently committed to a public pledge on the renewal program around tenants rights with the
Victorian Public Tenants Association. We call on all other political parties and stakeholders to do the same.
Through the community-informed design process and working closely with residents, neighbours and stakeholders,
the department has identified the issues for each estate, including improvements to safety. The designs for each
estate will improve safety and security through lighting, building and dwelling security measures, orientation of
buildings, passive surveillance and Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design principles.
The total number of dwellings to be delivered will be determined after the Planning Scheme Amendment process is
completed. The resulting Development Plan Overlay schedule will set the maximum heights that can be delivered
across the estate.
The Public Housing Renewal Program will renew the estates and deliver active, usable open spaces and facilities
for each building, as required under the Better Apartment Design Standards. The delivery of podium parking within
buildings will further enable open space to be used for recreation rather than car parking as is currently the case.
The Government and Community will consider the proposal from the Department of Health and Human Services
and all community submissions, to consider whether the development is appropriate to neighbourhood character.
The built form on the edges of the estate will respect the neighbourhood character and surrounding dwellings.
The renewal will deliver active, usable open space and facilities for each building, as required under the Better
Apartment Design Standards.
A transport study will be completed as part of the Planning Scheme Amendment.

Agriculture
11 391.

MS BATH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: In relation to the Wild Dog Management Advisory
Committee (WDMAC) and the management of wild dogs in Victoria —
(1)
(2)

how many applications were received for the Committee;
how many applications were received from women for the Committee;
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(5)
(6)
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how many applications were received satisfying category (e), as defined in the WDMAC Terms
of Reference Appendix 1;
why was the decision made to include in the WDMAC Terms of Reference Appendix 1 the
provision for the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change to recommend up to two
appointments and who made this decision;
why was the decision made to include in the committee, two members who have experience in
dingo conservation;
does the Government support the declaration of dingoes as unprotected on all private land and on
public land within three kilometres of any private land boundary in the specified regions covering
Eastern Victoria and North West Victoria; and
is the Government preparing/planning to conduct remote area aerial baiting in spring 2017.

ANSWER:
Agriculture Victoria conducted an open competitive expression of interest process to find members with experience
in wild dog management, wild dog research, catchment management and threatened species management.
Agriculture Victoria received 21 expressions of interest from well-qualified and experienced candidates, including
one expression of interest from a female candidate. Of the 21 expressions of interest, 14 indicated knowledge of
dingo conservation, biodiversity protection and threatened species management in Victoria.
The Victorian Government is committed to working with affected landholders to reduce the economic, social and
environmental impacts of wild dogs and dingo hybrids in Victoria, whilst also ensuring the conservation of the
dingo on most public land. A collaborative approach creates a shared understanding that enables stakeholders to
effectively work together and may result in innovative and new approaches to reduce the negative impacts of wild
dogs.
The Order in Council declaring the dingo as unprotected wildlife in certain areas of the State continues to enable
the protection of livestock from wild dogs and dingoes on private land and along the boundaries of public land in
some areas of the State, while also ensuring the conservation of the dingo on most public land.
The 2016-17 Victorian Budget included $3 million over three years (as part of the $6.3 million Fox and Wild Dog
Management Initiative) to build capability in the community to manage wild dogs across tenures and increase the
frequency of aerial baiting to twice a year. The Spring round of aerial baiting is scheduled for October 2017 and
will be conducted by the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning.

Police
11 397.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In light
of the recommendation that an explicit target be set for recruitment of at least 50 per cent women for
future squads of police and Protective Service Officers and that this remains in place until equality is
achieved —
(1)
(2)

of the 2729 new sworn police officers delivered in the 2017-18 budget, what percentage are
women;
what systems and processes have been established that capture baseline data across the
organisation with respect to remuneration and women’s access to training, upgrades, and
promotion; and what access to leadership training do women in the police force now have in light
of the recommendations.

ANSWER:
Thank you for your question. I can assure you that Victoria Police is committed to growing a workforce that is
representative of the communities it serves-valuing the diversity of age, gender, culture, religion and sexual
orientation of its employees.
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This year marks 100 years of women in policing and Victoria Police is celebrating gender diversity by honouring
the contribution women have made, and continue to make.
As at 10 July 2017, 31 per cent of all police officers employed by Victoria Police were female, and 18 per cent of
PSOs were female.
In regards to your question concerning the 2279 new recruits, the recruitment process for these police officers is an
ongoing process and their eventual make up will be determined by application and selection.
The Chief Commissioner of Police has previously stated that Victoria Police wants to increase the representation of
women.
There are a number of recruitment campaign tactics with a focus on women. These include techniques such as the
use of visual imagery of female police members in media campaigns, and inspiring personal accounts from female
police officers featured in recruitment areas such as the Victoria Police Careers website
www.policecareer.vic.gov.au.
There is also dedicated messaging in these campaigns regarding women in policing, which focuses on the value of
gender balance in our workforce, and the value of having female police at the forefront of modern policing, in
leadership positions, in metro and country locations and in specialist roles.
Victoria Police values the different attributes, life experiences, capabilities and skills that each employee brings to
the organisation and that it values the diversity of employees and is Committed to facilitating an environment
which is inclusive and safe from discrimination, sexual harassment, victimisation and bullying.
In the Victoria Police Equity and Diversity Plan, Victoria Police recognised that through greater workforce
diversity and inclusion, the ability to provide better services to the community and improve employee engagement
and productivity is increased.
Reports such as the Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights Commission’s (VEOHRC) Independent
review into sex discrimination and sexual harassment, including predatory behaviour in Victoria Police and the
Victoria Police Mental Health Review illustrated some of the challenges facing police today and highlight further
areas where a growth of capability is required. Victoria Police is developing various initiatives to address the issues
of diversity and inclusiveness highlighted in these reports.
With regards to the capturing of baseline data, this information is captured as part the Human Resource Processes
and Database, enabling data to be retrieved regarding gender, including rank. It is important to appreciate that
remuneration is based on rank and is not gendered.
Victoria Police offers a range of performance development programs and flexible work options such as access to
parental leave. This ensures that career development opportunities are accessible while achieving work life balance.
To support this the Government has approved funding of $116.7 million to enable Victoria Police to backfill
parental leave.
The funding also provides for leadership capability training to address current gender imbalance and cultural
barriers to ensure that all employees are safe and respected in the workplace regardless of sex, sexuality, race or
ethnicity.
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Thursday, 10 August 2017
Attorney-General
11 135.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to the
responsibility for Youth Justice moving from the Department of Health and Human Services to the
Department of Justice and Regulation on 3 April 2017:, had the Youth Parole Board moved under the
Department of Justice and Regulation.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.

Attorney-General
11 136.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to the
responsibility for Youth Justice moving from the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) to
the Department of Justice and Regulation on 3 April 2017, as at 30 April 2017 have any DHHS
employed members of the Youth parole Board be replaced with Department of Justice and Regulation
employed staff.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.

Attorney-General
11 137.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to the
responsibility for Youth Justice moving from the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) to
the Department of Justice and Regulation on 3 April 2017, as at 30 April 2017 are there any plans to
replace all DHHS employed members of the Youth parole Board with Department of Justice and
Regulation employed staff.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.

Attorney-General
11 138.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to the
number of youths detained in the Youth Justice system, as at 30 April 2017, how many males up to the
age of 18 years were serving custodial sentences in Victoria’s Youth Justice facilities and how many
males up the age of 18 were on remand in Victoria’s Youth Justice facilities.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.
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Attorney-General
11 139.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to the
number of youths detained in the Youth Justice system, as at 30 April 2017, how many males between
the ages of 18 and 21 years were serving custodial sentences in Victoria’s Youth Justice facilities, and
how many males between the ages of 18 and 21 years were on remand in Victoria’s Youth Justice
facilities.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.

Attorney-General
11 140.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to the
number of youths detained in the Youth Justice system, as at 30 April 2017, how many females were
serving custodial sentences in Victoria’s Youth Justice facilities and how many females were on remand
in Victoria’s Youth Justice facilities.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.

Attorney-General
11 141.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to the
number of Aboriginal or Torres Strait youths detained in the Youth Justice system, as at 30 April 2017,
how many were serving custodial sentences in Victoria’s Youth Justice facilities and how many were
on remand in Victoria’s Youth Justice facilities.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.

Attorney-General
11 142.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to Youth
Justice Diversion programs, as at 30 April 2017, how many youths were accessing a Youth Diversion
program and how many youths were on a waiting list to access a Youth Diversion program.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.

Attorney-General
11 143.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to Youth
Justice case management, as at 30 April 2017 —
(1)
(2)
(3)

how many youths had been assigned a case manager —
how many youths were on a wait list to be assigned a case manager; and
how many youths in the Youth Justice system did not have an active case manager.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.
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Attorney-General
11 144.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In relation to Youth
Justice, as at 30 April 2017 how many youths in the Youth Justice system were on Community
Corrections orders.

ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Minister of Families and Children.

Corrections
11 291.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many prison officers left their
employment at Corrections Victoria in 2015 and 2016.

ANSWER:
In 2014, 162 prison officers left their employment with the Department of Justice & Regulation representing a
7.48 percent attrition rate.
In 2015, 158 prison officers left their employment with the Department of Justice & Regulation. representing a
6.19 percent attrition rate. In 2015 CV recruited 364 new custodial officers to public prisons.
In 2016, 205 prison officers left their employment with the Department of Justice & Regulation representing a
7.34 percent attrition rate. In 2016 CV recruited 479 new custodial officers to public prisons.
The reasons for the departure of these officers include resignation, retirement and expiration of fixed-term
contracts.
The Andrews Government has also embarked upon an extensive recruitment program in the Community
Corrections System, as well as further continuous recruitment throughout the completion of the Harper Review
reforms.

Corrections
11 292.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many prison officers changed their
employment location to work at a different prison in 2015 and 2016.

ANSWER:
I am advised that this information is not able to be systematically extracted from available databases, other than by
manual search of individual records. With this in mind it would be an unreasonable burden on the Department’s
time and would require an unnecessary diversion of Departmental resources as pursuant to Legislative Council
Standing Order 8.12.3

Corrections
11 293.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How much was paid in total to prisoners
for their earnings in the year in 2015 and 2016.

ANSWER:
Victoria has one of the highest prisoner employment rates in Australia, with at least 8 in 10 prisoners employed
across the Victorian system in 2015-16.
The total earnings paid to prisoners in 2014 was $10 953 447.33 which equates to an average amount paid of $6.87
per prisoner per work day
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The total earnings paid to prisoners in 2015 was $11 583 555.43, which equates to an average amount paid of $7.09
per prisoner per work day.
The total earnings paid to prisoners in 2016 was $11 211 866.85 which equates to an average amount paid of $6.56
per prisoner per work day.
Prisoner employment plays a crucial role in prisoner rehabilitation, with prisoners learning skills and work habits
that will improve the likelihood of them securing employment following their release.
More than half of these prisoners are employed in service industries within the prison (for example, kitchens,
laundries, billets), while a third are employed in the commercial industries operated by Prison Industries.

Emergency services
11 349.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Emergency Services): What was the reason for the Country Fire Authority call-outs to Malmsbury
youth Justice facility on —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

2, 12, 14, 15, 17, 18, 22, 24 and 25 January 2017;
5, 6, 11, 17 and 24 February 2017;
11, 16, 18, 21, 22, 26 and 27 March 2017;
8, 13, 14 and 15 April 2017;
1, 6, 11, 14, 16, 24 and 31 May 2017; and
3 and 6 June 2017.

ANSWER:
The Country Fire Authority attended the Malmsbury Youth Justice Facility during the period of 2 January 2017 to
6 June 2017 for a number of reasons including:
– Fire
– False alarms/ malfunctioning alarms
– Cooking fumes/ burnt food
– Assisting police or government agencies

Emergency services
11 350.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Emergency Services): How many Country Fire Authority vehicles attended call-outs to Malmsbury
youth justice facility on —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

2, 12, 14, 15, 17, 18, 22, 24 and 25 January 2017;
5, 6, 11, 17 and 24 February 2017;
11, 16, 18, 21, 22, 26 and 27 March 2017;
8, 13, 14 and 15 April 2017;
1, 6, 11, 14, 16, 24 and 31 May 2017; and
3 and 6 June 2017.

ANSWER:
The appliances that attended the Malmsbury Youth Justice Facility varied from one to several depending on the
incident type, as is standard procedure.
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Emergency services
11 351.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Emergency Services): Hlong were Country Fire Authority (CFA) or CFA personnel in attendance and
on site at the Malmsbury youth justice facility during call-outs on —
(1)

2, 12, 14, 15, 17, 18, 22, 24 and 25 January 2017;

(2)

5, 6, 11, 17 and 24 February 2017;

(3)

11, 16, 18, 21, 22, 26 and 27 March 2017;

(4)

8, 13, 14 and 15 April 2017;

(5)

1, 6, 11, 14, 16, 24 and 31 May 2017; and

(6)

3 and 6 June 2017.

ANSWER:
Depending on the incident, Country Fire Authority personnel have spent between 4 and 45 minutes at the
Malmsbury Youth Justice Facility per call out.

Families and children
11 372.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the decision to build a
new youth justice facility and forecasting expenditure of funds allocated to the project, is the
Department budgeting for a reduced number of young people accessing community-based youth justice
services, or is the Department simply allocating fewer resources per community-based client and if yes,
on what basis.

ANSWER:
There has been no reduction in the allocation of funds for community based youth justice services due to the
funding allocated for the project to construct a new youth justice facility.
There has been no reduction in the youth justice community based services budget. Rather, as part of the machinery
of government changes the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) retained approximately
$20.3 million (from the community based services output) for three programs, associated corporate overheads and
depreciation, which has more than offset an increase of $10.6 million which includes funding for the new intensive
bail supervision and youth control order initiatives.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
11 381.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): In relation to the Legal and Social Issues
Committee Inquiry into the Retirement Housing Sector —
(1)
(2)

when will the Government respond to the recommendations of the Legal and Social Issues
Committee Inquiry into the Housing Sector; and
has the Government made any provision in the budget for improved dispute resolution in the
retirement housing sector.

ANSWER:
(1)

The Government will respond to the Legal and Social Issues Committee’s Inquiry into the retirement housing
sector (Inquiry) on or before 7 September 2017.
This accords with Legislative Council Standing Order 23.30, which requires the Victorian Government to
respond to reports of Legislative Council committees that recommend Government action within six months
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of the report being tabled in Parliament. The Legal and Social Issues Committee tabled its report on this
particular Inquiry on 7 March 2017.
(2)

The Government is currently considering the Inquiry’s recommendations and developing its response.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
11 382.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): In relation to the Australian Consumer Law
Review —
(1)

(2)

does the Minister support the Australian Consumer Law Review’s Final Report proposal to
introduce ‘Lemon Laws’ in Victoria (where a good fails to meet the consumer guarantees within a
short specified period time, a consumer would be entitled to a refund or replacement without
needing to prove a ‘major failure’); and
does the Minister support the Australian Consumer Law Review’s recommendation that unfair
contract terms protections be applied to contracts regulated by the Insurance Contracts Act 1984
(Cth) in Victoria.

ANSWER:
On 31 March 2017, Consumer Affairs Australia and New Zealand delivered its Final Report on the Australian
Consumer Law Review to consumer affairs Ministers around the country.
This was a comprehensive and wide-ranging review by senior consumer law officials, and the first since the law
was introduced in 2011.
The Final Report sets out a package of 19 proposed legislative reforms to strengthen and clarify the Australian
Consumer Law. It includes proposals for enhanced consumer rights where goods fail to meet the consumer
guarantees within a short specified period of time, and to extend unfair contract terms protections to contracts
regulated by the Insurance Contracts Act 1984 (Cth).
These proposals have been put forward after extensive consultation with stakeholders about the effectiveness of the
consumer guarantees, and the terms and conditions of insurance contracts.
Consumer affairs Ministers from the Commonwealth, states and territories will vote on the proposals at meeting of
the Legislative Governance Forum on Consumer Affairs (also known as CAF), held in Melbourne on 31 August
2017.
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Palliative care, 4046
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Constituency questions
Southern Metropolitan Region, 3888, 3960, 4028
Members statements
St Kilda Road, 3871
Petitions

Rulings, 3895, 3896, 4034
Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General: Technical and Further Education Institutes:
2016 Audit Snapshot, 3986
FINN, Mr (Western Metropolitan)

Police resources, 3927
Adjournment
Questions without notice
Caulfield–Dandenong line elevated rail, 3954
Statements on reports and papers
Department of Treasury and Finance: budget papers 2017–18,
3988
Stonnington police resources, 3983
DUNN, Ms (Eastern Metropolitan)
Bills
Commercial Passenger Vehicle Industry Bill 2017, 4031, 4037
Constituency questions
Eastern Metropolitan Region, 3887
Members statements
Homelessness, 3870
Questions without notice

Buckley Street, Essendon, level crossing, 3923
Bulla gas supply, 3996
Calder Freeway, 4044
Bills
Children and Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice
Reform) Bill 2017, 3875
Disability Amendment Bill 2017, 3903
Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards) Bill 2017, 3914
Constituency questions
Western Metropolitan Region, 3888, 4029
Members statements
Electricity supply, 3871
Points of order, 3876, 3938, 3939, 3942
Statements on reports and papers
Fire Services Bill Select Committee: interim report, 3989

Australian Paper, 4024, 4025
Rulings, 3904

FITZHERBERT, Ms (Southern Metropolitan)
Adjournment

EIDEH, Mr (Western Metropolitan) (The Deputy President)
Bills
Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards) Bill 2017, 3914
Members statements
Victoria State Emergency Service, 3933
Rulings, 4031, 4032

The George apartments, 3924
Bills
Children and Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice
Reform) Bill 2017, 3891
Crimes Amendment (Ramming of Police Vehicles) Bill 2017,
3943
Disability Amendment Bill 2017, 3905
Constituency questions

ELASMAR, Mr (Northern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Pharmaceutical industry, 3922
Bills
Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards) Bill 2017, 3912
Constituency questions

Southern Metropolitan Region, 3889
Members statements
Cervical cancer, 4002
Points of order, 3938
Standing Committee on Legal and Social Issues
Reference, 3973

Northern Metropolitan Region, 4028
Members statements
Arab Republic of Egypt national day, 4002
Assyrian Church of the East, 4002
Bastille Day, 3872
Darebin citizenship ceremony, 3872
Early childhood education, 3872

GEPP, Mr (Northern Victoria)
Adjournment
Northern Victoria Region roads, 4042
Bills
Crimes Amendment (Ramming of Police Vehicles) Bill 2017,
3937
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Disability Amendment Bill 2017, 3901
Constituency questions
Northern Victoria Region, 4028
Members statements
Lake Tyrrell, 3932
Sea Lake hardware store, 3932

Mr Eideh, 3956, 3957, 3958
Political donations, 3953
Recycling industry, 3885, 3886
Written responses to questions without notice
Caulfield–Dandenong line elevated rail, 4058
Electricity supply, 4049
Environment Protection Authority Victoria, 4056
Recycling industry, 4056

HARTLAND, Ms (Western Metropolitan)
Bills
Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public Order) Bill 2017, 4016
Disability Amendment Bill 2017, 3900
Constituency questions
Western Metropolitan Region, 3888, 3959, 4028
Fire Services Bill Select Committee
Interim report, 3863
Members statements
Nick Paraskavas, 3930
Questions without notice
Environment Protection Authority Victoria, 3884
Melbourne Regional Landfill, 4024
JENNINGS, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan) (Special Minister of
State)
Adjournment
Ballarat GovHub, 3926
Boroondara police stations, 3926
Buckley Street, Essendon, level crossing, 3926
Caulfield–Dandenong line elevated rail, 3926
Dandenong South public transport, 3926
Gippsland rail services, 3926
Goulburn Valley Health radiotherapy services, 3926
Greater Geelong City Council, 3926
Hill End Primary School site, 3926
Pharmaceutical industry, 3926
The George apartments, 3926
Victims of crime financial assistance, 3926
Members statements
Nick Paraskavas, 4000
Points of order, 4026

LEANE, Mr (Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Veterans in Construction, 3995
Constituency questions
Eastern Metropolitan Region, 3960
Members statements
Nick Paraskavas, 4001
Points of order, 3989, 4005
Production of documents, 3982
Statements on reports and papers
Fire Services Bill Select Committee: interim report, 3991
LOVELL, Ms (Northern Victoria)
Adjournment
Goulburn Valley Health radiotherapy services, 3920
Shepparton alternate route, 3993
State Revenue Office, 4044
Constituency questions
Northern Victoria Region, 3887, 3961, 4029
Fire Services Bill Select Committee
Interim report, 3863
Members statements
Greater Shepparton Sports Hall of Fame, 3868
Shepparton youth foyer, 3933
Petitions
Tatura police station, 3862
Points of order, 3896
Statements on reports and papers
Fire Services Bill Select Committee: interim report, 3985

Questions on notice
Answers, 3886, 3958, 4027
Questions without notice
Caulfield–Dandenong line elevated rail, 3954
Environment Protection Authority Victoria, 3885
Lake Boort, 4025
Melbourne Regional Landfill, 4024
Motor vehicle registration fees, 4026

MELHEM, Mr (Western Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Metro Tunnel, 3996
Bills
Children and Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice
Reform) Bill 2017, 3873
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Constituency questions
Western Metropolitan Region, 3959
Members statements
Nick Paraskavas, 3870
Rulings, 3938, 3939, 3940, 3942

Constituency questions
Western Victoria Region, 3888, 3960
Members statements
Ballarat sports and events centre, 3932
Petitions
Ballarat railway station precinct, 3927

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

Points of order, 3933, 3938
Rulings, 4004, 4009, 4010, 4012

Adjournment
Aurora estate, Epping, 4047
Bendigo Health, 4047
Calder Freeway, 4047
Cardinia transport infrastructure, 4047
Energy prices, 4047
Fawkner Primary School, 4047
Firearm permits, 4047
Northern Victoria Region roads, 4047
Palliative care, 4047
State Revenue Office, 4047
V/Line services, 4047
Bills

Statements on reports and papers
Fire Services Bill Select Committee: interim report, 3990
MULINO, Mr (Eastern Victoria)
Constituency questions
Eastern Victoria Region, 3887
Fire Services Bill Select Committee
Interim report, 3863
Members statements
Nick Paraskavas, 3931
Production of documents, 3976

Disability Amendment Bill 2017, 3906
Members statements
Nick Paraskavas, 3930
Ministers statements
Caring Dads, 3928
Youth justice system, 3867
Youth Parliament, 3999
Office of the Public Advocate
Community visitors report 2015–16, 3999
Points of order, 3876, 4004, 4012, 4019, 4020, 4023
Questions without notice
Gender equality, 3952, 3953, 3959
Medicinal cannabis, 3951, 3952
Parkville Youth Justice Precinct, 3882, 3883, 3884
Victims of youth crime, 4018, 4020
Written responses to questions without notice
Parkville Youth Justice Precinct, 4054, 4055
Supervised injecting facilities, 4052

O’DONOHUE, Mr (Eastern Victoria)
Adjournment
Boroondara police stations, 3924
Cardinia transport infrastructure, 4045
Bills
Commercial Passenger Vehicle Industry Bill 2017, 4030, 4031,
4037
Corrections Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2017,
4003, 4032, 4033, 4034, 4038, 4039
Crimes Amendment (Ramming of Police Vehicles) Bill 2017,
3950, 3961
Constituency questions
Eastern Victoria Region, 3889
Members statements
Fuel drive-offs, 3872
Petitions
Neighbourhood Watch, 3862
Points of order, 3887, 3937, 3939, 3940, 3942, 4003, 4022, 4023,
4027, 4031, 4032, 4034

MORRIS, Mr (Western Victoria)
Adjournment
Ballarat GovHub, 3923
Bills
Children and Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice
Reform) Bill 2017, 3877

Production of documents, 3981
Questions without notice
Beechworth Correctional Centre, 3880
Hopkins Correctional Centre, 3881
Parole reform, 4021, 4022, 4023
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ONDARCHIE, Mr (Northern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Aurora estate, Epping, 4045
Hume Valley School, 3997
Bills
Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards) Bill 2017, 3913
Members statements
Nick Paraskavas, 3873
Points of order, 3954
Questions without notice

Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public Order) Bill 2017, 4008,
4013, 4014, 4015, 4016, 4017
Equal Opportunity Amendment (Improved Protection) Bill 2017,
3999
Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards) Bill 2017, 3909,
3917, 3919
Members statements
Homelessness, 3931
Production of documents, 3983
Standing Committee on Legal and Social Issues
Reference, 3961, 3974

500 Startups Melbourne, 3954, 3955, 3956
PEULICH, Mrs (South Eastern Metropolitan)
O’SULLIVAN, Mr (Northern Victoria)
Adjournment
Energy prices, 4046
Bills
Commercial Passenger Vehicle Industry Bill 2017, 4036
Fire Services Bill Select Committee
Interim report, 3864
Members statements
Mallee Machinery Field Days, 3872
Questions without notice
MyEnvironment, 3881

Constituency questions
South Eastern Metropolitan Region, 3960
Members statements
Dr Carling-Jenkins, 3869
Frankston line elevated rail proposal, 3869
Petitions
Voluntary assisted dying, 3927
Points of order, 3886, 3992
Questions without notice
Victorian Training Market Report, 3880, 3881
Statements on reports and papers
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning: report
2016, 3987

PATTEN, Ms (Northern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Melbourne Airport rail link, 3994
Bills
Children and Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice
Reform) Bill 2017, 3890
Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public Order) Bill 2017, 4012
Constituency questions
Northern Metropolitan Region, 4027
Members statements
Drug law reform, 3870
Questions without notice
Medicinal cannabis, 3951
Rulings, 3876
PENNICUIK, Ms (Southern Metropolitan)
Bills
Children and Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice
Reform) Bill 2017, 3896
Crimes Amendment (Ramming of Police Vehicles) Bill 2017,
3945

PRESIDENT, The (Hon. B. N. Atkinson)
Acknowledgement of country, 3861
Acting presidents, 3861
Clerk of the Parliaments, 3861
Members statements
Nick Paraskavas, 3929
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
Membership, 3861
Questions without notice
Written responses, 3886, 3958, 4027
Royal assent, 3861
Rulings, 3887, 3933, 3952, 3955, 3958, 4004, 4005, 4018, 4019,
4020, 4022, 4023, 4026, 4027
Suspension of members
Minister for Families and Children, 4005
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PULFORD, Ms (Western Victoria) (Minister for Agriculture and
Minister for Regional Development)
Bills
Commercial Passenger Vehicle Industry Bill 2017, 4030, 4031,
4036, 4037
Ministers statements
Kaniva Community Hub, 4000
Local Roads to Market, 3928
Woomelang shopping precinct, 3929
Points of order, 3937, 3938, 4010, 4032
Questions without notice
Australian Paper, 4024, 4025
Heyfield timber mill, 4020
MyEnvironment, 3881
Written responses to questions without notice
MyEnvironment, 4054
Regional community consultation, 4049

RICH-PHILLIPS, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Bills
Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public Order) Bill 2017, 4004,
4014, 4015, 4016, 4017
Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards) Bill 2017, 3907,
3918, 3919
Fire Services Bill Select Committee
Interim report, 3862
Reporting date, 3999
Members statements
Clayton police station, 3931
Petitions
Electricity industry, 3861
Points of order, 3958, 4026
Production of documents, 3975
Questions without notice
Mr Eideh, 3956, 3957

PURCELL, Mr (Western Victoria)
Constituency questions
Western Victoria Region, 4028
Members statements
Port Fairy Hospital, 4001
Questions without notice
Motor vehicle registration fees, 4025
Rulings, 3989, 3992, 3993

SHING, Ms (Eastern Victoria)
Adjournment
Gippsland rail services, 3921
Bills
Crimes Amendment (Ramming of Police Vehicles) Bill 2017,
3948
Constituency questions
Eastern Victoria Region, 3960
Fire Services Bill Select Committee

RAMSAY, Mr (Western Victoria)
Adjournment
Greater Geelong City Council, 3922
V/Line services, 4043

Interim report, 3864
Members statements
Nick Paraskavas, 4002
Points of order, 3876, 3895, 3904, 3939, 3951, 3955, 4019

Bills
Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public Order) Bill 2017, 4010

Standing Committee on Legal and Social Issues
Reference, 3966

Constituency questions
Western Victoria Region, 3888
Fire Services Bill Select Committee
Interim report, 3864

SOMYUREK, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Bills
Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public Order) Bill 2017, 4007

Members statements
Right to farm, 3932
Points of order, 4009
Statements on reports and papers
Fire Services Bill Select Committee: interim report, 3988

SPRINGLE, Ms (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Child abuse redress scheme, 3995
Dandenong South public transport, 3921
Members statements
Casey City Council, 3868
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Questions without notice
Gender equality, 3952, 3953
Recycling industry, 3885, 3886

Prison programs, 4051
Victorian Training Market Report, 4053
WOOLDRIDGE, Ms (Eastern Metropolitan)

SYMES, Ms (Northern Victoria)
Adjournment
Wallan bus services, 3994
Points of order, 4034
TIERNEY, Ms (Western Victoria) (Minister for Training and Skills
and Minister for Corrections)
Adjournment
Bulla gas supply, 3998
Child abuse redress scheme, 3998
Hume Valley School, 3998
Melbourne Airport rail link, 3998
Mental health services, 3998
Metro Tunnel, 3998
North Road, Ormond, flooding, 3998
Shepparton alternate route, 3998
Veterans in Construction, 3998
Wallan bus services, 3998
Bills
Corrections Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2017,
4003, 4032, 4033, 4034, 4035, 4036, 4038, 4039, 4040
Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public Order) Bill 2017, 4014,
4015, 4016, 4017
Planning and Building Legislation Amendment (Housing
Affordability and Other Matters) Bill 2017, 4040
Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards) Bill 2017, 3918,
3919
Members statements
Sheepvention, 3871
Ministers statements
Aboriginal prisoner rehabilitation, 3868
Points of order, 3993, 4027
Questions without notice
Beechworth Correctional Centre, 3880
Hopkins Correctional Centre, 3881
Parole reform, 4021, 4022, 4024
Police numbers, 3952
Police retirement benefits, 3884
Victorian Training Market Report, 3881
Written responses to questions without notice
Beechworth Correctional Centre, 4053
Corrections system, 4051
Dinjerra Primary School, 4052
National firearms amnesty, 4050
Police retirement benefits, 4055

Adjournment
Bendigo Health, 4041
Bills
Crimes Amendment (Ramming of Police Vehicles) Bill 2017,
3985
Disability Amendment Bill 2017, 3896
Business of the house
General business, 3867
Constituency questions
Eastern Metropolitan Region, 3959, 4027
Members statements
Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre, 3929
Victorian Heart Hospital, 4001
Points of order, 4018
YOUNG, Mr (Northern Victoria)
Bills
Game Management Authority Amendment Bill 2017, 3934
Fire Services Bill Select Committee
Interim report, 3863
Members statements
Towong Shire Council, 4002
Questions without notice
Lake Boort, 4025

vii

