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Tuesday, 5 September 2017
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 12.05 p.m. and read the prayer.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
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 of the first people of
Victoria. I acknowledge and pay respect to the elders of
the Aboriginal nations in Victoria past and present and
welcome any elders and members of the Aboriginal
communities who may visit or participate in the events
or proceedings of the Parliament this week.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The PRESIDENT — I also acknowledge former
member and in fact former minister and Deputy
President of the Parliament who is in the gallery today,
Mr Peter Hall. Welcome.

CONDOLENCES
Hon. Fiona Richardson, MP
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
move:
That this house expresses its sincere sorrow at the death, on
Wednesday, 23 August 2017, of the Honourable Fiona
Richardson, MP, and places on record its acknowledgement
of the valuable services rendered by her to the Parliament and
the people of Victoria as a member of the Legislative
Assembly for the electoral district of Northcote from 2006 to
2017, Minister for Women from 2014 to 2017 and Minister
for the Prevention of Family Violence from 2014 to 2017.
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children, Marcus and Catherine, and to her partner,
Stephen. In the days ahead we hope we can find a way
to continue our support for the family, those who feel
her loss so intimately and so deeply, and to find a way
for the community to be stronger in our appreciation of
her contribution to public life and the tragedy of her
premature death.
President, as you would be aware there was a
remarkable state memorial service that was held in
Minister Richardson’s electorate in the last week. It
gave ample testimony to the issues that I had
foreshadowed, the issues that had been commented on
in the media and indeed the issues that other members
of this chamber had been gracious enough to comment
on. There were a number of elements that were
amplified at that memorial service.
I had the remarkable personal good fortune, as indeed
Mr Dalidakis did, to hold hands with Fiona’s mother,
Veronica, for about 10 minutes before the event.
Veronica, who I had not previously met, was so
gracious and so generous of spirit to share intimate
stories of Fiona’s upbringing and their personal
journey. Whilst Mr Dalidakis and I were actually
hoping to transmit strength to Veronica, in fact it was a
two-way street. There was no doubt about it: she was
actually trying to comfort and console us at the time of
our discussion before the memorial service started. I
will reflect on one or two of those elements that
Veronica shared with us in a couple of minutes time.

On the last occasion this house met — on Thursday,
24 August — it was my most unfortunate obligation to
inform the house formally of the passing of our
ministerial colleague Fiona Richardson, who had died
the afternoon before. At that time I reflected on the
wave of sorrow that had permeated the Parliament and
completely taken over the emotional fabric of the
parliamentary Labor Party as our caucus dealt with
their collective grief and despair at the premature
passing of Fiona Richardson.

As the memorial service went its course we heard not
only of a contribution to public life that was
demonstrated through Minister Richardson’s cabinet
and ministerial responsibilities but also the story of her
support to her local community. There was a great
testament by the principal of the local school, who
talked about Fiona’s engagement with the electorate
and the impact she had made on community life. But
the most overwhelming stories from my vantage point
were those that were shared that related to Fiona’s
personal history with cancer and the way in which she
sought support and received support from others — in
fact she probably did not actively seek support from
many people at all, but she offered support to others
who had endured cancer either themselves or through
their loved ones.

Since that time, and I thank the house for its courtesy in
adjourning on notification of Minister Richardson’s
passing, there has been a remarkable outpouring of
community grief and distress and support for Fiona
Richardson’s family. So from the outset can I repeat
that the government sincerely offers our condolences
and consolation to Fiona’s mother, Veronica, to her

I thought the contribution of Jane Garrett in that
circumstance was an extremely powerful story of
personal engagement, personal support and personal
connection. We all came to understand the depths of
that relationship and the support that they had provided
to one another. Ken Lay also relayed very clearly that
in his family circumstances he had received comfort
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and support when his wife was dealing with her
personal health issues — support that had been
provided by Fiona Richardson.
I want to go back briefly to the heads-up that I shared
with the chamber the last time we met in relation to
what are the key indicators and what are the ways in
which you could find the measure of Fiona Richardson,
the woman, the mother, the political campaigner, the
political organiser and her unique status in the Victorian
Parliament. What made her rare? From the Parliament
handbook, you would actually say that her journey of
being born in Tanzania and arriving in Australia in her
early years was quite an unusual pathway to lead to this
Parliament. You could also look at the fact of her
military service — she spent some time at the
Melbourne University Regiment — and what that
might mean for a steely disposition. It is something that
may have actually seemed out of left field in relation to
a woman’s pathway to a parliamentary career. The
crossover of her education and her pathway here — not
only her emphasis on psychology and her emphasis on
eye research — is not really something that in our
day-to-day engagement we may have appreciated.
Steve Bracks gave an interesting rejoinder in relation to
the thesis that she embarked upon. There was one
element that rang true to me. Fiona was organising
what seemed to be from her vantage point a strong
thesis — that East and West Germany would not be
united — but in fact she was completing this thesis
almost at the time that the Berlin Wall was being
dismantled brick by brick. Notwithstanding that, she
had a determination and was going to complete the task
and then had to slightly recalibrate. How that task was
concluded I thought was an indication of her
negotiating skills and her ability to make some
adjustment but also a determination to see something
through to the end.
That is a hallmark of what will be understood to be her
legacy in terms of the activities that she embarked upon
within the labour movement generally. If Fiona was
determined to pursue something, she would pursue it
with great vigour and great determination. She was a
person within the labour movement who knew how to
organise. That is a remarkable skill in relation to not
only understanding numbers and the consequences of
how ballots are actually undertaken but also doing your
best to make sure that you have preferential outcomes
in those ballots. She was certainly one of those people
who dedicated her political life within the labour
movement to achieve that end, with many great
successes.
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I probably have a ready reckoner of those successes
because we may have been counterbalancing what we
viewed as successes from time to time. I certainly know
she had a great determination and a great ability to do
that. Within those skills she also demonstrated great
stillness and confidence to absorb and perhaps not give
away her hand prematurely. That again is a skill that
perhaps a number of politicians could actually be
mindful of. Sometimes it is better to say nothing than to
say too much.
Having said that, she could also tell a compelling story.
Have no doubt about it: she could tell a compelling
story. She knew how to do that in terms of influence,
both in terms of outcomes within the labour movement
and importantly also in terms of outcomes in relation to
preventing family violence and understanding gender
equality. It became her unswerving determination to
achieve those policy outcomes and those objectives and
a better result for our community during her ministerial
career.
Have no doubt about Fiona Richardson’s determination
to establish and create a momentum that will lead to
family violence being eradicated in our community.
Have no doubt about her determination to carve out a
discipline and a practice and a culture change to drive
the prevention of family violence in our community.
Have no doubt about her determination to make sure
that people understand how gender inequality and
structural disadvantage of women reinforce the
incidence of family violence in our community and
how those issues should be linked.
These were intellectually and politically brought
together by Minister Richardson, and she was
absolutely determined to bring those policy objectives
together. Indeed, as I reflected on when I spoke last
time in this chamber, right to the very end she was
organising people in this Parliament to implore the
government to continue on that journey. I can assure
the house that the government is determined to continue
with that agenda and that determination and to make
sure that those objectives are achieved. Not only would
that be a fitting legacy but the achievement of those
ends would actually be something that hopefully the
entire Parliament and the entire community could
mobilise around.
I would like to conclude on recognising that
determination and that capability. Whatever lessons we
can learn from the political, professional and personal
acumen of Fiona Richardson, I implore all of us to dig
deep within ourselves to reflect on the best contribution
that she has made and the best contribution that we can
make and to steer those outcomes for the future.

CONDOLENCES
Tuesday, 5 September 2017

COUNCIL

I also reiterate the great sorrow that permeates the
Victorian Labor Party and the labour movement and
send our sympathy, condolence and support to
Veronica, Marcus, Catherine and Stephen and their
loved ones.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
rise to support the Leader of the Government’s
condolence motion and to acknowledge and celebrate
the life of the Honourable Fiona Richardson. In doing
so I too want to extend my sincere condolences on
behalf of the parliamentary Liberal Party to Fiona’s
family — Stephen, Marcus, Catherine and Veronica —
her many friends, her colleagues, staff and the
community that she continued to represent so
passionately right up until her passing on 23 August.
I had actually just finished speaking to a group of
80 school students from Eastern Metropolitan Region
encouraging them to think about a career in politics. I
had told the story that I tell from time to time when I
meet with school students about how three girls from
my higher school certificate class at Methodist Ladies
College (MLC) had gone on to become members of
Parliament and then ministers, and that if they were
thinking about a future in politics it was achievable —
they and some of their peers in that room that evening
could be members in 30 years time in this Parliament,
talking to and encouraging other students. Those three
girls, now of course women, were Nicola Roxon, Fiona
Richardson and me, all of whom were in the same year
right through senior school at MLC.
It was only minutes before I heard of her passing that I
had been talking about Fiona fondly in terms of
challenging and encouraging others to stand. It was
such a shock to hear the news of her passing, and I went
home that night and dug out the old school photos. I
had many happy memories of those times and
experiences shared. That only slightly balanced the
sadness that we all felt and the sadness that Mr Jennings
has talked about that came over the Parliament and that
was really right throughout the building and all the
members on learning that Fiona had passed away.
It really was an honour to attend Fiona’s memorial
service and to pay tribute to such a fearless member of
Parliament. There were many touching moments, and
really what struck me, as was set up at the beginning, is
that it was a celebration; it was warm, it was friendly,
there was laughter and all of that was combined with, of
course, the many tears.
Mr Jennings talked about the story of Fiona’s thesis.
That was one of the stories — and I will recount a
couple — that struck me: the fact that the night before
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she was due to submit it the Berlin Wall came down,
which of course undermined the entire premise of it.
My takeaway from that was that her capacity to seek
and get an extension and adjust accordingly really was
about the development and enhancement of the skills
that held her in such good stead in Parliament. We all
know that you need the capacity to be flexible,
sometimes to be a little bit pragmatic and to achieve the
outcome in terms of the long-term goal. That is what I
took away from that story. She obviously showed signs
of that intellect and capacity from a very early stage.
The other thing in reflecting on it, and we all come to
these condolence motions from a personal perspective,
is how not only had we shared our time at secondary
school but there were so many parallels that struck me:
obtaining degrees from Melbourne University, working
for members of Parliament, both being elected in 2006
to the lower house and both Fiona and I having the
honour of being Minister for Women. I must say I have
always watched and cheered on Fiona’s success within
the Labor Party in all the roles that she had.
Steve Bracks talked a little too, very fondly, in his role
as MC of her capacity and her skills, and it became
even more obvious why he had appointed her straight
to a parliamentary secretary position upon her getting
elected to Parliament. She had many roles. She was
Parliamentary Secretary for Education and
Parliamentary Secretary for Treasury and Finance. In
opposition she was shadow Minister for Public
Transport and for small business and innovation. Then
on the change of government in 2014 she was
appointed as Minister for Women and Minister for the
Prevention of Family Violence.
I saw that as the Premier making a decision on what
was a very big issue for the Labor Party in opposition,
and on coming to government he put that big issue in
the very capable and competent hands of Fiona
Richardson. There is no doubt that it was a big issue not
only for the Labor Party but also for women and
children in this state, and the impact Fiona has had is
very significant.
Fiona has always fought campaigns on her own terms.
That is something which I observed but which also
came through very strongly at the memorial service.
She always ran on and lived by very traditional Labor
values, and this obviously resonated very strongly in
her Northcote community. I think her wide recognition
in Northcote and her care for and strong voice for her
constituents is what saw her be so successful in the face
of a very significant competitive political environment
in which she was successfully re-elected multiple times
in that community. Obviously while having
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responsibility at a higher level she campaigned and kept
up her very clear passion for and commitment to her
local electorate as well.
For me the word ‘courage’ also aptly describes Fiona.
To talk so openly and publicly about her own history of
family violence at the hands of an abusive father I think
took incredible courage, and the fact that her Australian
Story was re-run last week was a reminder to us all of
the courage that it took, the comfort it would give and
the difference it would make to so many women in
terms of having the confidence to have a voice on these
issues, speaking out and seeking to drive the change
that is needed.
She also had great courage, as Mr Jennings has said, in
relation to her own cancer journey. The story of the
blanket — in terms of the advice she provided to others
as she talked about what made a difference for her —
and her having that blanket with the smells of home
that Jane Garrett from the other place talked about so
well was a very strong one and in fact one that I went
home and talked with my family about. It is one that
will certainly stay with me. The courage she had
speaking about her own journeys has given strength to
others in the journeys that they subsequently have
faced.
Fiona was many things to the communities and the
people who knew her. She was a warrior for the Labor
Party — there is no doubt about that — a champion for
women’s rights, an advocate for victim survivors and
for all Victorians touched by family violence and really
a force for change that she was so passionate about and
drove so well. I not only had a lot of respect for the
work that she did in preventing violence against women
but also for her passion about equal representation of
women not only in politics and in Parliament but also in
our broader society as a whole.
She was fearless in the work that she did. She did not
tolerate prejudice. I think one of the most commonly
used words at the memorial service was that she was
steely eyed, and I think many of us had experienced
those steely eyes at various times.
Tributes have been paid from far and wide. They all
acknowledge and recognise the work Fiona has done.
She genuinely has made an enduring contribution to the
Victorian community as an advocate, as a member of
Parliament and as a minister. She was a woman of
principle and strength, and she served this Parliament,
her constituents and the people of Victoria with great
distinction.
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I do want to say there was a lovely comment from Ken
Lay, a story that also stuck with me, and it was a bit of
a lighter moment when he was talking about Fiona as a
force for change. He recounted the story of her saying
that when a woman strives to be equal with men, surely
she is lacking in ambition. That was a lighter moment,
but I thought it was very Fiona and very consistent with
her passions.
On behalf of the Victorian Liberal Party I do offer my
sincere condolences to her family, and I also take the
opportunity to thank her family for sharing her with us
even right up until those last days. I had a look at
Twitter at the time, and she was tweeting and
Facebooking right up until those last days as well on the
things that she was passionate about and the things that
she cared about.
Vale, Fiona Richardson. You have made a difference,
you have changed lives for the better and we all thank
you for it.
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
rise to add a voice of support for this condolence
motion today on behalf of the Victorian Greens.
Politicians are often pilloried for lacking a background
in and a deep understanding of the issues on which they
work, for being career politicians with limited
professional and personal experience in their portfolios
and for failing to connect in a real and meaningful way
with people from all walks of life whose daily existence
is affected and sometimes threatened by stigma,
discrimination and violence. No such charge could ever
be laid against Fiona Richardson. She lived her work in
a very real way on a daily basis.
As Minister for Women she brought to bear the
experience of thousands of Victorian women to address
gender discrimination and work towards gender
equality in Victoria. Last year she presided over the
launch of Safe and Strong: A Victorian Gender
Equality Strategy, the first of its kind in this state. In her
preamble to the strategy Fiona challenged every single
Victorian to step up to the mark; to eliminate inequality
in their own lives, in their own communities and in
their own workplaces; and to act as drivers of change
contributing to a fairer and better future. It is an
impressive initiative that I hope will impact on the lives
of thousands of Victorian women and girls in the years
to come, as well as on men and boys and the
communities in which they live.
As Victoria’s first Minister for the Prevention of Family
Violence, Fiona made history. She oversaw the
groundbreaking Royal Commission into Family
Violence, including a comprehensive raft of
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recommendations for reform which will improve and
protect the lives of so many Victorians. The
commission reached out to thousands of victims and
survivors of family violence, listening to their
experiences, harnessing their knowledge and enabling
them to shape the way forward. Her own direct
experience with family violence, as Ms Wooldridge has
pointed to, explored in the most infinite and confronting
way by Australian Story last year and rebroadcast last
week, informed and drove her groundbreaking work in
this area.
Fiona drove much of Victoria’s recent work to tackle
family violence, and again I hope that the impact of this
work will be experienced by Victorian families and
communities for decades to come. This is her legacy.
She died before her time and well before her work was
done. The onus is now on every one of us to consider in
a very deep way Fiona’s values, motivations and vision
in relation to gender equality and family violence, and
to consider our own role in pursuing these goals. Our
thoughts are with Fiona’s family and friends in this
difficult time and with her staff and members of her
community.
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) — On
behalf of The Nationals I am honoured to speak in
support of the condolence motion in memory of Fiona
Richardson. In particular I wish to pass on my best
wishes to Fiona’s husband, Stephen Newnham, and
their two children, Marcus and Catherine. To lose a
wife and mother at such a tender age is absolutely
tragic.
Stephen was the state secretary of the Labor Party when
I was the state director of The Nationals. We fought the
2006 campaign together and I got to know Stephen
quite well. The political conversations that they would
have had around their dinner table would, I think, have
been unrivalled anywhere. For Fiona to be born in
Tanzania, come to Australia and forge the political
career that she did following her university studies in
politics and psychology demonstrates the determination
she had to succeed in whatever she decided she wanted
to do. Obviously her roles in the Labor Party and in the
Australian Services Union were a factor in the career
that Fiona forged. When she was the shadow Minister
for Public Transport she was the architect of one of the
significant policies of this government — the removal
of 50 level crossings — and there is no doubt that that
policy will leave a legacy for this city.
When the current government was elected to office in
2014 Fiona was appointed the Minister for Women and
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence. As the
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence Fiona
oversaw one of the most important policies that this
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government has worked on. The scourge of family
violence in our society is intolerable and should not be
acceptable in any circumstances. For the first time in
this state a spotlight was shone very brightly on this
issue and an awareness of the issue was brought into
the light. Family violence was a hidden issue in our
society, and without doubt Fiona’s role has brought that
out into the sunshine and people are now prepared to
talk about it. As a result of the family violence policy
administered by Fiona many women have found the
courage to speak out and to seek help and many women
and children are now safer in their homes. We should
all thank Fiona for her role and dedication in making
those families safer today.
On behalf of The Nationals I would like to thank Fiona
Richardson for her commitment to serving the people
of Victoria and thank her for the very important work
that she did in the prevention of family violence. Rest in
peace, Fiona Richardson.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — I rise to make a
brief contribution to the chorus that will echo around
the chamber today, and indeed around this Parliament,
in celebrating, recognising and memorialising the life of
Fiona Richardson. Fiona made a profound and unique
contribution to the caucus, to the cabinet, to her
immediate community, to the state and, thanks to the
groundswell of which she was such a significant part, to
women and children and families across Australia. The
effects of her input and the work that she did will
continue to ripple around the state for many years to
come, and the level of care she showed to the causes
she championed to her electorate and to those in our
parliamentary community has set benchmarks that have
already become the stuff of legend.
We will remember Fiona not only for the work that she
did at the front and centre of her public role but for the
tireless effort she put in over many, many years behind
the scenes without any expectation of praise, reward or
recognition. Her presence was truly undeniable, her
focus often singular and her actions always disciplined,
fearless and committed. Each of us has our own
memories and experiences of Fiona, and these will be a
source of reflection and of remembrance for us for a
long time to come. But in making my contribution
today I want to send my best wishes and love to her
family — her mother, Veronica; her partner, Stephen;
her brothers, Hamish and Alastair; and in particular, her
children, Marcus and Catherine — and to wish them all
of the support, love and sustenance that they need now
and into the future. Theirs is such a huge and deep loss
and my heart is with them. Fiona was a woman who
through her actions and her words made a huge
difference, and that difference will continue to shape
the way we go about our own work. Vale.
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Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) —
The time you won your town the race
We chaired you through the marketplace;
Man and boy stood cheering by,
And home we brought you shoulder-high.

Fiona Richardson was nothing if not a competitor. If
there was a debate to be had, an election to be won or a
cause to be fought for, Fiona was always in it —
directing it, taking up arms, doing what she always
believed in. Fiona passed away two weeks ago, having
succumbed to perhaps the first true loss of her life —
her fight against cancer. Less than a year ago she turned
50, entering the sixth decade of her life, in which most
people enjoy some of the greatest personal and
professional successes. Life can be a magnificent
gift — a canvas on which we can choose to strive to do
so much, to flourish, to look not only after ourselves but
after our loved ones and after people less fortunate than
us. But life can also be cruel, taking from us so
fleetingly some of our brightest sparks and our kindest
and most compassionate friends and leaders.
Fiona’s story encapsulates the spirit of the Labor
Party — the spirit that has those of us who serve it do
so to create a society that looks after the vulnerable and
provides those with disadvantages far beyond their
control with the opportunity to flourish and succeed. As
Ms Wooldridge said, she lived Labor values.
Fiona was a woman who was born in some of the most
difficult circumstances imaginable. She, like one in four
children in Australia, grew up in a household that
experienced domestic violence, but she did not let those
circumstances defeat her or weaken her. Importantly,
she refused to let them define her. She rose past them.
She carved out a life and a career for herself that defied
them and, having ascended from those troubled
beginnings, when the time was right she drew on them
to ensure that children like hers would not have to
overcome them. She was determined to make
substantive, meaningful change to prevent family
violence for generations to come. This very personal
story ultimately became Fiona’s very professional
mission. It was the ultimate pursuit of her skills and
passions, but it was by no means the only one. It is,
however, one that will live on in her spirit in a way that
so few of us will ever do in our lives.
For many of us in the Labor Party Fiona was our
champion. She counted the numbers and she won the
votes, and there are many in Australia’s parliaments —
and even in the Lodge or aspiring to get there — who
owe their careers in no small part to the efforts of Fiona
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Richardson. I too was someone she believed in, and I
was appointed to the ministry thanks to her support.
For so many people in the community, Fiona was their
champion — the people of Northcote, who knew her as
a tireless worker for the local community, whether
banging on other ministerial doors or doing the hard
yards for the people she represented; the people of
Victoria, who she served so well in this Parliament and
in the cabinet; and perhaps most enduringly the women,
children and, yes, men whose lives and families she did
so much to protect from the evil of family violence.
Fiona could do the numbers, but she never did the
numbers for her own sake. Fiona could win votes like
few others, but it was never just in her own self-interest.
Fiona took that skill, that knowledge and the machinery
of this thing we call politics and put them to work for
the good of so many others. She was never interested in
power for power’s sake; there always had to be an
outcome. There always had to be a focus. There always
had to be a reason, because otherwise Fiona was not
interested.
In terms of family violence, Fiona knew that, along
with her mother and her brothers, she had survived it,
and she was determined not to just prevent or punish
violent acts but to completely change our culture and
our society in terms of how we approach violence in the
home. Change can be confronting. Change challenges
us. Change can always meet with resistance. For me as
a man, Fiona’s work and the work of those around her
challenged me to re-examine my own assumptions, my
implicit biases and my level of comfortable existence
and to step outside my own privileged self and see what
I might need to see in order to change.
As part of the party and the cabinet, Fiona challenged
all of us to recognise the extent and depth of family
violence in Victoria, and she never let us get away with
second-best when it came to what needed to be done.
Whilst I will not talk about what happens in cabinet —
nor will I ever — you could be assured that in order to
meet our appointments Fiona was always there making
sure that that 50-50 promise in the 2014 election was
one we continued to meet.
It is almost as if Fiona’s entire life — her personal
experience, her political skills and her personal
qualities — was designed to prepare her for exactly this
path. Politics has now become a profession, often one
with a bad reputation. That goes for politicians too, and
if we are all honest, we will admit that sometimes our
reputations are deserved. There is sometimes no honour
in politics for politics sake. There is no merit in victory
or titles and offices if they do not produce real and
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lasting benefits and changes within and for our
community.
Fiona’s legacy was all about the causes she fought for
and the communities she connected to. Her support for
my own community, the Jewish community, was an
enduring one and another bond we shared. She always
had a strong attachment to and affinity with immigrant
communities and communities that had suffered
injustice, especially the Jewish community. Fiona
visited the death camps of Auschwitz-Birkenau and
travelled to Israel, both of which had a profound effect
upon her. Fiona was always ready to combat
anti-Semitism wherever it reared its ugly head. There
was no moral equivalence when it came to Israel’s right
to defend itself as far as Fiona was concerned. Fiona
truly belonged to a long tradition of Labor
parliamentarians who supported and stood up for Israel
at every opportunity. Her loss will be felt by those in
the Jewish community who saw her put some of her
tenacious qualities into practice in support of the Jewish
state. Her presence at the Passover table of our dear
friends Henry and Marcia Pinskier will certainly be
missed.
As I have noted in previous contributions, Fiona was an
intensely private person, so I asked for permission from
Veronica, her mother, to share the following anecdote.
There was a very real chance that Fiona was in fact
Jewish. I remember some of the conversations that
Fiona and I had, including one such conversation prior
to cabinet beginning when she sprung this revelation on
me. The family had undertaken some genealogical
research, and it was possible that her great-grandmother
was in fact Jewish. Of course Judaism, as many would
know, is carried through the mother, unless one chooses
to convert. The excitement in her voice was contagious
at the realisation that she may have been one of the
tribe. The interesting thing for me was that she was so
happy to become part of a community that has suffered
so much throughout our history. At least she was
prepared. It was the exploration of her past, her family
history and quite possibly our common background that
had me share in her excitement too. Like everything
else Fiona did, she took you on her journey.
The respect and love that has poured out on Fiona’s
passing is testament to the fact that Fiona Richardson
was no ordinary politician; she was an extraordinary
one. It was my privilege to be a witness, as indeed we
were all witnesses, to this extraordinary life and this
extraordinary woman.
The Labor Party can often feel like a large sometimes
unruly family. We squabble; we fight. There are
reunions and triumphs, tragedies, jealousies and love.
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To Fiona’s family — her mother, Veronica; her
brothers, Hamish and Alastair; her husband, Stephen;
and her children, Catherine and Marcus — I say thank
you. Thank you for allowing such a special part of your
family to be a part of our family as well. Sometimes,
she could not spend as much time with you as she
would have liked. There were the long hours, the hard
work and always something more important to do. But
we could only ever borrow her because she was yours
first and foremost, and she loved you all dearly. Thank
you for sharing her with us. But let us be honest: it was
no-one else’s decision but Fiona’s to do what she
wanted. She would have not had it any other way. Now
the time has passed when I can no longer thank her in
person. Sadly, that is something that will haunt me for
the rest of my life.
Our homes are safer because of Fiona Richardson, our
children are more secure and our community is stronger
for having known her and her service. Fiona did not just
challenge others, she made us challenge ourselves. The
remarkable work she did will live long beyond her
passing. It is and will be a monument to her and it will
be our memorial to end what she had begun. Goodbye,
Fiona, our sister in unity, in Labor and in the service of
our state and its people. We are better for having known
you and better for you having let us be your friends, and
now we are all poorer for your passing.
The time you won your town the race
We chaired you through the marketplace;
Man and boy stood cheering by,
And home we brought you shoulder-high.
Today, the road all runners come,
Shoulder-high we bring you home,
And set you at your threshold down,
Townsman of a stiller town.

Vale.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I am
honoured to rise to speak on this condolence motion put
by the Leader of the Government. I feel somewhat
nervous following such a wonderful contribution from
Mr Dalidakis. That was incredibly beautiful, as have all
the contributions been today. I too would like to offer
my great sympathies to Fiona’s mother, Veronica; her
children, Marcus and Catherine; her husband, Stephen;
and of course all the staff that she worked so closely
with and her many friends and colleagues here today.
Vision, strength and courage are the words that we have
heard today and that we have heard over the past
weeks. In fact they were the words that we heard when
she was alive. This was someone who we celebrated
and who we recognised, not just after her untimely
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death but while she was alive, for the significant work
that she did. I think it is somewhat unusual in this place
that we celebrate one of our colleagues and
congratulate them on the work that they did for us all.
As the first Minister for the Prevention of Family
Violence, she was the driver and she was the instigator
of that significant investment that we have seen put into
ending this scourge of violence within our homes — to
ending family violence. That work alone is going to
save countless lives. I have kept reflecting over this past
couple of weeks on the lives that she has saved and the
lives that she will save. In the generations to come
people will have a better life because of the work that
Fiona has done for us.
I had the honour of attending her memorial celebration,
as it were, and of hearing from her Labor colleagues
just how fierce she was within her own party and how
fierce around equality — so much so that, reflecting on
what Stephen Bracks told us there, we probably would
not have had the first female Prime Minister in
Australia had it not been for Fiona Richardson and the
work she did in bringing Julia Gillard to being elected.
When she spoke in her inaugural speech it was obvious
that the Labor Party was part of her lifeblood, and it
sounds like it was part of Veronica’s as well. Fiona’s
passion for education, equality and justice started while
she was at university and when she first joined the
Labor Party, and then that work just continued.
On a personal level, I found her incredibly welcoming.
When you are first elected here and you are a
single-member party, there are not a lot of people that
you feel that warmth from, and Fiona really did reach
out. Certainly while we were doing the Public Health
and Wellbeing (Safe Access Zones) Bill 2015 she
reached out especially to me and was very warm and
encouraging. I remember reflecting on how nervous I
was at certain times, and she would talk about how
nervous she used to be and how she would just take her
shoes off. Now, given I do not have the height that
Fiona had, I did not ever dare to take my high heels off,
but Fiona would take her high heels off. I always
watched her, and I noticed that when she was speaking
with the Governor-General or with whatever dignitaries
her shoes would be off beside her feet and her feet were
just finding the ground and grounding her.
We have talked about that steely eye and that stoicism.
I kept thinking of her as a swan that would be floating
on the top so calm, so poised and so elegant, and yet
you knew to be achieving what she was achieving she
must have been doing night work and paddling under
the water. She was also battling so many health issues
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during that time, so her feet must have been paddling
extraordinarily hard and we just did not see it.
The last time I saw her was during the Public Estimates
and Accounts Committee hearings, and there I saw her
stoicism. She was not well, like many of us at that time.
We all thought it was the flu. She was not well, but she
insisted on giving evidence and she insisted on being
interviewed on that day, and that showed incredible
strength. But now, with greater reflection on where she
was at that time, I see that it showed her extraordinary
sense of getting things done and achieving what she
was setting out to achieve even if she may have known
she did not have long to do that.
I reflect on the kindness that she gave to me, and I
reflect on the wonderful speeches that Jane Garrett and
Ken Lay gave at the memorial service, where they
spoke about her strength and support when they were
also battling cancer. She was keeping very private
about herself, but she gave others strength and support.
We all strive to do the same, but I do not think any of
us could achieve it quite like she did.
In reflecting on where she was going and the tasks that
she has left us — and she has left us many — I know
that we will continue with those tasks. I think she
would have loved to have heard that Northcote High
School has started a program ‘Respect starts with me’.
It will be run by the young women at Northcote High
and it was inspired by Fiona Richardson.
She has inspired us all. I think she was a spiritual
person. She believed in the interconnectedness of us all,
and she believed that her soul would be here. I believe
that she has given us a task to continue, and I for one
will try to do that. Vale, Fiona Richardson.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I rise to support the Leader of the
Government’s condolence motion and to speak and
reflect briefly on behalf of the Australian Conservatives
on the passing of Minister Fiona Richardson. I wish to
extend my sympathies to Fiona’s family, her friends
and her colleagues within the ALP and indeed across
this chamber. My thoughts and prayers are with you all
at this time.
I did not know Minister Richardson very well, but what
I do know is this: she was brave, compassionate and
well suited to her role as the first Minister for the
Prevention of Family Violence. She shared her
vulnerability and her lived experience of family
violence and used this as a strength to inform her work.
When others like myself shared their stories of
domestic violence with her, she responded instantly —
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with empathy, sensitivity and warmth. I feel honoured
to have met Fiona, to have taken the time to swap
stories with her and to have felt the bond of sisterhood
shared only by survivors of violence.
I am devastated that she is lost to this world and to her
family all too soon. My prayers are with her family,
especially her mother, Veronica, her husband, Stephen
Newnham, and her two children, Marcus and
Catherine. May you all find strength in each other at
what must be the most difficult of times. Rest in peace,
Fiona Richardson.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I too rise to make a contribution in honour
of the late Fiona Richardson. We are not the sum total
of what we do in this place. There is obviously far more
that goes on for every member of Parliament in terms
of their family, and of course that was also the case
with Fiona Richardson. She was obviously very proud
to be a wife and a mother, and the photographs that we
saw at the state memorial service late last week very
much focused on her role as a parent and as a partner.
We are I guess bookended, in terms of our lives as
parliamentarians, by our inaugural speeches and, sadly,
condolence speeches such as these here today. I had the
opportunity to go back and read Fiona’s inaugural
speech that she made on 19 December 2006, in which
she spoke about the Labor values that drove her — and,
I think, drove her throughout her parliamentary career.
In her inaugural speech she referenced the foundation
of the Labor Party back in the 1890s really coming out
of the union movement in Queensland. She talked
about how a passion for justice drove Labor
governments. I think it is worth quoting from that
speech. She said:
We believe that individual prosperity should not be dependent
upon your postcode; that the claims of the few do not override
the needs of the many; that everyone has the right to be
treated fairly in the workplace; that difference should be
treated with tolerance; that universal health care is a right not
a privilege; and that every person has the opportunity to share
in the wealth of the community and to reach their full
potential.

She went on to talk about how this debt of justice is the
lifeblood of the Labor Party. I think that quote really
speaks volumes about Fiona’s values, which I believe
she lived every day.
In one of her local papers, the Northcote Leader, she
gave an interview in April 2014 — she had been
battling breast cancer and had just come out the other
side of that initial cancer treatment — where she talked
about how her cancer treatment had given her a new
perspective on the job. She talked about how her cancer
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treatment experience had taught her that there should
not be any differences in health care. She went on to
say in that interview, ‘Why should someone who can
afford to pay get better treatment?’. I think that speaks
to Fiona’s values — that she took from her experience
with the health system and her experiences with cancer
treatment reflections on how we can improve the health
system. Really it was a demonstration of her true
passion for that Labor value of justice and making sure
that everybody, no matter their background or
circumstance, has the opportunity to get equal access to
services, in this case health services.
Fiona has been acknowledged by many as being a
trailblazer, and she was a trailblazer in many
respects — of course being the first Minister for the
Prevention of Family Violence appointed in
Australia — but for many of us on the Labor side,
including myself, we knew Fiona’s history in the Labor
Party. She was a trailblazer in the Labor Party as well. I
first got to know Fiona before she became a member of
Parliament in her trailblazing role as a factional
secretary. She trod a path in positions in the Labor Party
that very few women have trod, including as a
powerbroker in the right of the Labor Party, as secretary
of Labor Unity. She was acknowledged as a fearless
person in that role. I have got many colleagues here
nodding their heads. She was fearless. She took no
hostages, she was a fierce negotiator and she had quite
a formidable reputation by the time she came into this
Parliament.
There have been few women who have engaged in the
dark arts of politics to date. There have been a few, but
there have not been all that many, so I think it is
important to acknowledge Fiona’s role in that sense as
well. The Premier referred in the last sitting week to
men in smoke-filled rooms, and I think it has really
been the efforts of Fiona and many others in the
sisterhood — in the Labor Party that I am a very proud
member of — that have broken down some of the
culture and the barriers that have really been
unwelcoming to women seeking political office and to
play important roles in the party over time.
I guess her passion as a person in the party machine
was to support and encourage other women, and that is
something that I have also striven to do as much as I
can as well. She was a trailblazer in that sense. I know
that she was very passionate about supporting other
women. Therefore it was very appropriate, I thought,
that she was appointed to the women’s portfolio when
we came into government in this term. Of course she
played an important role in the family violence reforms
that have been championed by our Premier.
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Fiona has left an enormous legacy to this state, and that
relates to her very important role in overseeing the
work of Australia’s first Royal Commission into
Family Violence and the work that has flowed on since
that time. She ensured that we had the Parliament
painted orange as a symbol for all of us as we worked
towards a Victoria Against Violence. It was great to see
members of Parliament across the political divide stand
on the front steps with Fiona, the Premier and others as
we sought to eradicate family violence from our
society.

Highway bridge, and when completed that project will
be a lasting legacy of hers as well.

Fiona was very proud to have developed Australia’s
first gender equality strategy. That will play a very
important role in terms of changing the way we as a
government deliver services and how we can ensure
there is equality of opportunity. Minister Dalidakis has
also referred to her absolute passion for making sure
that we have more women appointed to boards and that
women play an important role in leadership positions
across our society. The list of achievements are many,
and Fiona was very passionate to ensure that that work
would continue.

I know that Fiona was very proud of the diversity of the
Northcote electorate and she talked about that in her
inaugural speech. Having had the opportunity to visit
with her many local ethnic senior citizens groups over
the years, I know how much she enjoyed mixing with
other migrant communities. My community, the local
Greek community, were very welcoming and embraced
Fiona with a great deal of enthusiasm. The local Italian
community and many others had a great deal of respect
and affection for Fiona. She did see herself, having
come from a migrant family as well, as sharing their
history, that common history, and understanding the
various challenges that migrants do face in coming to
Australia. She had that shared bond with them.

The Leader of the Government has referred to
emissaries, and I certainly know that Fiona worked very
hard to make sure there was strong support right across
the government to ensure that these family violence
reforms would continue — and of course they will. We
owe it to every woman and every child in this state that
this unfinished business is done and that we have a
society free of violence. I echo the words of the Premier
in acknowledging that with the work that has already
been put in place by Fiona and others women and
children in our state are safer. That is something that
Fiona’s family should be extremely proud of.
At a local level Fiona was a tireless advocate for her
constituents in Northcote. She was elected in November
2006 and re-elected in November 2010 and in
November 2014. During her service as the member for
Northcote for a little bit over a decade her local
achievements were many. She worked to ensure that
our local schools had upgrades, in particular Croxton
Special School and Northcote High School.
There were many other projects that she was involved
in. Every time I drive through St Georges Road in
Northcote I will think of Fiona, because she was
responsible for removing a notorious bottleneck
towards the southern part of St Georges Road where
multiple roads meet and the tramline goes through as
well. She was able to make significant improvements to
that key bottleneck in our community. She was tireless
in advocating for the duplication of the Chandler

She was also involved in advocating as shadow
Minister for Public Transport for significant reforms,
which as a government we have implemented, relating
to level crossing removals. The work is already
underway at the level crossing at Grange Road in
Alphington, and there will be a very significant
improvement for Fiona’s constituents when that project
is complete.

I know that Fiona was particularly proud of the fact that
Darebin has the largest Indigenous community in
Melbourne. She worked very closely with the
Aborigines Advancement League, based in Thornbury,
and supported local Aboriginal people passionately to
be able to get access to better services but also, in the
spirit of self-determination, to make sure that they were
masters of their own destiny. I particularly want to refer
to a media release that was issued by the Victorian
Aboriginal Education Association on the news of Fiona
Richardson’s passing away. They said in this media
release:
Fiona Richardson was a champion for Aboriginal people both
in her electorate of Northcote and in her portfolios at the state
level. Fiona devoted her time to developing strong working
relationships with leaders in the Aboriginal community and
could be trusted to respond sensitively to Aboriginal
community needs.

In this release they particularly referred to being
grateful for Fiona’s advocacy in securing $250 000 in
funding for the development of a Koori centre of
excellence at the Sir Douglas Nicholls Oval in
Thornbury, which will be used as an education and
training facility for Aboriginal young people. They
were very grateful for her support. I know that she
worked very closely with them, the Aborigines
Advancement League, the Fitzroy Stars Football Club
and many other local Aboriginal organisations during
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her time as a member of Parliament. In terms of
working with Aboriginal communities, she was very
passionate about ensuring that we could learn from
Aboriginal communities who are doing very innovative
things in terms of service delivery to Aboriginal
families, including rolling out family violence reforms
and making sure we can support Aboriginal
organisations to support and work with victim survivors
in their own communities.
There are many things that we should be grateful to
Fiona for in relation to the legacy she left to the Labor
Party, to the people of Northcote and to the people in
our state of Victoria in terms of the things that she
achieved. I am particularly grateful to her for the
courage that she and her family demonstrated in
speaking publicly about their own personal experience
of family violence. I was absolutely speechless
watching the Australian Story program last year. I took
the opportunity at the state memorial service last week
to thank her mother, Veronica, and her brothers,
Hamish and Alastair, and of course to reiterate my
condolences to them. I think it was a very brave thing
that they did, to share such a personal story with the
world, but I do think it has given victim survivors
greater confidence to be able to share their own stories
too — the sense that this is a common experience sadly
shared by so many in our society. It is important that
they were able to see someone who was elected to such
a high office who had had that experience herself as a
child.
I express my sincerest sympathies to Stephen
Newnham, to Catherine and Marcus, to Veronica, to
Hamish and to Alastair; to Fiona’s electorate office
staff, Marion, Teresa and Oscar; to her ministerial staff,
Tanja and many others; and to all her family and
friends. Fiona passed away far too early, but I am
grateful for what she was able to achieve while she was
with us.
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
It is with a heavy heart that I join this condolence
motion in honour of my friend Fiona Richardson. The
term ‘my friend’ is not a phrase that would have sat
easily for the majority of the time that Fiona and I knew
each other, for we have been more sub-factional rivals
than friends for the greater part of this time. But I am
proud to say that for the last two and a half years of her
life I can well and truly describe Fiona Richardson as a
friend — and for that I am grateful. I will explain a little
later how our friendship developed, and that anecdote
will provide a powerful insight into Fiona’s character.
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I first met Fiona in the mid to late 1990s, when she
worked in the electorate office of the
Honourable Gareth Evans in Dandenong. Even back
then she struck me as an intelligent, strong and
determined woman who was destined to go places.
Fiona’s achievements in public life — as an MP, as a
parliamentary secretary, as a shadow minister and then
subsequently as a minister — would make any MP
proud. Her contribution to public policy has been
revolutionary. That is a side of Fiona that has rightly
been acknowledged and celebrated here today but also
since her passing two weeks ago.
However, there was another side to Fiona Richardson’s
political engagement that needs to be put on the public
record, particularly as she became such a champion for
women’s rights — that is, Fiona Richardson, the
groundbreaking female backroom powerbroker in an
era almost exclusively dominated by alpha males. I
know Ms Mikakos touched on that — and I am glad
she did, because I did not want to be the only one. But I
feel I am perfectly placed to tell that story in this place.
Ms Mikakos — As an alpha male.
Mr SOMYUREK — No, as a person that has been
there. The story of Fiona Richardson the factional
powerbroker is almost as impressive as her
achievements in public office, given the male egos and
landmines she was forced to so adroitly navigate in that
role. As a factional operator Fiona’s résumé can boast
the following achievements: facilitating the preselection
of Australia’s first woman Prime Minister, facilitating
the preselection of Australia’s next Labor Prime
Minister and perhaps a dozen or so right-wing MPs in
this Parliament, including a gentleman in this place,
Mr Philip Dalidakis. Furthermore, Fiona played a key
role in giving the Bracks-Brumby governments
confidence in pursuing a rich but pragmatic policy
agenda knowing that their organisational wing, Labor
Unity, which were in the ascendancy, had their back.
As factional secretary to the dominant Labor Unity
faction it was Fiona’s role to facilitate and manage the
disparate groupings that formed the right faction in
Victoria. This was no easy feat as it required achieving
consensus decision-making between quite often
warring sub-faction leaders and powerful union
secretaries each with their own demands, and these
demands would quite often conflict with the demands
of other subgroupings. The protagonists of the right
faction during this time were forceful characters. They
were no shrinking violets. They were people such as
Bill Shorten, Stephen Conroy, Robert Ray, Greg
Sword — and the list goes on — and rough and tumble
union secretaries who believed that they were the only
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legitimate source of power in the ALP and therefore
that their demands ought to be given primacy over all
else.
The way it works in the leadership of factions,
particularly male-dominated factions, is that groupings
normally state a position and declare that they will not
be moving from their position and the rest of the faction
can go get nicked, or more colourful language to that
effect. When every grouping takes this bellicose stance
invariably a long and intractable impasse follows which
can destroy a faction without intervention. This is
where Fiona Richardson was in her element. As
everyone retreated into their respective corners she
would somehow remarkably come out with a fix — a
consensus position which left the faction intact.
Fiona of course was not just a great facilitator for the
faction — that is, she was not just some benign, soft
and cuddly, nurturing figure keeping everyone together.
Much to our chagrin she was also a smart, hardened
and formidable factional powerbroker in her own right,
building her own empire under the noses of the
factional alpha males, and I might add running rings
around them. Sub-factional politics need not be, but
quite often is perceived to be, a zero-sum game.
Therefore from our perspective at the time Fiona
prospered where we missed out. By the time Fiona
Richardson entered Parliament in 2006 she could claim
to have played a significant role in the preselection of a
large number of right-wing MPs into this place, but
being in Parliament did not stop her influence outside
the Parliament, because she continued to have influence
on which right-wing MPs came into this place.
Just because Fiona and I were now parliamentary
colleagues did not mean that we all of a sudden became
allies. Our factional rivalry was at this time played out
in Spring Street. This was most pronounced after the
right went through a tumultuous public split in 2008.
From that point until our rapprochement two and half
years ago Fiona and I convened separate right-wing
factions which were mutually distrustful of one another
in this place. So far I have talked a lot about how Fiona
and I were factional rivals, but I also need to put on
record that it was not personal. In fact Fiona and I never
exchanged a nasty word in anger.
I recall an occasion a number of years ago in the middle
of the split when I was pushing for the unification of
the right in this place, probably because I had made the
assessment that it would have favoured my sub-faction
and she was resisting, probably because she was on to
what I was trying to do, Fiona and I had a marathon
meeting to talk about unification on the balcony on a
balmy November night. That meeting seemed to go on
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for about three and a half hours. For three and a half
hours I tried everything — persuasive rational
argument, flattery, appealing to her past contribution to
building the right — but nothing worked. She was
engaging, witty and philosophical, but even though she
appeared to indicate she was about to give way she did
not give an inch in the three and a half hours that we
had those discussions. Being a student of psychology I
know she would have walked away from that chuckling
and thinking that she had a bit of fun playing with my
mind.
Theo Theophanous, in his tribute to Fiona in the Herald
Sun last week, talked about her loyalty and unwavering
support for those she believed in, and I quote from
Mr Theophanous’s article:
For me, personally, perhaps the most amazing thing about
Fiona is the loyalty and unswerving support she showed to
me in my most difficult time. A time when others urged her to
create distance between us. I remember her saying to me,
‘Theo, you know who you are and I know who you are. You
are not who they say you are. Don’t let them redefine you’.

I also had a similar experience with Fiona, an
experience so powerful for me that as a result of that
experience all past rivalries were set aside and a
friendship was cemented in its place. It was the first
caucus back from let us just call it ‘my saga’. There was
a lot of media interest around me personally. Therefore
the media were waiting outside our caucus room to get
photos of Labor MPs but of me in particular. As the
meeting concluded Fiona Richardson came rushing up
to me and said, ‘Come on, you’re walking out with
me’. As I hesitated, bewildered, thinking ‘What the hell
is she up to?’, she noticed my apprehension and said,
‘Don’t you get it, silly? I am the Minister for Women. I
have known you for a long time, I think this whole
thing is crap and I’m backing you — you are walking
out with me’.
I was truly moved by her brave and defiant gesture of
support in walking out of that room with me, shoulder
to shoulder, for I knew that she was taking a grave
political risk — so grave that not many people in this
place would have dared to take it. Let us put that into
context. She was taking a grave political risk for a
person who had done nothing, absolutely nothing, to
enhance her political career over the previous 20 years
or so that I had known her.
After our rapprochement Fiona’s interest in factional
matters seemed to diminish a great deal. I would often
try to get her to engage in matters factional but to no
avail. Her standard response would be, ‘I’ll leave all
that stuff to you now’. It became clear to me that she
had found a higher purpose to galvanise her sharp
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intellect, tenacity and energy, and that was the issue of
the prevention of family violence. Her extraordinary
innate qualities combined with her grounding in the
rough and tumble of factional politics made her the best
person to tackle such a daunting task. Having dealt with
and stood up to the likes of Robert Ray, Stephen
Conroy and Bill Shorten with her steely resolve, I could
not imagine any department secretary or any
unwarranted bureaucracy getting in her way.
Victoria’s and indeed our nation’s women are now
safer and more empowered because of Fiona’s work
and passion. Our culture will in time, because of Fiona,
respect and treat fairly and equally women in our
homes, in our schools and in our workplaces. Genuine
equality can be achieved as a result of our former
Minister for Women and, I am proud to say, my friend,
Fiona Richardson. Vale, Fiona Richardson.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I also
rise in support of the government’s motion on the
Honourable Fiona Richardson. To Fiona’s family,
Stephen, Marcus and Catherine, to her mother and
brothers and indeed to her entire family, I extend my
condolences to you all at this very sad time.
Much has already been said about Fiona Richardson —
about her upbringing, her education, her forging her
way into politics and her many achievements, in
particular with the work she has done in the area of
family violence — but I would like to speak to the
motion by providing a few of my reflections of Fiona. I
really only got to know Fiona following her
appointment as the first Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence and my appointment as the shadow
minister in this area. I cannot say I really knew Fiona in
the previous Parliament, as I was in this house and had
different responsibilities. Of course I did not know her
in the same way as her colleagues, her staff and those
she worked very closely with, but our relationship I
believe was a good and mutually respectful one. It was
one where I could speak or text with her freely — and
we did. Fiona would on occasion text or speak with me
to inform me of some announcement or initiative that
she was leading, so I was very appreciative when Fiona
reached out to me just a few weeks after her being
appointed as the Minister for the Prevention of Family
Violence. Our first meeting in Strangers was over a cup
of tea and was a very open one — and her cups of tea
were spoken about very fondly in the state memorial
service last week. We discussed how we could work
together in a bipartisan way on many of the issues at
hand, whether that was family violence or women’s
affairs, and on how we could work together to get the
message out about family violence.
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On one occasion I recall Fiona coming to my office,
one I shared with Mr Ondarchie — and I think, Craig,
you will recall this. Fiona came down with an array of
handwritten messages that she wanted us to use for
social media. She wanted not only a message from both
of us but for all members of Parliament to share in the
message of keeping women and children safe at
Christmas time. Christmas time can be a very
vulnerable time for many women and children and is a
time of heightened family violence incidents. I know
many of you joined with her to get that important
message out as we held signs with her and took photos
to tweet or post on Facebook.
Victoria Against Violence was another campaign that
she was very passionate about, and she got that
message out at any opportunity. She initiated the
symbolic gesture of landmarks across Melbourne being
lit up in orange to raise awareness of family violence.
Our own Parliament was lit up in orange, and I,
together with Fiona and many other MPs, stood
together as the lights were switched on. Fiona said at
the time, ‘Lighting the Victorian Parliament sends a
clear message that our state stands together when it
comes to addressing family violence’.
I do not think anyone in this chamber would disagree
with the notion of wanting to do what we can to end the
scourge of family violence. Governments at all levels
are addressing the issue and building on initiatives of
previous governments. The horrific events that we all
read or hear about in our news outlets of the violence
that is committed is one thing, but it is the stories that
come into our office and the people we meet who tell of
their horrendous accounts of violence that drive us all to
want to make Victoria a better and safer place. And that
was Fiona’s very clear and evident determination in her
role as minister in this important area.
Last week’s state memorial service for Fiona was
attended by an array of people from across Victoria,
including from her own local community of Northcote.
We heard stories from those who spoke about her
courage and determination. Northcote’s Regal
Ballroom was packed with those wanting to pay their
respects and pay tribute to a woman who was widely
admired and respected. Those who attended the service
included of course those who loved and cared for her,
those who had worked with her in many different
aspects of politics and government and those
constituents she had touched by having advocated and
worked on their behalf in her local community. There
were also many people who were victims and survivors
of family violence along with people within the family
violence sector who had been working with her on a
range of policy areas.
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The tributes by the Honourable Steve Bracks and the
Honourable Jane Garrett were wonderful with the
heartfelt way they described the respect, love and
friendship they had for her, telling the stories about a
woman who was greatly admired within the Labor
movement and clearly a dear and close friend to many.
The very moving account by Jane of their shared battle
of having that insidious disease, breast cancer, was very
real and described the comfort Fiona gave Jane at such
a difficult time. I think that was who Fiona was: she
was real, and it was obvious that she comforted many.
As was said in the tributes on Thursday, she was a
woman who was caring and compassionate. She had
humility, and she was a fierce advocate and champion
for improving the lives of women and children. She
was a woman who was prepared to go the extra mile,
and she certainly did that by sharing her own family’s
experience of family violence on the ABC’s Australian
Story, which was a very courageous thing for Fiona and
her family to do. It is these real stories that people
connect to, and Fiona did that. She connected, and she
also followed through when she could.
As has been said by many in here and by commentators
and ordinary Victorians who have reached out through
their grief following the death of Fiona, Fiona’s legacy
is one that will be remembered by Victoria and by
many Victorians. Fiona achieved so much, and it is
what she achieved and her legacy that her entire family
can be so very proud of.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Today I rise to pay tribute to the Honourable Fiona
Richardson. Mr Elasmar first introduced me to Fiona,
shortly after my election in 2010, at a local community
event, and we struck a chord. Fiona, as the member for
Northcote in the Assembly, and I, as a representative of
Northern Metropolitan Region, often worked together
representing and advocating for Melbourne’s north. We
spoke often of our constituents’ needs, and despite our
differing politics we always focused on the residents
first above all else.
To me, Fiona Richardson was a really nice person. We
shared a passion for Melbourne’s north, and I admired
Fiona’s commitment to her public life, her unwavering
integrity and her determined work to protect women
and children. Fondly, I loved Fiona’s commitment to
supporting Guide Dogs Victoria, particularly in their
need to ensure that the realignment of the Chandler
Highway bridge in Alphington also protected the needs
of Guide Dogs Victoria. The Dogs Unite community
fundraising walk was a special time. My wife and I
joined Fiona, her daughter, Catherine, and her mum,
Veronica, for a lovely puppy-accompanied walk around
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Hays Paddock in Kew East. As a Guide Dogs Victoria
ambassador I always valued the time she gave to us and
her commitment to blind and visually impaired
Victorians.
Fiona was a special person, and she will always remain
in our hearts. Her passing should remind all of us how
much this life, this opportunity, is a blessing. Our work
as members of Parliament often means that we sacrifice
so much — our time, and our time with our loved ones.
If there is any message that I took out of the memorial
service last week, it is that we should all find time in
our very, very busy diaries to spend time with our loved
ones. To those of you who are parents, go home and
hug your children. To those of you who have close ones
beside you, go and hug them or make a phone call.
Spend time with your loved ones. The thoughts, love
and prayers of the Ondarchie family are with Fiona’s
husband, Stephen; her children, Marcus and Catherine;
her mum, Veronica; and her extended family, her
friends and her colleagues at this very sad time.
Fiona Richardson, thank you. Rest peacefully.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I also
rise to pay tribute to the Honourable Fiona Richardson.
Fiona was one of the stalwarts of the Australian Labor
Party. I first met Fiona over 20 years ago.
Mr Somyurek, Mr Dalidakis and Ms Mikakos touched
on her role in the administrative wing of the Labor
Party and the various roles she occupied, particularly
when she was the Labor Unity faction secretary. I had
the pleasure of working with her for a number of years
on that. Thank God she was our faction secretary! I
used to feel sorry for the left when Fiona negotiated
with them about various issues, because she could be a
bit fiery if she believed in something. But there was
always that thing in the back of her mind — consensus.
She always wanted to get consensus, and that used to
drive me nuts. I used to say to Fiona, ‘What happens if
we don’t get consensus? We’ve got to make a decision.
We’ve got to take a vote’. Her line was consensus. I
discovered why: when you do not have the numbers,
consensus is a good thing because you do not get done
over.
She always balanced the interests of many against the
interests of individuals and the few, and she always had
the interests of the Labor Party and the greater good in
the back of her mind, and that is what really drove
Fiona. In some of the internal meetings of the Labor
Unity group when we had agreed on something but
then we had some dissent when people did not really
want to go along with it, they would cop it from Fiona.
You just had to look the other way, because you really
did not want to cop it from Fiona Richardson. She was
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very determined, she was very loyal, and if she had
given you her loyalty, you knew you had it for life. She
used to argue like hell with people who tried to deviate
from a particular resolution we had been carried and
who tried to change things.
I want to cherish the time I had with Fiona over the
years. What Fiona delivered is an inspiration for all the
young girls coming through schools and universities.
They can look and say — and I think Ms Wooldridge
talked about this earlier — ‘A person can make it all the
way; a woman can actually make it all the way’. Fiona
had no fear whatsoever. She was prepared to execute
her argument and her case against big men, powerful
men. She had no fear at all. She argued her case. If she
came up with an idea, or if it was a group idea, she
would not leave a stone unturned until she got the right
outcome. What actually drove her, I think, throughout
her political life was, ‘What is the right thing to do?’.
That drove her whole political career.
I finish off by saying that politicians love to be loved.
Some of them are hated, and no-one wants to be hated.
But love Fiona or hate Fiona, you definitely had to
respect Fiona. That is very important. If you want to be
a successful politician, you would rather be respected. I
know some politicians like to be loved and no-one
wants to be hated, but definitely Fiona was respected,
not just by the Labor Party but by the Liberal Party, the
Greens and all the parties in the Victorian Parliament.
That is a great thing for a politician to achieve — to be
respected by everyone. That was Fiona Richardson.
Thank you, Fiona, for sharing your life with us. My
deepest condolences go to her family. May she rest in
peace.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — I rise to
support the motion moved by Mr Jennings and offer
our condolences to Fiona’s family, friends and
colleagues.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — What a lovely
tribute our house is paying to the Honourable Fiona
Richardson today. Fiona leaves a legacy in the Labor
Party, in the Parliament, in the government and in the
electorate of Northcote. She was strong-minded, as we
have heard. She was a passionate advocate and was
known as a formidable politician within the ALP ranks.
I personally recall some rather passionate discussions
with Fiona when I first worked for the Labor Party. I
was a mere junior caucus liaison officer, and she often
lamented to me about the justice system and questioned
why it was not easier, better and fairer for victims of
crime and their families. As a caucus liaison officer I
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was terrified of her, and I always promised to do what I
could do.
It was Fiona’s tireless commitment to tackling injustice
and standing up for people that made her a perfect fit
for the role of the first Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence. I can say I was no longer scared of
her when I was working side by side with her; it was a
pleasure to do so. I am very proud of her and the work
she has done. We must all promise the women and
children that we will continue her fight and the work
she started.
Fiona’s memorial service was a beautiful testament to
her. Despite their grief, I hope that her family,
especially Stephen, Marcus and Catherine, were
bursting with pride. My thoughts have been with her
staff too — Tanja and the team and those in the
electorate office. To work for someone so passionate
you have to be committed to the cause, and I know
there are many feminist hearts that broke with the news
of her passing. I will soon head out to buy more purple
clothing because I did not do well by her at her
memorial service. I had mere burgundy on, but I am
heading out to join the ranks of the purple wave.
Fiona will be remembered fondly for her courage, her
determination, her compassion, her love of vegan
organic food and her bare feet. We are more for having
known her.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — I rise today to add
my voice to the condolence motion honouring the
Honourable Fiona Richardson. I know my colleague
Luke O’Sullivan has expressed condolences on behalf
of The Nationals, but I would like to add my voice
because although Fiona and I were vastly different —
we came from different electorates, different parties and
different houses — I feel somehow a connection to her
that I will talk about in a moment.
I met Fiona on a very cold and rainy night back in May
2015 when Ms Crozier, Ms Wooldridge and I attended
the Safe Steps candlelight vigil. That was the year that
Rosie Batty was Australian of the Year. Fiona made a
speech down at Federation Square in which she
outlined the startling and shocking statistics around
violence against women and families — how women
die on a weekly basis at the hands of perpetrators. But
she also had a strong, clear voice and a strong, clear
message that this was not okay, that it would never be
okay and that we need to continue to turn the tide
against family violence. I am really pleased to see that
in the electorate of Eastern Victoria Region there is a
voice in many different areas, through the White
Ribbon association as well as agencies and women’s
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movements. It was good to meet Fiona then, and
probably since that time I have only said hello or
nodded to her in the corridors. But it seemed to me she
was a very real person, and that is what is coming
through this afternoon. She lived her life as her heart
dictated and was very smart in doing so.
Fiona’s challenging upbringing at the hands of her
father is well known. But to my mind what has come
through today too is the love, support and strength that
she got from her siblings and her mother, Veronica, and
that really galvanised her into becoming a champion for
good, for positive change and for the women’s
movement.
I will take this opportunity, and I hope she will not
mind, to say I think it is a sign that we should all listen
to our bodies and seek medical help as required. Cancer
does not discriminate. Yes, there are toxins and
carcinogens that people are exposed to in their
workplaces and the like, but it also seems to strike
randomly, and no matter how hard we fight, sometimes
we cannot overcome it. I believe that was her journey,
even though she fought against it. In truth, that
experience is one that many people have in their
families.
We were born in the same year and we attended the
same university, where we also studied psychology
together. I may have rubbed up against her in the
student union at some stage without knowing. But what
I feel for her and her family at the moment is that I have
two children that I can hug tonight, but her children will
not be able to do that, and her husband will not be able
to touch her hand. I hope that in these hard times they
can draw on the deep love that she gave in her life with
them and they can find the courage to go on and live a
good and true life without her but with her memory
always travelling with them. My wish for her is that she
rest in peace.
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — It is very
daunting to speak so late in proceedings such as these
when so many people have spoken so many eloquent
words with so much power beforehand and when so
many of them knew Fiona and worked with her over
decades. I will just say from the outset that I want to
echo all of the very eloquent contributions before mine
and I will add very marginally to them based upon my
experiences with her so as to pay my respects to her
legacy and to pay my condolences to her family.
It was very difficult for me when I was thinking about
how to characterise the contribution of somebody
whose efforts spanned decades, whose work touched on
almost every realm of public policy and much of whose
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work will leave a legacy beyond the public glare. When
I was trying to think about Fiona’s contribution in a
holistic sense, I was reminded of the somewhat
irreverent words of Tony Benn, the British politician,
who said that there are three types of politicians: the
maddies, the fixers and the straight men. The maddies
are the big-picture thinkers and reformers, the fixers are
the people who do the deals and build the numbers to
achieve outcomes and the straight men and women are
the people who worry about process. I think that most
politicians are probably fixers who take offence at
being called straight women and straight men but who
dream of being maddies. Like all of us, Fiona was a
combination of all these three archetypes, but I think
she was much more the trailblazer than the conformist.
I met Fiona over a decade ago at a Labor Party meeting.
I might say at this point that when I was drafting these
words I erred on the side of discretion. I was originally
going to say ‘a faction meeting’, but then I thought I
would say, ‘a Labor Party meeting’. From the candour
of a number of speakers before me, I think that it is
probably not unparliamentary at this point to be frank
and say that it was at a faction meeting that I met her.
She chaired that meeting and corralled over 100 unruly
people across a range of sub-factions and walks of life.
When she needed to be she was the consummate fixer.
As Steve Bracks noted at Fiona’s memorial service, her
backroom dealings have been responsible for
facilitating some of our party’s most celebrated careers,
including many ministers in this Parliament and indeed
our nation’s first female Prime Minister. As
Minister Dalidakis pointed out, those dealings were not
for their own sake; they were for important greater
good.
But Fiona was much more than that. She was a
big-picture thinker and she worked on the greatest of
canvases. I ran into Fiona again some years later in
Strangers Corridor while she was the shadow Minister
for Public Transport, and she spoke with much passion
about the level crossings removal program that she was
working on as shadow minister. That has since become
a centrepiece of this government’s response to
population growth and congestion. Of course, as others
have outlined at great length, she then became
Australia’s first Minister for the Prevention of Family
Violence and successfully managed a royal commission
and the subsequent government response that have seen
this government devote more resources and energy into
eradicating family violence than all before it combined.
Her determination in successfully prosecuting this
agenda was all the more remarkable given her difficult
personal connections with that issue and the debilitating
illness that she was fighting throughout much of that
period.
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I might also just reflect on the fact that as much as she
worked on a very big canvas, it is not just her
significant short-term achievements — the funding, the
resources, the profile. What she will leave is something
that not many politicians leave, and that is a truly
lasting legacy. Many of the changes that she has
championed have led to genuine cultural change and
genuine acceptance of the need for change across all
parties of this Parliament. In that sense they are changes
that not only are significant but will be truly
long-lasting. When reflecting on and celebrating the life
of a person in the public eye there is a tendency to
separate the public contribution and legacy of the
person on the one hand and their personal life on the
other. In my short time in this place it has become clear
to me that the two are deeply entwined.

Fiona Richardson was a remarkable and inspirational
woman, as we have heard, who has left a very
significant legacy for Victorians, for Australians and I
think, given our role in the global community, for many
even further afield than that. I suggest that for those of
us who care to put aside our prejudices and our
personal limitations we can find a lot of inspiration in
each other — something that we do not always
recognise. Perhaps we should spend a little time
honouring Fiona Richardson by looking to each other
for some of that inspiration as well.

Speakers at Fiona’s memorial service thanked her
family for sharing her with us. Given how much she
gave to her party, to this Parliament and to the broader
community, that is very appropriate. I think it is also
important to acknowledge that in addition to sharing
with us, they also shared her journey with her and
undoubtedly made a very significant contribution to all
that she achieved. I conclude by passing on my
condolences to Fiona’s mother, Veronica, to her
partner, Stephen, and of course to her children,
Catherine and Marcus. You should be very proud of
what your daughter, your wife and your mother has
achieved. Vale, Fiona Richardson.

It is now my intention to put to the test the condolence
motion moved by the Leader of the Government.
Mr Jennings moved:

The PRESIDENT — I intend to just make a few
very brief remarks, because today we have heard many
tributes and reflections on the life and contribution of
the Honourable Fiona Richardson. I would hope that
her family, her friends and those people she has
touched in her life have received some comfort and
nourishment in their memories and their lives from
some of the contributions made today in this place and
from those that were made at the memorial service last
week.
Mr Mulino quoted a British politician who observed
that there are three types of people. I will provide
another observation, which I have made in the past, and
that is, again, that there are three types of people: there
are those who make things happen, there are those who
watch things happen and there are those who wonder,
‘What happened?’. Fiona Richardson was obviously a
person who made things happen. It is very clear that she
was not a bystander who simply watched, and I think it
is very obvious to us all from the reflections that have
been made today and at other times that she was also
clearly not a person who was left wondering.

I join in debate on this condolence motion in thinking
of and praying for Fiona’s partner, her children, her
mother, her brothers and indeed the very many people
that she touched in an all-too-brief life.

That this house expresses its sincere sorrow at the death, on
Wednesday, 23 August 2017, of the Honourable Fiona
Richardson, MP, and places on record its acknowledgement
of the valuable services rendered by her to the Parliament and
the people of Victoria as a member of the Legislative
Assembly for the electoral district of Northcote from 2006 to
2017, Minister for Women from 2014 to 2017 and Minister
for the Prevention of Family Violence from 2014 to 2017.

Motion agreed to in silence, honourable members
showing unanimous agreement by standing in their
places.
ADJOURNMENT
The PRESIDENT — As a further mark of respect
to the memory of the late Fiona Richardson the house
will be suspended for the remainder of the sitting day.
As I am about to leave the chair, I indicate that there are
facilities available to members who feel they need to
talk to somebody at this time. Given that Fiona
Richardson was a minister in the service of the
Parliament and that her death has been so sudden and
tragic for us, there is, as I said, an opportunity for
additional support.
With members standing in their places we will
recognise a minute’s silence out of respect for the
member.
Honourable members stood in their places.
The PRESIDENT — The house stands adjourned
until 9.30 a.m. tomorrow.
House adjourned 2.00 p.m.
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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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I understand the Herald Sun’s reluctance to name
names, but the problem with media stories from sources
and about individuals that are not named is that they
leave a cloud of suspicion on all MPs and all parties. I
have already begun a review of printing invoices, and
we will pursue other lines of inquiry in relation to that
story from this morning.

Messages read advising royal assent to:

PETITIONS

25 August
Local Government (Central Goldfields Shire
Council) Act 2017
29 August

Following petitions presented to house:

Elder abuse
Legislative Council electronic petition:

Jury Directions and Other Acts Amendment
Act 2017
Justice Legislation Amendment (Court Security,
Juries and Other Matters) Act 2017
Public Administration Amendment (Public
Sector Communication Standards) Act 2017.

ELECTORAL MATTERS COMMITTEE
Membership
The PRESIDENT — I have a resignation submitted
to me and the Speaker from Mr Russell Northe, the
member for Morwell in another place. He has indicated
that he wishes to formally tender his resignation from
the parliamentary Electoral Matters Committee,
effective immediately.

ELECTORATE OFFICE BUDGETS
The PRESIDENT — I wish to make a brief
statement in regard to an article that appeared in the
Herald Sun this morning. I would just indicate to the
house that if this article is accurate, then the allegations
are deeply disturbing to me. There are no grey areas in
our regulations and processes in respect of members or
their electorate staff in submitting invoices for payment
and confirming that work has been done or services
have been provided. The story in the Herald Sun does
not include any names, which makes investigation of
these allegations more challenging. However, if the
allegations are true, they involve criminal actions that
constitute fraud. The Parliament has commenced an
investigation, and if we can establish the veracity of the
fraudulent practices outlined in the Herald Sun article,
the matter will be referred to external agencies. This is
not conduct the Parliament would simply investigate
internally.

The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council that elder abuse,
also called ‘inheritance impatience’, is a growing concern.
Estimates suggest that up to 14 per cent of our elders aged
over 65 years, experience some form of elder abuse. Elder
abuse is often financial, but it can also include physical,
emotional, psychological and even sexual abuse of a person
who, because of their circumstances and because of the abuse,
find it difficult if not impossible to reach out for help. Such
abuse is often by a family member in situations where the
elder is socially isolated. These elderly Victorians must surely
be among the most vulnerable people in our state. They
deserve our support and protection.
Recent inquiries have been undertaken by the Parliament of
New South Wales and the Australian Law Reform
Commission while another inquiry is in progress by the
Parliament of South Australia. These inquiries should form
the basis for an inquiry by the Parliament of Victoria.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
establish a committee to inquire into the issue of elder abuse
in Victoria.

By Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) (112 signatures).
Laid on table.
Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western Metropolitan).

Crime prevention
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of residents in Victoria calls on the Legislative
Council to note that:
There is a crime tsunami engulfing Victorians. Small
businesses are regularly being targeted, residents feel unsafe
in their own homes and going to work, and Victorians are
losing faith in our justice system.
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The petitioners therefore respectfully request that the
Legislative Council calls on the Andrews Labor government
to match the coalition policy and introduce mandatory
sentencing, toughen up the justice system and hold criminals
to account.

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

Neighbourhood Watch
Legislative Council electronic petition:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council the decision of
Premier Daniel Andrews and the state Labor government to
cut the funding to Neighbourhood Watch. Community
organisations such as Neighbourhood Watch play an
important role in community safety, never more so than now
with the skyrocketing crime in Victoria under Daniel
Andrews.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
call on the Andrews Labor government to admit its mistake,
match the commitment of the Liberal-Nationals coalition
commitment to provide $2 million over four years to
reinvigorate, support, and expand the Neighbourhood Watch
program across Victoria.

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

PROCEDURE COMMITTEE
Video on demand
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
presented report.
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The commonwealth, ACT and Queensland parliaments all
provide a video-on-demand service for house proceedings
and at least some parliamentary committee proceedings to the
general public through their respective websites. The New
Zealand Parliament provides video on demand for house
proceedings only through its website, and the South
Australian Parliament is developing video on demand, likely
to be available to the public, for its houses and committees.
The Tasmanian Parliament allows internal users only, i.e.
members and staff, to view video on demand of question
time.

In addition to viewing video on demand the
commonwealth and ACT parliaments allow all users to
download footage. While the New Zealand and
Queensland parliaments allow the general public to
view video on demand through their website, they do
not provide access to downloadable footage. Similarly,
the Tasmanian Parliament does not provide access to
downloadable footage. As can be seen, there are a
variety of approaches around the parliaments of
Australia and in New Zealand.
The committee also found that in order to introduce
video on demand of Council proceedings it will be
necessary to adopt an additional standing order. The
purpose of the standing order is to make it clear that
section 74AA of the Constitution Act 1975 applies to
persons republishing video on demand. Section 74AA
provides protection against actions or proceedings for
persons who transmit or broadcast recordings of
Council proceedings with the authority of the Council.
The report recommends:
That the house adopt proposed new standing order 20.03 to
come into effect upon a video-on-demand service for house
proceedings of the Legislative Council, accessible by internal
users only …

and:
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be published.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
move:
That the Council take note of the report.

This is a report that I think will be of much interest to
many in the chamber and in the Parliament, and indeed
in the community. The Procedure Committee has been
looking into the issue of video on demand for quite
some time. I will just quote from the report:
The committee notes that in most jurisdictions across
Australia and New Zealand some level of video on demand is
available to either members and parliamentary staff, or the
general public through that parliament’s website.

That the government enter into discussions with the
Parliament in relation to funding that would be required for
the Department of Parliamentary Services to expand the
video-on-demand service so that it is accessible by the general
public.

I would like to thank the members and staff of the
committee and also the members of Hansard who have
met with the committee many times and who I know
have run some forums in the Parliament for members to
bring us to the stage where we now can introduce a new
standing order to have video on demand in the
Legislative Council.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am very happy to very briefly speak on this report from
the Procedure Committee. Ms Pennicuik has
extensively outlined the details of video on demand
around the rest of the country. The coalition supports
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the initiative. It is this house in this Parliament that
introduced electronic petitions, and hopefully we will
now be in a position to finally introduce video on
demand. I certainly encourage Mr Jennings, the Leader
of the Government, to bring forward the motion which
would enable this to be put in place. I think the work of
the Clerk and his staff and the IT department in relation
to creating a solution that allows this to happen at no
additional cost and within existing budgets in a way
that is a trial but that still allows members to access the
video footage of their contributions in this house has
been excellent. This is something that we should enable
as soon as possible. I certainly commend the report to
the house.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I support
Procedure Committee report number 3, Video on
Demand, dated September 2017, that has been put
down today. This is well overdue, and I think it will
have support right across the Parliament ultimately but
certainly in this place now. The recommended standing
order 20.03 for video on demand would allow for the
republication of audiovisual proceedings of the Council
that are provided by the Hansard broadcast archive. I
note that the recommendations are sensible
recommendations. The truth of the matter of course is
that other parliaments, federal and state, undertake these
video-on-demand arrangements, and it ought not be
beyond the capacity of our Parliament to do the same.
In that sense I think we should proceed and proceed
quickly. There is no reason to shillyshally or delay on
this matter.
Motion agreed to.
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Banyule, Casey, Monash, Moreland, Port Phillip,
Stonnington, Whitehorse and Yarra Planning
Schemes — Amendment GC72.
Boroondara Planning Scheme —
Amendment C250.
Brimbank Planning Scheme — Amendment C150.
Darebin and Manningham Planning Schemes —
Amendment GC42.
Greater Bendigo Planning Scheme —
Amendment C161 (Part 1).
Melbourne Planning Scheme —
Amendment C245.
Victoria Planning Provisions —
Amendment VC139.
Wangaratta Planning Scheme —
Amendments C61 and C67.

Road Safety Camera Commissioner — Report 2016–17.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament —
Building Act 1993 — No. 87.
Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987 — Nos. 88,
90 and 91.
County Court Act 1958 — No. 92.
Electricity Safety Act 1998 — No. 85.
Gas Safety Act 1997 — No. 89.
Local Government Act 1989 and City of Melbourne Act
2001 — No. 86.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 12
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan)
presented Alert Digest No. 12 of 2017, including
appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General’s Office — Report, 2016–17.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of
Approval of the following amendments to planning
schemes —

Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule
Nos. 86 to 88 and 92.
Legislative instruments and related documents under
section 16B in respect of —
Education and Training Reform Act 2006 —
Ministerial Order 1038 — Teaching Service
(Employment Conditions, Salaries,
Allowances, Selection and Conduct) Order
2017, dated 28 August 2017.
Ministerial Order 1039 — School Council
Employees (Employment Conditions,
Salaries, Allowances and Selection) Order
2017, dated 28 August 2017.
Radiation Act 2005 —
Guidelines for the Verification of Identity
under section 67A, dated 20 July 2017.
Specification of Security Standards for
Security Plans and Transport Security Plans
under section 67N, dated 20 July 2017.
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Additional Matters to be Addressed for
Security Plans and Transport Security Plans
under section 67C, dated 20 July 2017.

Water Act 1989 — Groundwater Management Plan for the
Katunga Water Supply Protection Area 2006 —
Amendments 2017, dated 22 August 2017.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Clerk — I have received the following letter
from the Attorney-General relating to the resolution of
the Council of 9 August 2017 relating to the
Attorney-General’s decision not to refer Jason
Roberts’s petition for mercy to the Court of Appeal.
The letter is as follows:
I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 9 August
2017, seeking the production of documents concerning the
Attorney-General’s decision not to refer Jason Roberts’s
petition for mercy to the Court of Appeal.
The Legislative Council’s date for production of the
documents by 4 September 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.

I have also received the following letter from the
Attorney-General:
I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 23 August
2017, seeking the production of the business case for the
Victorian Heart Hospital, and all correspondence and
departmental briefs to or from the Department of Health and
Human Services or the Department of Premier and Cabinet
about the Victorian Heart Hospital.
The Legislative Council’s date for production of the
documents by 5 September 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.

I have also received the following letter from the
Attorney-General:
I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 9 August
2017, seeking the production of a copy of the Office of
Correctional Services Review into the Brighton siege.
The government has identified three 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 of 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.
The government, on behalf of the Crown, makes a claim of
executive privilege in relation to the three documents in full,
on the basis that their disclosure would be contrary to the
public interest on one or more of the bases described in my

Wednesday, 6 September 2017

letters of 14 April 2015 and 29 April 2016. In compliance
with standing orders 11.02(3) and 11.03(1)(a), the attached
schedule refers to the documents that are in respect of which a
claim of executive privilege is made.

Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Mr O’Donohue (Eastern Victoria).
The Clerk — I lay on the table 71 documents in full
and two documents in part received in response to the
resolution of the Council on 24 May 2017 relating to
the listing of Anakie Youang on the Victorian
Aboriginal Heritage Register. I have also received the
following letter from the Attorney-General:
I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 24 May 2017,
seeking the production of certain documents relating to the
listing of Anakie Youang on the Victorian Aboriginal
Heritage Register.
As the Council is aware, the order arises in the context of the
Secretary of the Department of Premier and Cabinet
reconsidering whether Anakie Youang is an Aboriginal place
that requires its retention on the Victorian Aboriginal Heritage
Register.
Response to the Council’s order for production
The government has identified 122 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
of 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.
In final satisfaction of the Council’s order, the government
has determined to produce 71 documents in full and two
documents in part, which are enclosed.
Accordingly, the government, on behalf of the Crown, makes
a claim of executive privilege in relation to parts of two
documents, and to 49 documents in full, on the basis that their
disclosure would be contrary to the public interest on one or
more of the bases described in my letters of 14 April 2015
and 29 April 2016.
In compliance with standing orders 11.02(3) and 11.03(1)(a),
the attached schedules refer to the documents that are
produced in full and in respect of which a claim of executive
privilege is made.
Reconsideration of whether Anakie Youang is an
Aboriginal place
I have also been advised by the Department of Premier and
Cabinet that, on 16 August 2017, a delegate of the secretary
of the department reconsidered the earlier registration of
Anakie Youang, including whether Anakie Youang was an
Aboriginal place.
The delegate determined that Anakie Youang is an Aboriginal
place as it is a place of spiritual, contemporary and
anthropological significance to Aboriginal people including,
but not limited to, Wadawurrung people. On the basis of that
determination, the Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006 required the
secretary to retain the listing of Anakie Youang in the
Victorian Aboriginal Heritage Register. I understand that the
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reasons for the delegate’s decision were recently provided to
the Wathaurung Aboriginal Corporation (being the relevant
registered Aboriginal party for the area including Anakie
Youang) as well as representatives of Aerolite Quarries Pty
Ltd and Delacom Pty Ltd (being the entities responsible for
an operating quarry on land forming part of Anakie Youang).
To assist the Council’s consideration of these matters, the
government has determined to produce a copy of the
delegate’s reasons for retaining Anakie Youang on the
register. To ensure that matters of particular sensitivity to
Aboriginal people and traditional owner groups are not
revealed, certain Aboriginal cultural heritage information has
been redacted from that document. Nevertheless, the
document outlines the evidentiary basis and rationale for the
delegate’s decision, and the process that was followed and
context in which the redetermination proceeded.
In addition, 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.

ECONOMIC, EDUCATION, JOBS AND
SKILLS COMMITTEE
Reporting date
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — By leave,
I move:
That the resolution of the Council of 14 September 2016
requiring the Economic, Education, Jobs and Skills
Committee to inquire into and report by 1 October 2017 on
fuel prices in regional Victoria be amended so as to now
require the committee to present its report by 31 March 2018.

Motion agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
General business
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — By
leave, I move:
That precedence be given to the following general business
today, Wednesday, 6 September 2017:
(1) notice of motion 455 standing in the name of Mr Davis
in relation to the production of certain documents
relating to the Pride Centre business case;
(2) order of the day 3, resumption of debate on the Game
Management Authority Amendment Bill 2017;
(3) order of the day 1, resumption of debate on the Major
Sporting Events Amendment (AFL Grand Final Tickets)
Bill 2017;
(4) notice of motion 441 standing in the name of Mr Davis
in relation to increased crime in Stonnington;
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(5) notice of motion 456 standing in the name of
Mrs Peulich in relation to the retention of Australia Day
celebrations on 26 January; and
(6) order of the day 30, consideration of minister’s answers
to a question without notice and a supplementary
question in relation to 500 Startups.

Motion agreed to.

FAMILY AND COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
Reporting date
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — By leave, I move:
That the resolutions of the Council of 16 September 2015 and
12 April 2016 requiring the Family and Community
Development Committee to inquire into and report by
8 December 2017 on perinatal services be amended so as to
now require the committee to present its report by
31 March 2018.

Motion agreed to.

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Shepparton Art Museum
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
would like to update the house on a significant
milestone that has been achieved for the Shepparton Art
Museum project, and I know this is of great interest to a
number of members in this chamber. Back in March
2016 it was my great pleasure to announce a
$10 million funding grant from the Regional Jobs and
Infrastructure Fund towards the Shepparton Art
Museum project. This $34.5 million project, co-funded
with the commonwealth government and Greater
Shepparton City Council, will see the old Shepparton
Art Museum relocated to the more prominent and
accessible location of Victoria Park Lake.
This is a very exciting project. The redevelopment will
deliver a new art museum with increased capacity to
showcase its unique ceramics, Indigenous and
multicultural collections to Victorian, interstate and
international visitors. Over the construction phase the
project will inject $34.5 million into the local economy
and create 72 direct and 109 indirect jobs. Once
operational the museum will increase visitor spending
in the region by $6.25 million per annum and provide
23 direct jobs by the 10th year.
Minister for Planning Richard Wynne has today
announced approvals for amendment of the Greater
Shepparton planning scheme to fast-track the
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redevelopment of the Shepparton Art Museum, and the
new location by Victoria Park Lake I think is going to
be transformative for Shepparton. I would encourage
members to look at the designs that are available on the
project website because I think it will create a
wonderful connection between the centre of town and
the lake. This decision by Minister Wynne is a great
step forward in the delivery of this project.
The museum is already one of Shepparton’s leading
attractions, and the government is working to
strengthen Shepparton as a cultural destination, creating
more local jobs, boosting visitor numbers and attracting
business investment and consumer spending in the
region’s retail, hospitality and accommodation sectors.
It will also encourage budding local artists, with a new
space for work and professional development
opportunities and workshops.

Child protection
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I rise to update the house on how the
Andrews Labor government is recruiting more child
protection practitioners to protect Victorian children
from abuse and neglect. The 2017–18 Andrews Labor
government budget funded 450 new child protection
practitioner positions, and already more than
100 positions have been filled as part of the
department’s ongoing recruitment campaign. This is the
greatest ever expansion of our child protection
workforce. There has been an increase of almost 20 per
cent in the number of child protection practitioners
during our term of government, and there are now more
than 1600 practitioners working with vulnerable
children and young people across the state.
There can be no greater responsibility, no greater
calling, than to create better, happy, more productive
lives for Victoria’s children. Dedicated child protection
practitioners play an incredibly important role in our
community. Not only do they intervene to care for
children and young people but they also work closely
with families and carers to ensure a nurturing
environment is provided. Being a child protection
practitioner is challenging but also tremendously
rewarding work.
On Monday, the first day of National Child Protection
Week, I met with social work students at RMIT
University to encourage them to consider a rewarding
career in child protection, and whilst there I announced
that we will be doubling the number of places in our
vacation employment program from 40 to 80 places.
The vacation employment program gives students paid
real experience and knowledge in our child protection
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workforce and has led to ongoing roles for many of
them.
Our $1.9 billion investment in ending family violence
and our many reforms across the social services sector
mean that many more career pathways have opened up
to those studying community services disciplines. Our
government’s reforms present many new opportunities
for young people and those seeking a career change
who are inspired to protect and support the most
vulnerable in our community.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Electorate office budgets
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Another day and another Labor rorting allegation. More
corruption from the Labor Party — it is just what we
expect from Daniel Andrews and this Labor
government. This is becoming a habit. The Labor Party
are absolutely addicted — they are addicted to using
taxpayer money to feather their own nests.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order!
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Time and time again we
have had the red shirts prior to elections working out of
electorate offices where the member did not even know
who they were and was signing forms blankly. They
fought all the way to the High Court to stop the
investigation into those red shirts. Well, the fact is that
$400 000 later it is being investigated and the truth will
come out.
We have had the former Speaker and the former
Deputy Speaker rorting their second residence
allowance, living miles away from their electorates.
Now we have the purchasing of memberships and the
stacking of branches on the back of false printing
invoices from the Labor Party. So the key question is:
what does Daniel Andrews know and who is it in the
Labor Party that is stealing from taxpayers — taking
taxpayers money?
Clearly Daniel Andrews is complicit in this. He led the
use of the red shirts and he condoned those two
members living miles and miles from their electorates,
and now we have this oversight of rorting and stealing
taxpayer dollars. Labor is an absolute disgrace, and
Victorians know that.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! Can I just remind members of what the
President said earlier in relation to this matter. When
Ms Woolridge was making a contribution I did call
order a number of times asking for other members to
actually keep it quiet. So I ask those on the other side as
well to do the same thing and be courteous about it.

Hon. Fiona Richardson, MP
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Seeing as it
is the first time that I have spoken this week I want to
add my condolences to Fiona Richardson’s family, in
particular to her children. Knowing firsthand what it is
like to lose a parent at a young age I know it is an awful
thing, and there are no words other than that our hearts
genuinely all go out to them.

Walk the Walk for the Homeless
Mr LEANE — On another matter — and it is
something that Minister Richardson would have
supported as well — on Friday morning Major Brendan
Nottle from the Salvation Army will start a walk up to
Canberra in a call for a national approach to
homelessness, which has only got to be a good thing.
We all should get behind Brendan Nottle. He is a great
man and a great Melburnian, and no-one understands
homelessness issues probably as well as he does, so we
should all follow him on the way up, support his call
and do whatever we can to raise awareness of what he
is attempting to do.

Bandari Project
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise today to recognise a wonderful
community project between my home town of Port
Fairy and a small village in Tanzania. Volunteers
organised by Seif Sakate, from Tanzania, and his wife,
Catherine Ryan, from Port Fairy, go over twice a year
to work in Seif’s village in Tanzania. The project is
called the Bandari Project and was founded in 2014 by
Seif and Catherine. The name Bandari means port in
Swahili, and this made the connection with Port Fairy.
The Bandari Project is a not-for-profit organisation that
aims to provide a quality education to disadvantaged
children in the village where Seif was born and raised.
The main focus is to recruit children who come from
poor families that cannot afford a good education and
offer a safe and engaging learning experience. So far a
kindergarten, a second classroom, a toilet block, a
chook shed, a vegetable plot with water tank, a
playground and a slab for a third building have been
built.
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In times when we see charities syphoning off most of
the money donated to them, this grassroots project in
Tanzania gives us pride in our charitable community.
Well done, Seif and Catherine.

Electorate office budgets
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — After perusing
the front page of today’s Herald Sun Victorians are
entitled to ask, ‘Just how corrupt is the Andrews
government?’. After the great red shirt rort of 2014 and
the subsequent rorting of taxpayers money to stop the
Ombudsman investigating its corruption, Victorians
have a right to know if their government is comprised
largely of crooks.
I challenge each and every member of the government
in this house to seek leave to stand to publicly deny that
they are one of the corrupt Labor MPs referred to in
today’s Herald Sun. Victorians have a right to know if
these allegations are true. If so, they want to know who
the crooked MPs are.
These allegations — from within the ALP, I might
add — are of shysterism of the highest order. This is
theft, pure and simple. Victorians are entitled to know
who the thieves are — who the charlatans are — who
have pirated taxpayers money for their own corrupt
purposes. Here is an opportunity for members opposite
to clear their names once and for all. They should stand
up and declare their innocence — if they can.
Victorians deserve an honest, truthful government, not
the corrupt, crooked rabble that we have now. We in
the west thought the corruption of the Brimbank
council was bad, but it is now clear that that was only
the beginning. Labor, thy name is corruption.

Melbourne Firefighter Stair Climb
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — On
Saturday I had the privilege of attending the Melbourne
Firefighter Stair Climb. Career and volunteer
firefighters from all around the country, New Zealand
and the US remarkably ran up 28 flights of stairs in
turnout gear with their breathing apparatus, which
amounts to about 25 kilos. Apparently the average time
is about 4 minutes. I think I am pretty good if I get from
my office into the chamber in the 3 minutes while the
bells are ringing, let alone with that amount of stress.
This year the Firefighters Charity Fund Melbourne is
aiming to raise $500 000 for Lifeline and the Black
Dog Institute to improve support services, fund
research and remove the stigma and raise awareness of
mental illness.
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Damien Burke Memorial Mildura to
Melbourne Relay Run
Ms HARTLAND — The other thing that happened
on the same day was the Damien Burke Memorial
Mildura to Melbourne Relay Run. This was to highlight
the fact that emergency services workers come under
enormous stress, suffer badly from post-traumatic stress
disorder and are at high risk of suicide. A group of
firefighters, police officers and other emergency
services workers ran from Mildura to Melbourne to
highlight the issues and to continue to raise money. It
was quite a remarkable effort, and I admire all the work
that career and volunteer firefighters do for us across
the state.

Electorate office budgets
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — The
revelations in today’s Herald Sun have uncovered yet
another Labor rort. We have had the red shirts using
taxpayers money to campaign for the Labor Party and
then the government spending hundreds of thousands of
dollars trying to cover it up. They have fought tooth and
nail and have lost multiple court cases in trying to cover
up their disgraceful stealing of taxpayers money. We
have had the Speaker and the Deputy Speaker rorting
the second residence allowance, claiming money so that
they could live at the seaside. This government is rotten
to the core, and this has now been exposed for all to
see.
Each Labor MP opposite must declare if it is they who
are rorting taxpayers money to branch stack. Each
Labor MP must also declare if they are aware of which
of their colleagues are responsible for this disgraceful
rorting. Taxpayers money being used by Labor Party
powerbrokers to pay for ALP memberships is nothing
short of disgraceful and exposes the corrupt core of this
government. Daniel Andrews must say who in the
Labor Party is responsible for stealing taxpayers
money — who are the crooks, the thieves, the
charlatans and the pilferers.

Rumbalara Elders Facility
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) — I rise to speak of
my visit to Shepparton last week where I was lucky
enough to visit the Rumbalara Elders Facility.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! Mr Morris, the President made a comment
earlier this morning and I have repeated the same
comment. You pointed to Mr Gepp. I think you had no
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right to, and I ask you to withdraw your question,
saying, ‘Is it you, Mr Gepp?’.
Mr Morris — I withdraw.
Mr GEPP — The detailed thought that has gone
into the Rumbalara Elders Facility has even gone down
to the shape of the building. It is shaped like a turtle. At
my visit I met Uncle Ron Thompson, a proud Noongar
man and a keen artist. Uncle Ron presented me with a
painting for my office wall. We enjoyed a great chat,
and I would like to thank him for his generosity and
wish his Kangaroos a better year next year.

Shepparton Aboriginal street art
Mr GEPP — While in Shepparton I also visited the
first stage of the Aboriginal street art project. The Yorta
Yorta Nation Aboriginal Corporation, the Rumbalara
Aboriginal Co-operative and local families were
consulted, and it was decided that the first two portraits
would be of William Cooper and Sir Doug Nicholls.
The families were present, and it was indeed an honour
to meet Uncle Lance James, a descendant of William
Cooper, and Uncle Robert Nicholls, who is a
descendant of Sir Doug Nicholls. Congratulations to
local artist Adnate on these magnificent portraits of
proud, strong Aboriginal people.

Electorate office budgets
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) — Every
day in the media we hear about the latest crime spree
that is going on in Victoria, whether that is home
invasions or carjackings. Today it is a different type of
crime spree that we are hearing about. It is the Labor
Party rorting their printing allowances to get cash to pay
for memberships ahead of the preselection round that
the Labor Party is undertaking. It is no wonder this
government is soft on crime. They want to make sure
that everyone is nice and soft so they can do whatever
they want — to take money from the public purse, from
the taxpayer, at every opportunity. Whether it is the red
shirt brigade, the dogs and the chauffeur scandal or the
second home allowance scandal, there is no end to what
this government will do at any time on the taxpayers
money. The sooner Labor Party members come clean
and profess their innocence the better for everyone,
because this stinks right to the core of the Labor Party.

Equal Love rally
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — On
26 August I was heartwarmed and very excited to
attend the Equal Love marriage equality rally and mass
illegal wedding in Melbourne. I have attended these
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rallies and illegal weddings since they first started
following the change of the Marriage Act 1961 by the
Howard government in 2004. It was just fantastic to see
tens of thousands of people pack out the streets of
Melbourne. You could not see the start or the end of the
rally as it progressed down La Trobe Street, down
Elizabeth Street, up Bourke Street and back into
Swanston Street. It is so heartwarming to see people
from all walks of life and all age groups turning out on
the streets of Melbourne in support of the ‘Yes’
campaign, even though of course I am of the view that
we should not be spending hundreds of millions of
dollars on a postal survey. I know this is before the
High Court now, and it will be interesting to see what
the result of that challenge to it will be, but the message
that was sent by the rally on 26 August was one of mass
support for the ‘Yes’ campaign from the people of
Melbourne. I thank Australian Marriage Equality and
Equal Love for their work on this issue over the past
decade.

Electorate office budgets
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I too,
like my colleagues and most Victorians, was absolutely
horrified to read the front page of the Herald Sun today,
which reveals more rorting by this Labor government.
It is incredible to think that we have got rorting going
on to the extent that is reported in today’s paper where
there are whistleblowers that have come out saying
hundreds of thousands of taxpayers dollars have been
siphoned from MPs’ printing budgets to pay for party
memberships.
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Voluntary assisted dying
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I rise today to bring to the attention of
the house a letter co-signed by 101 Victorian
oncologists — that is, 101 Victorian cancer
specialists — who are urging this Parliament to vote
against the proposed assisted dying legislation. Among
the most notable signatories is Professor John Zalcberg,
OAM, who was the director of the Peter MacCallum
Cancer Centre for 17 years and is now Professor of
Cancer Research at Monash University. The letter
includes signatories from every major city hospital and
every regional area across the state, including Geelong,
Ballarat, Bendigo, Warrnambool, Shepparton and
Traralgon. Around 30 signatories are from Peter Mac
and 25 are from Monash, and around 20 are professors
or associate professors.
The letter highlights how assisted suicide is in conflict
with basic ethical principles and the integrity of medical
practice, and how there is no safe system possible that
can protect vulnerable populations. The signatories call
for improved funding for palliative care services, which
is currently around $65 million per year behind what it
needs to be in order to ensure dying Victorians are
adequately cared for in their homes with adequate
supports for both them and their families. We would be
wise to listen to their message, which is crystal clear:
there is no safe system for assisted suicide and the
Victorian Parliament should reject the proposal being
put before it.

Goulburn Valley Health
This is not the first time that whistleblowers have gone
to town on their own party. We have had
whistleblowers tell us that members rorted the
entitlements by providing electorate officers to the ALP
in the red shirts campaign in 2014. While I am on 2014
I will come to another rorter, the former corrections
minister, who said back in 2014, and I quote:
It is central to the public’s faith that their taxpayer dollars are
spent for the good of the public and not for the good of
politicians, or their mates and friends.

What a load of hypocritical MPs are these government
members! They continue to rort. If it is not Ted and
Patch in the chauffeur-driven car or the second
residence allowance, it is this Premier, who continues to
protect his MPs. As one government minister said, ‘The
fish rots from the head’. Well, Premier, you have got a
hell of a stink going on in your party and in this
government, and it is not good for the Victorian
taxpayer or democracy.

Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — In June this
year the Shepparton News broke the news of paediatric
beds at Goulburn Valley Health being reduced from
12 to eight beds. This information came from a health
insider within GV Health and was confirmed by Sandy
Chamberlain, the redevelopment director. Naturally this
caused great concern in our community and prompted
both Suzanna Sheed in the Assembly and me to ask
questions of the Minister for Health in Parliament. The
questioning resulted in a backflip from the minister and
a commitment to retain 12 paediatric beds in the
children’s ward. Following the minister’s commitment
constituents raised further concern with me that the
funding of the four extra beds in the children’s ward
might result in reduced bed capacity in another area of
the hospital. I sought further clarification from the
minister.
However, the health minister’s reply to my question
shows the contempt she holds for the Shepparton
community, with the minister responding by accusing
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those who raised this concern of political
pointscoring — an appalling accusation in relation to
concerned Shepparton residents who were just asking a
question. But this is the modus operandi of this
minister, attempting to make herself out to be the
goddess of health provision by throwing a small bone
towards a hospital redevelopment that ignores the
urgent need for radiotherapy, a helipad, better mental
health services and specialist consulting suites at GV
Health. And when the community ask a simple question
the minister uses the opportunity to attack them. What a
disgrace she is — an utter disgrace. Rest assured,
Minister, despite your snide comments the community
knows that I proudly support GV Health and the
provision of quality health services in my community.
It is a pity the same cannot be said about the minister.

Mid Valley shopping centre, Morwell
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — Last week I spoke
with Latrobe Valley shop assistants, managers and
business owners about their perspective of law and
order, in particular at Mid Valley shopping centre in
Morwell. A common theme was that even though they
think that our police do a tremendous job under trying
circumstances, many staff are concerned about their
own personal safety and the increase in petty theft.
Many were concerned about exiting the centre and
walking to the car park at the end of the day. For safety
reasons staff have been advised to hold their car keys
like a weapon for self-protection. They have been
advised not to wear their name badges outside. I was
told that the bus stop area is extremely unsafe. One
shop assistant is contemplating leaving her job; she is
too scared to go to work. Others refuse to work the late
shift.
Some highlighted the recent closure of Hazelwood as a
factor and others commented that shops within the
centre are starting to close down due to a lack of safety.
Positive solutions include the use of CCTV cameras
and the need for an additional police presence in
shopping centres to act as a deterrent to would-be
hoodlums. For decades Mid Valley has been a
wonderful place to shop in a relaxed and comfortable
atmosphere, a place in which I have spent many hours
over the years. The Andrews Labor government needs
to provide adequate police resources to tackle crime in
our regions, to enable shop assistants and business
owners to get on and do what they do best in our rural
communities — that is, serving their customers in
safety.
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Electorate office budgets
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Labor red shirt rorts, rorting of the second residence
allowance, rorting of ministerial chauffeurs and now
rorting of parliamentary printing budgets — secret
business kickbacks to unions — demonstrates that
corruption is deep in Labor’s DNA, and the Premier,
Daniel Andrews, is running a crooked outfit and needs
to come clean and have a cleanout.

Lamb advertising campaign
Mrs PEULICH — On another matter, Meat &
Livestock Australia has released a creative TV advert to
promote the consumption of lamb, but it has regrettably
caused offence to many in the Hindu community by
inaccurately associating Lord Ganesha, a Hindu god,
with the consumption of meat and wine. There is
always cause for concern when religions, religious
practices or people’s values and views are unfairly or
inaccurately depicted. In this instance I would like to
see the Victorian Multicultural Commission take a lead
by engaging with the meat and livestock association to
see if these matters can be resolved without further
grief.

Barcelona terrorist attack
Mrs PEULICH — On another matter, I would like
to place on the record the condolences of the coalition
in relation to the Barcelona terrorist attack, which
occurred on 17 August. Some time has passed;
however, 15 people are dead and hundreds are injured,
and I would like to commend the Spanish community
both here and abroad for the shows of unity, including a
march through Barcelona that focused on unity and on
not caving in to terrorism. Of course we extend our
sympathy to all of those who lost loved ones, suffered
injury or simply were moved by this deplorable act of
terrorism.

Member conduct
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — Today the
Herald Sun reports that hundreds of thousands of
taxpayer dollars had been siphoned from the electoral
printing budgets of Labor MPs to pay for party
memberships, and the whistleblowers are from their
own party. Talk about mangy dogs circling a dying
carcass. This is fraud at its worst. This is another
example of the corrupt rorting that continues unabated
by Labor MPs in the misuse of their electoral
entitlements. Labor ministers have fallen by the
wayside as the rorting and misuse of taxpayer dollar
entitlements seeps into the DNA of the Labor Party,
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aided and abetted by the Premier. What I want to know
and what the taxpayer wants to know is: who are the
rorters? Who are the branch stackers? Who are the
factional warlords masquerading as MPs, and who are
those in the red shirt brigade using the office of MPs as
electorate officers? In essence they are just red army
campaign workers.
The Andrews government has tried to intervene in the
Ombudsman’s investigation into this corruption but has
failed, and thankfully so. This corruption and rorting
will reach a crescendo as factions line up for Labor
preselections, and the stinking, rotting sideshow will
bare its corrupt soul for all of us to see.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
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coalition traditionally likes to see things on a sound
financial footing, and that is so in this case in particular.
I hasten to add that the state government has, as the first
point of the motion makes clear, a longstanding — it
says — ‘commitment to openness and transparency’
and to providing full business cases. I could cite many
quotes.
Daniel Andrews said on 21 August 2013:
Let us run through a few … deficiencies in this project. As I
have said, there is no business case … There is no business
case other than a short form business case … There is no
business case …

Tim Pallas, then shadow Treasurer, said in May 2014:
There is no business case and no justification … nothing to
progress its design.

He said there was no:
That this house —
(1) notes the Andrews government’s stated commitment to
openness and transparency, in particular its stated
commitment to provide full business cases for important
government projects;
(2) expresses disappointment that the Minister for Equality,
Martin Foley, refused to provide the Pride Centre
business case at the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearing held on Wednesday, 31 May 2017,
despite a request for the business case to be provided;
(3) in accordance with standing order 11.01, requires the
Leader of the Government to table in the Council by
12 noon on Thursday, 21 September 2017 —
(a) a copy of the full business case prepared for the
Pride Centre;
(b) copies of all agendas and minutes of meetings for
any advisory committees, the minister,
departmental officials or the Victorian
commissioner for gender and sexuality that
considered, examined or discussed the Pride Centre
and any consultancies, advices or studies that were
obtained for, or formed part of, any
decision-making or discussion concerning the
Pride Centre;
and any response should conform with standing
orders 11.02(3) and 11.03(1)(a).

This is an important motion, and I make the point from
the start that the opposition supports the Pride Centre
and sees it as an important signal to the community and
also as a significant economic opportunity because it
can add to tourism and it can add to the sense of pride
and outcome for the LGBTI community. That is
precisely why we are bringing this motion today. We
see having the Pride Centre on a sound financial footing
as an important outcome for the longer term. The

… process for public consultation, no possibility of
construction starting in 2016 …

Then he went on to talk about the need for business
cases. Well, there is a need to have things on a sound
financial footing. In this instance there is a business
case, but because of the community involvement I think
there is a very good argument for those large donor
organisations to have full access to that business case
and to see that business case and for the LGBTI
community and the broader community to see the basis
and the soundness of the business case, to see any
strengths and weaknesses in it. I believe it is very much
in the public interest that that business case is made
public.
I will give one example. The Victorian AIDS Council is
the largest of the organisations that will be assisting in
this particularly important Pride Centre. It is an
organisation that has over many years, through good,
prudent financial management and particularly through
its fundraising activities over decades, amassed a
significant nest egg which puts it and a number of its
activities on a very firm footing and which enables it to
act independently from government in the interests of
the broader community. Organisations of that type that
are putting money into this centre have a legitimate
right to see the details of the business case and actually
understand that the money that is being put in through
their hard work at a community level is secure and that
it is getting the very best possible outcomes for the
community. So it is from a positive position that I seek
that business case to come into the public domain
through this documents motion.
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Point (2) in my motion makes the point that the
Minister for Equality, Martin Foley, did refuse at a
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC)
hearing to provide the business case. The Hansard
transcript of that PAEC hearing on 31 May shows a
series of questions put to Minister Foley by the
opposition members and a refusal to provide an
admission, first, that there is a business case — this is
not something that is in doubt — and a flat refusal to
provide that business case.
I note the involvement of Development Victoria in this
project. Development Victoria will have looked at the
financials of much of this and how a good financial and
community outcome can be achieved. That material
should also, pursuant to point 3(b) of my motion, be in
the public domain. I believe the work of the advisory
committees, Development Victoria and others around
the Pride Centre ought to be in the public domain and
we ought to see the viability of these points.
It is not my intention today to make a long contribution
on this motion. I hasten to add that there has been some
public comment, and I draw the attention of the
chamber to an article by Rebecca Urban in the
Australian of 9 August which pointed to concerns held
by Transgender Victoria executive director Sally
Goldner and comments she made about the ‘Victorian
corporate gay and lesbian centre’, as she called it.
Again it is important that all members of the LGBTI
community are able to have confidence.
I note Jude Munro’s comments about some of the to
and fro that has occurred on a number of these points,
and I take them in good faith. But again transparency
would be the best outcome here. The best outcome
would be to have these financial matters, particularly
that business case, in the public domain so that the large
donations and the support that will come from
community organisations can be tested against the
financial process that is involved here.
I think it is a reasonable motion. It is in the public
interest for these documents to be available. It is in the
interests of the LGBTI community, in my view. It is in
the interests of the Victorian taxpayer. I think a better
and stronger Pride Centre will result from these
documents being in the public domain, pursuant to this
motion.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — In
responding to Mr Davis on behalf of the government in
respect of his motion, I say that government members
will not oppose his call for documents. It is a position
that the Labor Party has taken, at least since I have been
in this house: whether we are in government or in
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opposition, we support calls for paperwork, but we do
respect the view that whether or not we are in
government, governments have the right to hold back
some documents that are commercial in confidence or
have cabinet privilege. That has been the consistent
position of the Labor Party, no matter which side of the
chamber it has occupied. But the inconsistency of the
Liberal-National parties has been glaring in my time
here. When Mr David Davis was the Leader of the
Government in this house he denied this chamber
hundreds and hundreds of documents. I think if there
was a —
Mr Davis — Not a single document.
Mr LEANE — Mr Davis says that not a single
document was withheld from this chamber. That is an
amazing statement from Mr Davis. A number of us
were here in the last term of government, and we saw
that the rule for the previous coalition government was
the 21-19 rule. There were 21 government MLCs out of
40, and that rule was applied in all aspects of
transparency. I can remember instances when there
were calls for documents around the east–west link
business case and a 12-page glossy brochure was
produced. If you did not count the covers and the
full-page pictures of trams and other items that had
nothing to do with a road tunnel, there was very little
detail in what was described as a ‘short-form business
case’.
There were also many, many occasions on which the
previous coalition government refused to hand over
paperwork to the chamber. The 21-19 rule meant that
there were no consequences to that. If there had not
been that rule and if the rule of thumb that has been
used in this term of government had been applied at the
time, Mr Davis, as the Leader of the Government,
would have been suspended from this house at every
sitting. He would never have been here if the rule that is
being applied in this term of government had been
applied in the previous term of government. He would
have been kicked out of this chamber every week.
It is a bit rich for Mr Davis to give us a preamble
around transparency with a call for documents. When
he had the opportunity to hand over government
documents, he basically did not.
Mr Gepp interjected.
Mr LEANE — Mr Gepp, his record was amazingly
bad. His strike rate was awful. As I said, it is a bit rich
for us to get a preamble from Mr Davis about
transparency. This government has handed over more
documents to both chambers than any other
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government previously. We stand on our record. We
have a proud record on transparency to this chamber
and also to the people of Victoria.
Mr Davis’s motion is calling for documents around the
Andrews government’s Pride Centre. I am very
pleased — I am actually going to compliment Mr Davis
after being quite uncomplimentary to start with — that
Mr Davis made it clear that he personally supports this
centre. I know Mr Davis has a track record around
equality. As I said, I have been in this chamber for a
long time and I have witnessed that. He has a track
record around supporting equality and speaking against
prejudice, so I will give him credit for that. I am also
glad that Mr Matthew Guy himself on Joy FM in recent
months provided his support for the Andrews
government’s Pride Centre. I am pleased that this is an
opportunity for there to be bipartisan support, as
indicated, for the establishment of the Pride Centre.
This centre will house advisory, health and supportive
services and feature community spaces to provide a
safe environment and to showcase LGBTI culture and
history. Any way we can break down any form of
prejudice against people for, as I see it, a part of their
make-up as a human being, something they are born
with, I think is a good thing. The centre will also serve
as a hub for LGBTI groups and organisations. They
will be able to share resources, share ideas and do
further work in supporting equality, diversity and
inclusion across the state. That is another great thing
and something that we should all be supportive of, and I
am glad that we are all supportive of it.
In March this year Minister Foley, the Minister for
Equality, announced that the Victorian Pride Centre
will be built in Fitzroy Street in St Kilda. The
investment from the Andrews Labor government to
develop the Pride Centre will be $15 million, and also
additional funds have been leveraged out. I want to
acknowledge and show appreciation to the City of Port
Phillip, which is contributing the land for the Pride
Centre at 77 Fitzroy Street. That is a very generous
contribution, as that land is valued at over $12 million,
and it shows that particular council’s commitment to
equality and to facilitating opportunities to advance
pride in their community, in particular among young
people in their community, to help break down
prejudice and the effects that prejudice has on the
mental health of those people.
Negotiations between the Victorian Pride Centre board
and the Victorian AIDS Council on potential
investment in the Pride Centre is well advanced, and
obviously that is a fantastic thing. This being a central
hub, the Victorian AIDS Council would be a very
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important stakeholder in it, so we welcome those
ongoing discussions. Hopefully they will come to
fruition in the near future. The Pride Centre is going to
be built with an aim to sustain itself — to meet its
operation costs through revenue from sources including
car parking, rent from retail tenants and the leasing of
event spaces. I think that is a fantastic way to go
forward, and I am sure they will be able to work in a
way that will be self-sustaining.
The Victorian Pride Centre (VPC) Limited is an
independent and not-for-profit company that has been
established to develop and operate the Pride Centre in
partnership with the two levels of government involved,
those being the council and obviously the Andrews
state government. The board will be chaired by Jude
Munro and comprise a team of high-calibre directors
who come with a wealth of knowledge and experience
to bring this centre to fruition. The next steps will be to
conduct site assessments, develop and finalise building
designs and work with the local council on planning
permits. In time the Pride Centre will have a virtual
presence to ensure that everyone who may be isolated
by distance or socially has a better chance to engage
with the centre. Outreach in all centres that are
developed in this area need to be established with, as I
said, the opportunity for people who may not be able to
physically be at the centre to access their services and
advice online.
As I said, I think it is a really fantastic thing that we do
have support across the chamber for this centre, and we
should continue in that vein, I hope, well into the future.
When these places are established there is always room
for improvement, there is always room to increase
services as times and attitudes change, and I hope that
into the future there is support across the chamber for
that. Mr Davis did touch on some consultation issues,
as he sees them, but consultation with the LGBTI
community has underpinned the development of the
Pride Centre and will continue way into the future. The
LGBTI community consultations included a
community survey in February last year. A workshop
was run in November last year by a number of
consultants and with the VPC Limited board. The
workshop involved over 50 organisations, so I think we
accept the importance of consultation and we accept
that the people who will be involved and have
ownership of this centre are the linchpins of what is
actually going to be developed there. Obviously
consultation with the St Kilda community and local
traders will occur as part of the planning process. I am
sure the Pride Centre will be looked upon as a
cornerstone for revitalising Fitzroy Street.
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Getting back to some of the reasons why the Pride
Centre is very important, LGBTI Australians are at risk
of suffering from a range of mental health problems,
including depression and anxiety, which can lead to
suicide. The rate of suicide attempts for same-sex
attracted Australians is up to 14 times higher than their
heterosexual peers, which is a sad thing and something
that needs to be highlighted. Work needs to be done in
this area.
I am confident that the community will come on board
with centres like the Pride Centre and that there will be
a change of mindset in the world we live in which
stresses that people are born with their sexuality in the
same way they are born with their nose size or their
foot size. That is what makes them human beings. We
would all be outraged if there was discrimination
against people with small noses and —
Mr Barber — Red hair.
Mr LEANE — Red hair; that is a good point. I was
trying not to go there, Mr Barber, but as we are talking
about pride, I am glad that you are proud of being a
redhead — and so you should be, because we are all
born with that; that is who we are. We are all born with
different coloured hair, we are all born with different
sized feet and we are all born with a certain sexuality.
Therefore we should all be treated with respect.
Currently there is a debate around the survey for
same-sex marriage. I think same-sex marriage is going
to happen.
Mr Gepp — It should happen.
Mr LEANE — And it should happen. For future
generations it will mean nothing. When my niece
married her girlfriend a couple of years ago, they had a
ceremony in the backyard.
Mr Davis — Did she get a warning about the uncle?
Mr LEANE — None of that. Something I took
away from that occasion was that one of my brother’s
sons, who was about 10 years old and was sitting in
front of my brother and me, looked around at the end of
the ceremony with a bit of a strange look on his face
and said to his dad, ‘Okay, do we get to eat now?’. I
think that just shows that for the next generation this
will mean nothing. It might be a big deal for some
people now, but in generations to come up it will not
mean anything. I hope places like the Pride Centre can
play a small part in all of us getting to that point in the
future. As I said, the government members of
Parliament will not oppose Mr Davis’s motion.
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Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will also not oppose the motion put forward by
Mr Davis today. The motion starts out by asking that
the house:
notes the Andrews government’s stated commitment to
openness and transparency, in particular its stated
commitment to provide for business cases for important
government projects.

I agree that the Andrews government has made a point
of saying on many occasions that it is and it will
continue to be open and transparent, though I do not
know that that has necessarily been the case. There are
a lot of documents that have been called for that have
not been produced — for example, there is secrecy
surrounding the West Gate tunnel. I could name a large
number of projects for which there has not been full
openness and transparency. The Greens always call for
openness and transparency in any expenditure of
taxpayers money.
Having said that, on this particular issue of the
establishment of the Pride Centre, which the Greens
fully support, I would say that the government has been
reasonably open and transparent. It has engaged in a lot
of consultation with LGBTIQ groups with regard to the
location and functions of the Pride Centre. It has been
open to the public about the fact that it is putting up
$15 million to help establish the Pride Centre and that it
will then operate into the future without government
funding. I think that is all fairly well known.
The second part of Mr Davis’s motion expresses
disappointment that the Minister for Equality, Martin
Foley, refused to provide the Pride Centre business case
at a Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearing.
I feel the minister could have provided that business
case at the hearing. If he could not provide the business
case at the actual time of the hearing, he certainly could
have provided it to the committee at a later date.
The motion also calls for a copy of the business case
prepared for the Pride Centre and copies of all agendas
and minutes of meetings for any advisory committees
that were part of the decision-making or discussions
concerning the Pride Centre. The Greens will not
oppose that. I am not sure that the level of detail that
those documents would go into would shed a lot more
light on what is already public or what will be in the
business case. Nevertheless, we will not oppose the call
for that detail.
As I mentioned, the Greens are very supportive of the
establishment of a Victorian Pride Centre. This is
something that has been called for by LGBTIQ
organisations over a number of years, in particular in
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the lead-up to the last state election when the Greens
fully supported calls for the establishment of a facility
or centre where different organisations could be
co-located and could work together in.
It has been a longstanding Greens policy for such a
centre to be established in Victoria or in Melbourne.
One of the groups that I understand will be major
tenants of the Victorian Pride Centre will be the
Victorian AIDS Council. Mr Davis mentioned they will
be the major tenant, and I think they are contributing up
to $10 million to the establishment of the Pride Centre.
The major tenants will also include Switchboard, Joy
FM, the Melbourne Queer Film Festival, Minus18, the
Australian Lesbian and Gay Archives and the
Midsumma Festival. There are also 60 smaller
organisations that are being consulted with regard to
whether they would like to be involved in the Pride
Centre to utilise space for such things as hot-desking,
musical and arts practices, training, counselling and
storage. There is also hope that the Pride Centre will
include a cafe, a car park and a function space on the
site and that these would be ways of cross-subsidising
it, because it will need to be fully self-sustaining.
The Pride Centre will be relocated at 79–81 Fitzroy
Street, which is the old Monroes restaurant. I know the
site well. I have been to Monroes restaurant many times
in the past, and it is a great site for the Pride Centre in
the heart of St Kilda. Congratulations to the City of Port
Phillip for donating the land. They have done that on
the basis that it will be used by the Pride Centre for the
next 20 years. It is a great place for the Pride Centre to
be. Of course the annual gay and lesbian Pride March is
held in St Kilda at the end of January or early February
every year as part of the Midsumma Festival. At the
moment the City of Port Phillip’s council building on
the corner of Brighton Road and Carlisle Street,
St Kilda, is lit up in rainbow colours in support of the
‘Yes’ campaign. St Kilda in the City of Port Phillip is
the natural home for the Pride Centre, and it is great to
see it there.
The Greens will not oppose the motion for the call for
documents for the business case, as we say all
documents with regard to expenditure of public money
should be available to the public.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — In
conclusion, I thank the parties for their support for this
motion. I do believe it is very positively in the public
interest and the interests of the LGBTI communities
that these documents, particularly the business case, be
in the public domain. I simply do not understand why
Minister Foley would not have agreed to have that
made available to the major groups that Ms Pennicuik
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has listed, which are major donors for this important
centre. As was pointed out by Mr Leane, it is true that I
have been a long-time supporter of the LGBTI
community, and I take this chance to put on record in
this chamber again my support for marriage equality.
I note some other comments made by Mr Leane about
document provision in the previous government. I
make the point very clearly here that we at no point
refused documents — documents were provided in
many cases, including more than were provided by the
previous Labor government. It is important to also put
on record that where documents were not provided the
Council was respectfully brought into the government’s
confidence and the fact that on a number of occasions
we asked the Council not to insist on the provision of
documents. On each and every occasion where we did
not provide documents we provided an explanation and
indicated that we believed that it was not in the public
interest and respectfully asked the Council not to insist.
On no occasion did the Council seek to insist on the
provision of those documents. That is the respectful
way in which governments should behave with the
Council and the provision of documents, and I would
contrast that with the approach of the current
government.
But in terms of this motion, which is the matter for
today, this is an important motion. It is a motion that
will see a better outcome for the community and
importantly put the Pride Centre on the strongest
financial footing into the long-term.
Motion agreed to.

GAME MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY
AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 9 August; motion of
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria).
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) —
Hunting is an important cultural and recreational
pursuit that contributes significantly to the Victorian
economy, and particularly to rural and regional
communities. While we respect the fact that many
people in the Victorian community have deeply held
and divergent views about some forms of hunting, our
government believes that hunting in Victoria should
remain a safe, responsible and sustainable recreation.
Game hunting delivers significant social benefits and
offers the community a valuable opportunity to engage
in outdoor activities with friends and family. Hunting
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continues to grow in popularity too and does make a
significant contribution to the state’s economy. Since
2001 the total number of game hunters has increased by
around 70 per cent, from 29 500 to now over 50 000.
Of the 50 000 hunters now registered, almost 35 000
are licensed to hunt deer, 25 000 can hunt ducks and
28 000 can hunt quail. Many of the state’s hunters do
come from country Victoria, with three Gippsland
postcodes topping the list of most licences held —
Traralgon, Bairnsdale and Moe — followed by
Werribee and Wodonga.

hunting, provide better hunting opportunities and
ensure our game species do remain sustainable. The
Australian Deer Association has been supported to
coordinate its members participating in controlled culls
of invasive deer species on public land and some
private land. Funding has also been provided to the
Firearm Safety Foundation (Victoria). The foundation
educates gun owners and shooters about responsible
and safe storage, handling and usage of firearms. This
four-year plan sets out a multimillion-dollar investment
to support Victoria’s 50 000-plus game hunters.

In 2013 the former Department of Environment and
Primary Industries commissioned research by RMCG,
EconSearch and DBM Consultants into the economic
value of hunting. The total expenditure for hunting
game animals was estimated to be $282 million, and
when pest hunting by game licence holders was
included the estimate was $417 million. Forty-two per
cent of this was for off-trip expenditure items and
58 per cent was for on-trip expenditure items. Forty per
cent of this expenditure occurred in metropolitan local
government areas and 60 per cent in regional Victoria.

The plan marked a significant milestone for game
hunting in Victoria. It is the first time that such a plan
has had funding allocated by government. This is in
contrast to the initiatives of the former government. Our
plan is funded, and our plan is now being delivered. We
are providing quarterly updates to hunters through
online channels of progress on the items that are
outlined in the Sustainable Hunting Action Plan. They
are practical objectives, and they are being delivered by
my department, the Department of Environment, Land,
Water and Planning, and Parks Victoria as well as the
Game Management Authority (GMA). Hunting
opportunities are available on both public and private
land, which is why the coordination and proper
operation of these agencies is so important.

The direct gross state product impact of game hunting
by game licence holders in 2013, including the game
animal groups of deer, duck and quail, was estimated to
be $118 million with flow-on effects of $177 million,
giving a total contribution to gross state product of
$295 million. There are an estimated 1115 full-time
equivalent jobs generated directly by hunting-related
expenditure, with a further 1268 jobs stemming from
flow-on employment. When pest hunting by game
licence holders is included, the figure for the total
economic impact of all hunting efforts by
licence-holders rises to $439 million.

The changes proposed in Mr Young’s bill seek to
immediately expand the GMA’s current objectives and
functions. The bill seeks to add five new objectives in
order to expand the GMA’s current objectives. They
are to optimise the social, cultural and economic
benefits of game hunting, support the development of
recreational game hunting, support the development of
commercial game hunting, work cooperatively with
game hunting bodies and exercise its powers in any
manner it considers best achieves its objectives.

Hunting activity is concentrated in certain areas, with
the highest concentration of hunting being around
Mansfield, where hunting accounts for 2.5 per cent of
the local government area’s economy. Hunting is also
economically significant in Murrindindi and
Gannawarra. Ensuring that hunting continues to be a
safe and sustainable recreation for future generations is
a key focus for our government. In Victoria, with our
deer, quail, duck, pheasant and partridge populations,
we are considered to have fine hunting opportunities.
We understand the importance of education, awareness,
communication and compliance, and that is what our
government has been focusing on since we were
elected.

These objectives in many respects reflect the
arrangements that the government has put in place in
establishing the new Victorian Fisheries Authority, and
they are also consistent with the objectives of the
government’s Sustainable Hunting Action Plan. The
SHAP’s objectives are to promote responsible hunting,
grow hunting’s benefits, improve hunting opportunities
and ensure sustainable hunting. Sections 5 and 6 of the
Game Management Authority Act 2014 already
provide the GMA with a broad objective and function
to promote sustainability and responsibility in game
hunting in Victoria.

In the 2016–17 budget $5.33 million was set aside to
deliver the Sustainable Hunting Action Plan (SHAP).
The plan is supporting government agencies to work
with hunters to improve the promotion of responsible

The bill would expand the existing function relating to
the promotion of sustainable and responsible hunting to
specifically reference recreational and commercial
activities. While the government understands the intent
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of mirroring the Victorian Fisheries Authority, which
was established by our government this year, we
believe that the investigation of and support for
potential commercial game hunting opportunities
would be best achieved through the current and future
work of my department’s game policy unit.
Mr Young’s bill also proposes the addition of four
functions similar to those in the Victorian Fisheries
Authority Act 2016 to the GMA, including to educate
game hunters and the public about rights and
obligations in relation to game hunting; to monitor
investigate, enforce and promote compliance with the
GMA act; to provide advice to the secretary on the
development of game-related strategic policy or
legislation; and to administer grants approved by the
minister in relation to game and game hunting.
The GMA already actively promotes sustainable and
responsible game hunting. These amendments seek to
permit the GMA to support the further development of
game hunting and its flow-on benefits in addition to its
regulatory functions, including licensing, compliance
and enforcement. At present the GMA is fundamentally
a regulator. While Mr Young argues that the suggested
amendments are consistent with other similar
authorities, like the Victorian Fisheries Authority
(VFA), it is important to recognise the difference in that
the VFA has been established with a size and scale that
is considerably greater than the GMA.
The GMA is not currently equipped to deliver on the
additional objectives and functions proposed by
Mr Young. Allowing the GMA to plan and adjust in the
event that the Parliament agrees to any new
responsibilities would be important to its ongoing
success as a regulator and as a government entity. It is
important to recognise the additional costs associated
with the bill, and I do make the point that these are not
fully understood, nor is funding for these additional
functions secured.
The government also has some concerns about the
commencement date that is proposed in the bill. At
present I do not believe that the government, the GMA
board or the staff at the GMA have the time that is
required to ensure the appropriate governance and
resourcing arrangements are in place to support the
changes that Mr Young proposes in relation to the
organisation’s objectives and functions. These, I think,
are things that we would certainly want to understand
more fully before making a final decision on this bill.
So, if I could conclude, the government is not today in a
position where it can support this bill in its current
form. But what I would indicate to members and to
Mr Young is that, should the bill be successful in its

4469

passage in this place, the government would reserve its
final position on these matters for any prospective
debate in the other place.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to stand and make a contribution on the Game
Management Authority Amendment Bill 2017. This, as
has been outlined, is a private members bill proposed
by the Shooters, Fishers and Farmers Party, and in
particular Daniel Young. It seeks to amend the Game
Management Authority Act 2014 in order to match the
objectives and functions of that act with the objectives
and functions of the recently established Victorian
Fisheries Authority.
The bill creates four new objectives: optimising social,
cultural and economic benefits of game hunting;
supporting recreational game hunting; supporting the
development of commercial game hunting; and
working cooperatively with game hunting bodies in
territories and the commonwealth. These are consistent,
as is outlined, with objectives of the Victorian Fisheries
Authority.
It also seeks to amend the functions of the Game
Management Authority, inserting a new function to
inform and educate game hunters and the public about
the rights and obligations in relation to game hunting. It
seeks to simplify the functions of the authority in
relation to compliance. The bill will also create new
functions for the Game Management Authority in
providing advice to the minister or secretary assisting in
the development of strategic policy or legislation,
particularly in relation to game management in
Victoria. It administers grants approved by the minister
in relation to game and game hunting. As I have said, it
is consistent with the fisheries equivalent body; there
has been reasonable feedback on this.
The coalition will not oppose this bill and notes that this
is brought in a constructive mode by Mr Young to the
chamber. I note that Field and Game Australia has
welcomed the amendments. The Liberals and The
Nationals as a coalition have a strong position
supporting lawful and responsible hunting in Victoria.
We believe the role of hunting is significant in key pest
management. It is curious that we had a deer come into
the middle of the Melbourne suburbs recently. Whilst
that is an anecdote, it points very directly to the huge
numbers of these creatures that are present in parts of
our state. There is obviously a significant tradition, as
well as social opportunities, associated with hunting,
and we recognise particularly the economic
contribution that hunting makes to our state.
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In government, between 2010 and 2014, we took a
series of steps. We created the Game Management
Authority in 2013, and that move was broadly and
resoundingly welcomed by the hunting community
after many decades of neglect by the previous Bracks
and Brumby governments over 11 years. We
commissioned an independent report on the economic
impact of hunting in Victoria in 2013, which confirmed
the massive contribution that hunting makes to
communities across Victoria: $439 million in 2013.
I notice some of the figures that the minister put on the
record, and I welcome those figures. That economic
impact of hunting in Victoria report showed that about
3500 full-time jobs come either directly or indirectly
from hunting. That study found that there are
46 000 game licence-holders, 51 per cent of whom live
in Melbourne or the wider Port Philip region. The
contributions to local economies throughout country
Victoria are significant not only through hunting, but
camping, purchase of equipment, vehicles, fuel,
accommodation and other expenditure related to these
legitimate pursuits.
Much of the spending does occur in Melbourne, but the
Estimating the Economic Impact of Hunting in Victoria
in 2013 report showed that about 60 per cent of
spending occurs in regional Victoria. Outside of
Melbourne the report highlighted the wider Gippsland
region as receiving the next highest expenditure —
$76 million in 2013, driven mostly by the hunting of
deer and other pest animals.
As I have said, this is a bill that the coalition will not
oppose. As I say, we have a very proud record on
supporting legitimate hunting, and I compliment the
previous Minister for Agriculture, Peter Walsh, on his
foresight in the commissioning of the Estimating the
Economic Impact of Hunting in Victoria in 2013 report.
The coalition was determined to lead in this area but
welcomes further contributions on this matter. As I
said, we will not oppose this bill.
I also note the clean bill of health, as it were, that was
given to the Game Management Authority Amendment
Bill by the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee. As I said, we will not oppose his bill. We
put on record our very strong support for those sporting
people and the significant economic impact of hunting
on the Victorian community, noting the opportunities to
expand tourism and to support regional communities in
particular.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will oppose this bill for the same reasons that
we opposed the original legislation that created the
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Game Management Authority under that coalition
government referred to. Our problem with this
approach in creating a standalone Game Management
Authority is that it inevitably becomes both a regulator
of activities that definitely need regulating — as we
learned most notoriously in New South Wales — and at
the same time a promoter of those same activities and
finds it almost impossible to be both a regulator and a
promoter or, if you like, to be both poacher and
gamekeeper. No pun intended, but I just thought —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BARBER — The pun was intended, but I just
thought I would get a smile out of the Shooters, Fishers
and Farmers Party if I used it.
Mr Young interjected.
Mr BARBER — He has used it before, so I am way
behind.
This is a most serious issue because when this approach
was tried in New South Wales the regulatory body very
quickly found itself in ignominy — in fact in
illegality — and virtually, if it was not referred into the
realms of corruption, with those directly responsible,
including board members, having to actually resign
their positions. From what we have learned so far, the
same sorts of problems have already arisen with
Victoria’s Game Management Authority, created by the
coalition, given a nudge along by the Labor Party and
now openly being converted into a promotional body
by this amendment from the Shooters, Fishers and
Farmers Party. They seek to change the objectives to
say ‘Support the development of recreational game
hunting’ and ‘Support the development of commercial
game hunting’. That, of course, means to promote those
things and promote their expansion.
I will just go a little bit back in the history of so-called
game management or what you might call public land
hunting in Victoria. Duck shooting is notoriously
unpopular across all electorates, city and country.
Those who oppose it vastly outnumber those who
participate in it. Time after time after time, as recently
of course as last duck season, we see massive illegality,
never mind cruelty, operating out there on the wetlands
on open day and really in the glare of the media, which
very quickly uncovers the sorts of illegal and cruel
hunting practices that are going on. It does not seem to
matter how much controversy this industry attracts; the
people in it are completely incapable of cleaning up
their own act internally. And of course the regulator —
well, where was it?
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Interesting statistics have been coming out on deer
populations and deer hunting levels just recently. We
see more and more and more anecdotal information
about deer populations absolutely exploding. How did
we get ourselves into that situation? For many, many
years from the 1970s through to relatively recently the
laws and the policies that were in place were designed
to in fact promote and increase the hunting
opportunities for deer — that is, by neglect or in some
cases by actual restriction on hunting numbers and
hunting methods to actually increase deer populations
until they got to the point of being in absolutely
explosive numbers. Those were the settings that hunters
got to decide for decades, and now that our public
land — even our private land and even our suburbs —
is completely overrun with this feral species they are
ready to change tack. Now they are ready to let more
hunting. In fact they are following the deer numbers
and looking for more and more and more access to
increased areas, ultimately national parks. Just like in
New South Wales they want to do a giant land grab and
turn public land areas into effectively private hunting
reserves.
I do not want to have to put on a yellow jumpsuit every
time I go bushwalking in the Victorian Alps because
there are hunters and bullets flying in every direction.
This mob here in Victoria are much smarter than those
in New South Wales, where they went for the big lunge
for power, got control over massive areas of public land
and then suddenly found themselves incapable of even
regulating themselves — and the whole thing got
scrapped. At the very time we were seeing that
experience and learning those lessons, the National
Party was trying to set up the same set of arrangements
here in Victoria, with the Labor Party of course
following it.
This mob are a lot smarter. They are doing it piecemeal;
they are doing it bit by bit. First they want to get hold of
those areas that are just simply listed as game reserves
and generally used for duck shooting for a small part of
the year. They want them to become their own private
game hunting reserves 24/7.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr BARBER — Ask the neighbours of those
reserves if they want bullets flying all days of the year
or if they want to hear lead landing on their corrugated
iron roofs and running down the gutters. When the full
plan for the takeover of public land by hunters is
exposed of course there will be a backlash, but at the
moment they are just edging it in bit by bit. This bill
itself is an example of that — simply taking another
small baby step towards the regulator in fact becoming
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the promoter. For that reason we will be opposing the
bill.
We have a major problem with deer on public land.
Their impact on ecosystems is approximately similar to
that of a giant feral goat. They selectively target certain
plant species and eat those out, they chop up the
ground, they are getting into suburbs, they are causing
traffic accidents — those deer are well and truly around
the fringes of country towns and in suburbs now. What
is the solution to that? Are we going to have the
shooters out there blasting away in Ringwood all night,
every night? No.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BARBER — It is clear that amateur hunters are
completely not up to the task of getting rid of this major
feral animal problem that they, through their lobbying,
in fact created. If we are to actually get this problem
back down to even the levels we have seen in past
decades, we are going to need a highly organised,
highly professionalised, well-funded and well-paid
workforce who can do this as professionals. That is
where these minor programs of amateur hunters in a
park here and there have really produced very little, and
there is nothing they can say. They are not coming
forward with a suggestion that they can somehow
mobilise enough hunters to reduce these populations. In
fact the evidence that we have right in front of us is that
they have been completely incapable of that. This is
simply a political ploy to get access to more and more
public land for the benefit of hunters. Inevitably,
because of this risk of bullets flying around in places
where families and individuals might be trying to enjoy
peaceful communion with nature, that policy is simply
not going to work, and the Greens are going to call it
out.
I think that is enough. We are not proposing to take this
bill into committee. I think we know what Mr Young is
already going to say about it, but I will be very
interested to see how the Labor Party comports itself in
relation to this bill or, for that matter, if the bill might
actually happen to pass the upper house, what the
government does with it in the lower house.
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — I would just
like to make a few remarks and express my gratitude
for the support of some members of the house on this
bill. It has been quite a work in progress to get to this
stage, and I would just like to thank all of the people
from my team — all my staff and my colleagues who
have been a part of that and who have been supportive
of what we are doing in the Shooters, Fishers and
Farmers Party along the way. Indeed I thank the
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constituents we are doing this for — the hunters, their
families and anyone who enjoys the outdoors — and
the stakeholder organisations that have been part of it. I
express my gratitude for the support from the likes of
Field and Game Australia, the Australian Deer
Association and the Sporting Shooters Association of
Australia.

authority to actually do real things that make an impact
on the regulation of hunting. What we want to see is a
recognition of the expanding recreational activity, and
the government should be on board with the
organisation administering that — having a large part in
the expansion of hunting activities — given that that is
the attitude they took towards fishing.

It is great to hear summaries such as those that the
minister, Ms Pulford, put forward on the statistics of
what hunting is to this state. It is quite unreal when you
hear some of those numbers: how many hunters there
are, the increasing number of hunters and the financial
contribution that hunting makes to the state, mostly in
regional areas. I cannot express how important it is that
the distribution of those funds is very much anchored in
regional areas, and certain areas take great benefit from
that. The number of jobs created from that expenditure
is quite significant. There are thousands upon thousands
of jobs created from the hunting industry. It is great to
see so many people involved with it, because it is
something that has gone out of fashion over the last
period. It used to be a part of everyday life that people
hunted. Just about everyone in here would have had a
grandfather who at some stage had a shotgun in the
house, and it was something that everyone accepted.

Recreational fishing to us is — I have made this point
before and I will continue to make it until it sinks in —
the same as hunting. You just use a different tool. You
are harvesting a wild animal. The government seems to
think the way in which an organisation can be
structured is appropriate for fishing, yet it will not put
its full support behind the same being done for hunting.

That trend changed and people gave it away, and now it
is coming back in a really strong way as a recreational
activity — and a great recreational activity at that, one
that gets you outside and promotes healthy exercise, a
connection with nature and the opportunity to do some
good work in conservation. That really is the other
factor that needs to be talked about in relation to
hunters. Yes, we do a lot of work in rural pest
management — in removing pests from the wild places
in Victoria — but also there are activities that hunters
do outside of actually hunting, and that goes all the way
from restoration of wetlands to clearing tracks and
places in the High Country in order to allow access for
fire services and the like. So it really is a wide
contribution that hunters make to regional Victoria, and
it is great to see the number of hunters increasing as a
result of that and more people being exposed to
hunting.
To the issue of this bill: it has been raised that an
organisation such as this cannot be a regulator and a
promoter. The purpose of this bill is not to change the
functions and objectives of the organisation; it is to
expand them. It is to ensure that this body is both the
regulator and, in a way, a promoter. We are not taking
away any of the regulation aspects of the authority; in
fact we would like to see them strengthened. I put most
of the issues with regulation down to a lack of funding,
a lack of resourcing and a lack of ability for this

Mr Barber raised some issues with expanding hunting
into other places on the back of safety concerns. I
would just like to say that safety concerns are
something that is constantly raised in relation to the
hunting sports and all shooting sports. Safety concerns
are constantly being brought up. Often it is because
incidents have happened, but these concerns are very
quickly dismissed in most cases. It is actually one of the
safest recreational activities you can do. You are more
likely to be injured playing football than you ever are
out hunting, and there have been so few instances of
accidents that have happened that they are statistically
insignificant.
Safety concerns are something we do take seriously.
Victoria Police are always involved in auditing what
happens with hunting and the expansion of hunting into
new areas, particularly with hunting clubs and sporting
shooting. So it is something that is taken very seriously
and something that is addressed all the time, and I
reiterate that it is actually one of the safest sports you
can partake in.
It is widely recognised that deer are a problem. It is safe
to say that no-one is denying that. Recently we had an
inquiry into pest management and the use of hunters,
and the focus of that inquiry, not deliberately, turned to
deer just as a result of the overwhelming amount of
evidence presented to it having a relation to the
problem of deer. The statistics on the deer harvest and
the number of deer around are quite astounding, and
Mr Barber pointed out some of the increases in those
numbers over recent times.
Mr Barber — An explosion.
Mr YOUNG — It is an explosion of population,
and you have to really drill down to the reasons behind
this. There are certain explosions of populations in
areas where you cannot hunt. There are things you can
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do to use hunters to address the problem of the rising
population of deer, but we are just not doing them. It is
very widely known that areas in which you can hunt
contain less deer than areas where you cannot, when
you get up into the High Country of Victoria. So there
are things we can do to put hunters out into the field to
have an impact on pest management.
Mr Barber raised the point that we would be unable to
mobilise enough hunters to have an impact. If you look
at the figures of how many people are out hunting and
how many deer are being taken, it would be financially
impossible to mobilise enough professional hunters to
have the same impact as hunters already do have for
free, so it is just not something that is achievable in the
short-term. It may be in the future but it is not now, so
we may as well be using the resource that we have —
that is, recreational hunters who are willing to get out
and do the job that we cannot afford to do otherwise.
Finally, I would just like to say thank you to everyone
who has worked on this bill. It has been a great
opportunity for me to be here, and I am enjoying being
able to get around and speak to so many people about
what we can do to improve the administration of
hunting in this state. There are some very funny
characters around who have vast and great ideas about
what we should do, and this is definitely the first step
towards that. So the Shooters, Fishers and Farmers
Party will not stop. Even if this bill is unsuccessful, we
will continue to advocate for hunters. We will continue
to make things better. We will continue to put
legislative pressure on this place in order to provide a
better outcome for the hunters of Victoria.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 18
Bath, Ms (Teller)
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms

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

Noes, 16
Barber, Mr
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr

Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr (Teller)
Pennicuik, Ms (Teller)
Pulford, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
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Pairs
Atkinson, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Peulich, Mrs

Eideh, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Shing, Ms

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

STONNINGTON POLICE RESOURCES
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I move:
That this house notes —
(1) 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;
(2) crime in the Stonnington City Council area has risen
22.4 per cent since the Andrews Labor government
came to office;
(3) the crime wave engulfing Victoria is putting at risk
Melbourne’s reputation as the world’s most livable city;
(4) the concern of the community about the Andrews Labor
government’s failure to control law and order in
Victoria;
and calls on Premier Daniel Andrews and the state Labor
government to make community safety their number one
priority to get the crime wave under control.

This follows my motion on Stonnington on an earlier
general business day, and that was:
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
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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.

I will précis what I said in my earlier contribution and
make a few additional points and then conclude,
allowing others to speak.
Stonnington is not alone in the increase in crime that
has occurred under the Andrews Labor government.
The increase is 22.4 per cent.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr DAVIS — As Ms Crozier said, it is indeed out
of control in this important part of Melbourne that we
represent.
The community have come to me and other
representatives in the area making very clear points in
written statements and verbally at public meetings
across a wide variety of fronts. It is very clear that there
is inadequate police resourcing. I heard at a meeting
hosted by the traders group on Toorak Road that there
are insufficient resources. The police were quite clear
on this. They talked at length about the carjackings,
which are new crimes, and they gave advice about
CCTV, which traders and others should put into
operation. I have since raised that matter with the
council because there will need to be some coordination
of that, but I primarily believe it is a state government
responsibility to ensure that CCTV is available in
adequate quantity. I think you could detect the
frustration of the police at the meeting. Police want as
much CCTV as possible, because it does deter some
crime on the one hand and it does help solve crime on
the other hand.
It is equally true that the tone of crime has worsened as
the quantity has increased. Reported crime is up
22.4 per cent, as I said, in the City of Stonnington, but it
is very clear that the threatening and violent nature of
some of the crime has actually qualitatively changed in
the last two and a half years. We have discussed in this
chamber — and I made a number of points earlier
about this — the government’s weakening of bail laws,
the inadequacy of their response on parole and their
failure to respond properly to the Apex gang and to put
the additional resources that are needed into policing. It
is clear that the government has begun to act on police,
but this has taken some time, and now there have
obviously been youth justice issues, a number of which
Ms Crozier has very strongly prosecuted and held the
government to account on.
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Mr O’Donohue has taken significant steps to have a
number of aspects of the Crimes Act 1958
strengthened, bringing forward penalties, for example,
for ramming police vehicles and other key measures of
that nature. So there is a functional side to this and a
response that can occur, but there is also importantly a
very human side. Tony Fialides and other traders along
Toorak Road have faced the onslaught of multiple
robberies and a violent, thuggish approach that is just
extreme and way beyond the pale. They are not alone; a
number of others that I have spoken to have faced these
very significant threats as well. The government has
been too slow to move, and that is why I am bringing
this motion on behalf of my community and the
community in the City of Stonnington in this case.
It is interesting that in the last few days there have been
further cases come to the fore. A young woman, Jodi,
rang in to 3AW. The interviewer said, ‘Jodi, what’s the
word on the street?’. Jodi said she was feeling a little
shaken. She said about 15 minutes earlier on tram 78 on
Chapel Street she witnessed two drug-affected people
screaming at each other. One man spat at the other. She
said:
The tram was full of schoolkids; it was really, really tense.
I’m quite heavily pregnant … It was just awful.

She said she had lived in the area for 12 years and had
never experienced anything like it, ‘so brazen, in broad
daylight’. She did not understand and was very much
overwhelmed by it. The interviewer asked if there were
two groups of thugs affected by drugs. She said one
drug-affected man was on the tram, and then a young
man and woman got on the tram ‘yelling at each other’.
A young boy looked at her for guidance as to what to
do. She looked back to him with reassurance that this
would be over soon and it would all be okay. The tram
moved two or three stops and the man and woman got
off. The man then bashed the doors wildly. The tram
driver got up and asked if all passengers were okay.
This is also about the work environment for staff on
public transport and the safety of kids in Chapel Street
who are going home from school in daylight hours on
the route 78 tram, heading towards Richmond from
St Kilda. She said:
I have caught that route I can’t even tell you how many times.
I don’t actually drive so I tram everywhere around
Melbourne.

She said that out of all her experiences on trams this is
probably the worst she has ever experienced. She called
3AW straightaway. By that time she had got off the
tram to catch her breath but needed to get back on
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another tram to get home. She said, ‘Hopefully it won’t
happen again’. Jodi said:
In that moment I was thinking maybe there needs to be
security or something.

The interviewer said protective services officers are
required and expressed the hope that her next trip will
not be like this one. I only bring this up because it is a
very poignant and current case study of the effect that
people are experiencing. This is true along Toorak
Road. It is true along Chapel Street. It is true along
Greville Street. A number of the people that I have
spoken to in Greville Street have faced extraordinary
threats, and extraordinary violence has occurred. There
are antisocial activities of a significant kind and there is
an increase in robberies.
The police gave advice to the traders — not just to the
traders but to those who were a number of streets back
from the main roads — that you need to be very careful
about locking up the back of your property. You need
to make sure that people cannot get around behind your
property, because they will smash their way in in home
invasions, and this is part of what we are actually
facing. This is what the police were saying to traders,
and it is certainly the experience of so many people.
I know some wish to dismiss this. Some say that it can
all be treated easily and we should all just take it very
easy and go forward. I say that they are not the victims.
They are not the people who have been hurt, they are
not the people who have been threatened and they are
not the people who are afraid. In this motion I bring
forward the requirement for CCTV coverage. As I said,
I have spoken to the council and it has raised this matter
in its request to the government for additional CCTV
coverage. I have also asked for additional police
resources, and that is why I have brought these matters
together in the motion.
In June 2015 the current government closed the Prahran
police station cells, and I have the FOI request that lays
out the steps there. I am not impressed by this particular
approach. I note that in that period in 2015 the decision
was made by the police to close that station, and it is
clear there was not sufficient support for it to stay open
from higher up. In relation to the urgent building works,
I say get on and reopen these cells. They actually
provide an important additional local facility. They
mean that police are not taken out of the local area. The
capacity is there to manage this. Let us be quite clear.
These are not some Dickensian cells. This police
complex at Prahran was opened in 1978 so it is actually
relatively modern. I have seen those cells.
Mr O’Donohue was with me at the time that we saw
them, and it is very clear that those cells are not things

4475

that should be closed. They should be available to
police.
As of 15:35 hours on 24 June 2015 the cell complex at
Prahran is closed until further notice due to ventilation
issues —

that is 24 June 2015. On 26 June 2015:
Further to the previous message, the cell complex at Prahran
will be closed indefinitely pending the carrying out of urgent
building works.

I say, two and bit years is long enough for urgent
building works and it is time to reopen the cells. At this
stage it goes on to say that the date of reopening is not
known.
A further message will be broadcast when further information
is received.

There was an examination done and it was concluded
that the cells were cold, and that is a key reason why
they were closed. I say that people are put in the cells
for good reason. They talked about hypothermia, but
this issue had not arisen previously. It seems to me that
there is every capacity for those cells to be reopened
and to strengthen the local policing effort. The
government should get on and do it. With the crime
wave that is occurring in the Stonnington area there is
no excuse for the cells to remain closed as the
government appears determined to do.
I have also called for the government to commit to a
local policing policy whereby additional police are
available on the beat in Chapel Street, Greville Street,
Commercial Road, Toorak Road and in the surrounding
residential streets. I have spoken to many traders and
local people who have not had a quick police response.
Overwhelmingly the police do the very best they can,
and I have the highest regard for them. But they do not
have the resources. It is clear that there are only two
cars in the north of Stonnington, one on the Malvern
side and one on the western side, and that is
insufficient. If one of those is out on another job, there
is insufficient capacity to respond. Person after person
after person, trader after trader after trader have made it
clear that those additional resources are required.
It is for those reasons — for the safety of the
community — that I have brought forward this motion.
I urge members in the chamber, including those who
represent the area, to support this motion. It is a
constructive way forward. It sends some clear signals to
the government and indeed points to the need for the
government to work in consultation with Victoria
Police. It sends a clear signal about what is expected in
our community and the additional resources that are
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required, the additional steps that need to be taken:
reopen the cells; more CCTV; additional resources in
the form of a car; additional local policing policy; and a
report by the Minister for Corrections to this chamber
in 60 days as to how the government has implemented
these requests from the chamber.
This is legitimate. The fact is that crime is rising and the
tone, shape and nature of that crime is changing very,
very much for the worse under this government. A
stand needs to be made. Enough is enough, and this
motion makes it clear that in the City of Stonnington
there should be a very strong response.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
inform the house that Minister Tierney is unwell today
and that I will happily answer any questions that are
directed to her during the course of question time.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Motorcyclist safety
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — My question
is to Minister Pulford representing the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety. Country Victoria is becoming
the killing field for motorbike riders. We see increasing
reports of accidents involving motorbikes on roads in
my region. The chance of being killed while riding a
motorbike is 18 times greater than while driving a car.
Thanks to a lack of repairs by VicRoads, our country
roads are a maze of potholes and a deathtrap for
motorists and motorbike riders. I note many measures
to make motorbike riding safer have been taken in other
states and overseas, including making it compulsory to
always have headlights on, which it is in Europe but not
in Australia; better road conditions; mandatory training
on the open road; making it compulsory to wear
protective clothing such as gloves and jackets but not
jeans and jumpers; and a review of open-faced helmets.
My question is: does the minister have a plan to save
the lives of motorbike riders by introducing any of
these measures or at least by improving the conditions
of our country roads?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Mr Purcell for his question and his interest in the
minister’s plans for making our roads safer, particularly
in relation to motorcyclists. I will provide
Minister Donnellan with Mr Purcell’s question and
seek a written response.
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Right to farm
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — My question
today is to the Minister for Agriculture. A recent media
article discussed peri-urban right-to-farm issues and the
lack of a cohesive response to these problems. As
Melbourne grows, more and more land that was
previously rural is being turned into peri-urban areas,
which brings with it tree changers and the inevitable
complaints about farming activities that were occurring
long before the tree-changer types moved in. With
Melbourne’s food bowl being largely located in these
areas it is a cause for concern, as a slip-up could lead to
the dire consequences of a reduced availability of food
and increased prices. My question is: what plans are in
place to develop a cohesive plan to deal with the right
to farm and general farming issues in the peri-urban
areas?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Mr Bourman for his question and his interest in
the interface between different land uses, in particular
the need to ensure that we have ongoing food security,
plus of course the significant opportunities that exist for
producers in being able to provide food not only to a
local population but to the world.
Members may recall that a little over 12 months ago we
went through a period of some really intense and
unpleasant disputes. There was a great deal of activity
through the courts and a great deal of upset and expense
caused for communities that were wanting to fight
different types of agricultural activity on the land. There
were similar challenges facing producers who were
producing as they always had or trying to adapt their
production methods to improve their businesses’
profitability and productivity, and these things were
coming into conflict in a really awful sort of way.
Members will recall the dispute around the Happy
Valley piggery and I am sure members will recall the
matter of David Blackmore’s farm, as they certainly
received a lot of attention and a lot of publicity at the
time.
The Minister for Planning and I at that point established
an advisory panel to look into this question in detail for
us. We made public some months ago now the findings
of that report. It is, I think, a very helpful guide for us in
terms of how to simplify and streamline planning
processes in areas that are zoned for farming, and we
have been working really hard to implement the
recommendations of that report. What I can indicate to
Mr Bourman is that in the next couple of weeks we will
be putting the results of that work out for public
consultation, so Mr Bourman will very soon be able to
see what it is that we are proposing.
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There has been extensive consultation with industry
groups, with community organisations and with local
councils that have an interest in these issues in the
peri-urban areas — not just the peri-urban areas around
Melbourne’s perimeter but those around the perimeters
of some of our other larger regional centres. Striking a
balance in this area is really difficult, but I think we
have found a way, aided by the work of that advisory
panel, that will make things much simpler for producers
and much clearer for communities that might have a
concern about the impact of agricultural activity on
amenity in residential areas.
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will seek a formal response from Minister Allan for
you.
Supplementary question
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for her answer
and for her willingness to provide some clarity around
this. In addition to providing that clarity, I wonder if the
government will consider extending or reopening the
application period to allow for those who require
application assistance to receive the meaningful support
they need and deserve.

Mr Bourman — The minister has actually more or
less answered my supplementary question and I will
have to wait two weeks to find out, so I have no
supplementary question.

Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I will
also seek a formal response from Minister Allan to this
question on this very important matter.

Taxi and hire car industry

West Gate tunnel project

Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — My question is also to
Minister Pulford representing the Minister for Public
Transport — and this has not been a conspiracy with
the crossbench, Minister. I understand that the
Victorian government’s now uncapped Fairness Fund
was established to provide targeted support to taxi and
hire car licence holders who needed it most. However,
there is a growing concern that some Victorians who
may have been eligible have missed out. For a number
of licence-holders, applying for the Fairness Fund was
an extremely complex task due to factors of
disadvantage such as poor mental health and low levels
of literacy. Access to application assistance was limited.
For example, WEstjustice was flooded with over
1000 phone calls yet only had the capacity to
meaningfully assist around 150 people. All of these
factors and the absence of an appeals process have left
some licence-holders in a very desperate situation. My
question is simply: how is the government supporting
taxi and hire car licence holders who may have been
eligible for the Fairness Fund but due to these factors of
disadvantage and lack of available support were unable
to meaningfully access it?

Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
question is also to Minister Pulford on behalf of
Mr Donnellan, the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
My question today is for Minister Donnellan. During
the campaign against the east–west link the ALP argued
that the then government should release the business
case for the project. Now the government is doing the
same thing and refusing to release the Allard report,
which deals with traffic modelling into the West Gate
tunnel, to the West Gate tunnel inquiry and advisory
committee. My question for the minister is: how can
you expect the committee to do their job without all of
the information?

Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Dr Carling-Jenkins for her question. Members in
this place had been involved in extensive debates and
consideration of the legislation that established the
revenue for the government in terms of being able to
then enable funds to flow, compensation to flow,
through the Fairness Fund. We are certainly very keen
to make sure that people for whom that has been
established are able to access it. In terms of the details,
it is not my portfolio. I am not familiar with that, but I
thank you very much for bringing that to my attention. I

Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I am
feeling sort of popular and sort of not, because I am
getting all the question but most of them are not for me!
I will, as I offered for Mr Purcell and for
Dr Carling-Jenkins, also seek a response from the
responsible minister.
Supplementary question
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) —
Minister, why was the government prepared to release
the Allard report into the metro rail project but not into
the West Gate tunnel project?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I will
also seek a response from Mr Donnellan for
Ms Hartland.

Electorate office budgets
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
You will be very pleased to know that my question is to
the Leader of the Government. Minister, the report in
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the Herald Sun today details allegations of state Labor
MPs fraudulently producing invoices for printing they
have not had done in order to siphon off taxpayers
money to be used for party-political purposes. What do
you know about these allegations?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Ms Wooldridge for her question.
Ms Wooldridge’s question actually contains very
detailed allegations; in fact I think the allegations are
clearly made — the connection between what might be
fraudulent behaviour and the purposes for which money
might have been used. The allegations are made, but
they are allegations.
In terms of the evidence that supports those allegations,
I am not aware of any evidence that supports those
allegations. I am certainly aware of the allegations. I
certainly confirm on behalf of the government that if
those allegations are true then that behaviour is
untenable and not to be defended, but I think the
veracity of the allegations should be tested by the
evidence.
The President has already indicated to us today that the
Parliament takes this matter seriously, that the
Parliament would expect relevant invoices to be
reviewed across the Parliament and that it would take
action accordingly. If any member of the public,
including the opposition, the Herald Sun or anyone
else, has evidence that actually backs up these
allegations, then I would encourage them to transfer
that evidence to the police. I have indicated through my
answer my degree of knowledge about the matter. I
know of the allegations; I am not aware of any evidence
that supports those allegations.
Supplementary question
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about the systematic rorting of taxpayer dollars, and if
so, when?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — The
only person who I understand has claimed on the public
record that Mr Eideh has actually used this printing
facility is the Leader of the Opposition in the Assembly,
and he did so under privilege in question time earlier
today.
Supplementary question
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
supplementary question to the Leader of the
Government is: given the allegations against Mr Eideh,
does the government have confidence in Mr Eideh to
remain Deputy President of this house?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — My
answer would be that I stick by the series of answers I
have already given. The real issue about this allegation
is whether it is backed up by evidence and that
evidence is scrutinised appropriately. The conclusions
that should be reached about the tenure and viability of
any member of Parliament in relation to fraudulent
activity should be tested by the evidence. I am very
happy for the evidence to be tested in relation to this
matter and to make a determination based upon that
evidence.

Electorate office budgets
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is again to the Leader of the Government.
With the exception of Mr Eideh, are you aware of any
other Labor MPs who have used F & M Printing, and if
so, who?

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I was
first made aware of the allegations when I saw my
social media Twitter feed at probably around
10 o’clock last night. That made me aware of the
allegations.

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I am
not aware that Mr Eideh has used F & M Printing. I am
not aware of that, so the assumption in your question is
a false assumption, because I am not aware of the
evidence that actually backs up the allegation.
Similarly, I am not aware of any evidence that backs up
any allegation against any other MP or about the use of
that printing facility, because I have not seen any
evidence to back up that allegation. That allegation may
be true; I am not aware of it.

Electorate office budgets

Supplementary question

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is again to the Leader of the Government.
Minister, given that a senior Labor MP and your pick
for Deputy President of the Legislative Council,
Mr Eideh, has been named as using F & M Printing to
generate false invoices, have you spoken to Mr Eideh

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
ask the Leader of the Government, given his answers:
what measures will the government take to satisfy itself
that no other Labor MPs are involved in this rorting
scandal?

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Minister, when were you first made aware of the
allegations?
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Ms Wooldridge for her question. In relation to
this, whether it be Mr Eideh or any other MP who has
an allegation of this nature made against them drawn to
the attention of the community or the Parliament, it
would be the government’s expectation that each and
every member, of any political persuasion, would
appropriately open up their books in relation to the
invoices and the procedures that have been applied by
their office and share them with the Parliament, and if
relevant then a determination would be made by the
Parliament, by the member themselves or by the
evidentiary path for them to be investigated
appropriately and with full force. The government has
that expectation of its members. If and when those
allegations are raised about those members, we will
raise them directly with those members to clear the air.

Electorate office budgets
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question is to the Minister for
Families and Children. Minister, when were you first
made aware that the printing firm F & M Printing had
been used by state Labor MPs to fraudulently produce
invoices to siphon off taxpayers money for
party-political purposes?
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, I fail
to see how this question has anything to do with my
portfolio responsibilities as the Minister for Families
and Children or Minister for Youth Affairs.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — On the point of order,
President, standing order 8.01 provides that questions
may be put to ministers in respect of matters with
which they have a connection, and through the course
of this question and the supplementary question it will
become apparent where the connection to Ms Mikakos
is.
The PRESIDENT — I am concerned that this
question as posed is outside the minister’s ministerial
jurisdiction. I have had the courtesy of being shown the
substantive question and the supplementary question.
The supplementary question would be relevant to the
minister’s responsibility as a member of Parliament, but
I do have concerns about the substantive question in
terms of the way it is phrased. Mr Rich-Phillips, I will
give you an opportunity to rephrase the question. I
realise the sensitivity of this matter, but I do so today on
the basis that it is a matter of concern for all members
of Parliament and I think we do need transparency.
Whilst the opposition may not have been satisfied with
the Leader of the Government’s answers, I think he
certainly provided the house with answers that were
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apposite to the questions that were asked and he
detailed the extent of his understanding of the matters,
which effectively all of us have only become aware of
either very late last night or this morning. I do again
point out that the story is not sourced in terms of
naming any people, and that makes it rather difficult,
but in this instance I am prepared to allow a rephrase of
the question if you can, Mr Rich-Phillips.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — The question is to the
Minister for Families and Children. I note that
previously on 2 September Minister Mikakos has
answered questions in respect of the activities of her
ministerial office and her electorate office. In the
context of having previously answered questions about
her ministerial office and her electorate office, I ask:
can the minister provide an assurance that neither her
electorate office nor her ministerial office has been
involved in using F & M printing to siphon taxpayers
money off for party-political purposes?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — In terms of the preamble to the member’s
question, I am not quite clear what the precedent is that
he was referring to on 2 September, so I am really
unclear as to what the reference is in terms of the
precedent that he was claiming there. But what I can
say in relation to this matter is that these are very
serious allegations that have been raised. These are very
serious allegations. It is important of course —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! At the moment the
minister has not had a chance to venture into her
answer, so I do not want her verballed. The minister to
continue, without assistance.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, President. It is
important, as the Leader of the Government has already
stated, that if there is evidence of any impropriety
involving any member of Parliament this evidence is
produced, and of course the President has indicated that
the Parliament has already commenced its own
investigation into these matters. In relation to the
printing business that the member has referred to, I
personally had not heard of this printing business prior
to it being raised in the Legislative Assembly question
time just a little while ago earlier today. I certainly
would categorically refute any assertion made by the
member that I have in any way partaken in what has
been alleged by the Herald Sun newspaper today. I
have absolute confidence that any investigation
conducted by the Parliament would in fact confirm that.
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Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for her answer.
Minister, have you spoken to your electorate office staff
and ministerial office staff today to ascertain that they
have had no involvement in this matter?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — This is a ridiculous allegation that the
member has made, because we have got the party there
with direct connections with mobsters and the Mafia
coming into this Parliament and attempting to throw
mud not just at members of the Parliament but now at
all of our staff as well. They are coming here and
throwing mud at members of the Parliament and
parliamentary staff and ministerial staff. If the member
has any evidence at all to back up the insinuation he has
just made, then I would certainly invite him to produce
that evidence.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! This is obviously, as I
said, sensitive. There was no allegation that I heard
against Ms Mikakos. The question was had she spoken
to her office to satisfy herself that there had been no use
of that printer or that any particular arrangement that
might have related to the article this morning had
occurred. That was the question. It was not an
accusation against Ms Mikakos. That needs to be
understood very clearly in the context of today, because
if it is seen in a different light then that certainly raises
the temperature in a way that is most unhelpful to
looking into this matter in a fair and reasonable way to
everyone concerned.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — It might have been by way of
interjections, but I did not hear them. The question was
in order as such.

Electorate office budgets
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question is to the Leader of the
Government. In response to a number of questions from
the Leader of the Opposition, Mr Jennings said
repeatedly that he was happy for the evidence to be
tested. Minister, as minister responsible for the state’s
integrity framework, will you now refer these
allegations to IBAC so they can be tested?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — The
reason why I winced at the question was that I was
being invited to actually talk about letters that get sent
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off to IBAC that may or may not invoke the jurisdiction
of IBAC. Can I say to you that the real issue in relation
to invoking IBAC’s jurisdiction is providing evidence.
When the Leader of the Opposition in the other place
sent his letter to IBAC he knew that in fact the nature of
the letter would not invoke IBAC’s jurisdiction because
he did not give details of the nature of the engagement,
the financial elements of it and the policy
considerations that may have given rise to corrupt
practices occurring. So the real issue there is that the
evidence did not exist in the referral.
If I were to send a reference to IBAC today based upon
the evidence that is available to me, in fact IBAC may
make that conclusion — even though they may be
interested in this matter if in fact the evidence was
brought to bear. So the critical issue is: what is the
evidence the opposition brings to bear to actually back
up these allegations? Whether it is for IBAC or the
police or indeed the Department of Parliamentary
Services to take on these matters, the issue is the
evidence that is brought to bear. The President has
already indicated today that the Parliament will assess
any evidence in relation to what it knows about
invoices in this matter.
The government’s expectation will be clear to any
government member. It is that they disclose any
relevant information about any matter that may give
rise to concern; that should be assessed, and if that
evidence exists, then it should be passed on to the
appropriate investigative body. I would indicate that if
there is fraudulent behaviour, the best port of call is the
police, but I think we need to actually base this upon
what evidence is secured and what evidence is
understood, and then transmit it to the relevant agency.
At this moment I do not have any evidence that would
actually invoke the jurisdictional responsibility of
IBAC, just as with Mr Guy’s letter. He knew when he
sent the letter to IBAC that the evidence in it would not
invoke IBAC’s jurisdiction but that if he had compiled
the whole box and dice of the story, then that may have
invoked their jurisdiction. There is no simple
explanation of this. Mr Rich-Phillips may be very
unhappy about this, but he knows this because he has
an understanding about the integrity system and the
way in which it interlocks. I perhaps rely on his
knowledge rather than the opposition’s knowledge or
what might be popular commentary outside this place.
Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for his answer,
but the minister is being disingenuous because he
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knows that IBAC is not there as a prosecutorial body. It
is there to investigate, and it has the power to gather
evidence for the purpose of ultimate prosecution. But
given the nature of the minister’s answer and his
suggestion that he does not have evidence to refer to
IBAC and given the allegations have been made, what
action will he now take to gather evidence for that
matter to be properly investigated, given it relates to his
party and his members?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Already on three occasions, I think, during question
time I have indicated to you that my expectation is for
members of the government to participate openly and
positively. That is an action that I have taken and I will
take.
Mr Rich-Phillips — What inquiries will you make?
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evidence, because they already have that information
available to them.
In relation to the other aspect of the question that
related to Parliament, President, you have already
indicated your own process that you have underway in
relation to this matter, so I do believe that the matters
have been acquitted for that reason.
The PRESIDENT — Can I indicate that my
processes are at a very early stage because, as
Mr Jennings has indicated to the house, I do not have a
lot to work with just yet so I need to go through things.
It is true that ministerial offices are often subject to FOI
requests. Members of Parliament’s offices are not
subject to FOI, and therefore that information is not
available. But that is neither here nor there in terms of
this point of order, which again was not a point of order
but a further explanation to the house.

Mr JENNINGS — I have already indicated to you
that I have taken action, and I will continue to take
action to make sure that relevant evidence is provided.
If and when there is any veracity in that evidence, then
we will definitely ensure, through the Parliament and
through other relevant agencies, that that matter is
investigated. So our active consideration is to make
sure that there is nothing to hide from government
members and that they participate with a process to
disclose the truth. But let us not jump three or four steps
ahead of what that evidence may lead to.

The reason why I have asked for the supplementary
question to be answered in a written response is that the
question was quite clear and simply asked if the
minister had made any contact with her office to satisfy
herself that none of her staff had been involved in any
practices that might have aligned with the articles that
were mentioned today. There was not an allegation,
either specific or implicit, in that question. The question
was: has the minister contacted somebody? And that is
a fair and proper question that did deserve an answer.

Written responses
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The PRESIDENT — Order! In respect of today’s
questions I require a written response to be provided to
Mr Purcell’s substantive question to Ms Pulford within
two days; Dr Carling-Jenkins’s substantive and
supplementary questions to Ms Pulford, again
involving a minister in the other place, two days;
Ms Hartland’s substantive question to Ms Pulford, two
days; and Mr Rich-Phillips’s supplementary question to
Ms Mikakos, that is one day.

Answers

Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, just
in relation to this matter, I am mindful that you
suggested that somehow the question was within the
standing orders and there was a reference to precedent,
but it was not very clear as to what that was. I make the
point that members of the opposition regularly make
FOI requests about ministers’ expenses. In fact they
would have already available to them all printing details
of all ministers in terms of ministerial office printing
expenses. These are matters that are already transparent
and available to members of the opposition, so if they
have allegations to make, then they should produce the

The PRESIDENT — Can I indicate that
Mr Rich-Phillips has written to me seeking the
reinstatement of questions 11 476, 11 498, 11 521,
11 543 and 11 565. I have had those questions checked
by the clerks, and it is my view and theirs that the
responses are not adequate in respect of the questions
posed, and therefore I will reinstate those questions.
Ms Wooldridge — President, on a point of order,
you were on your feet, so I did not want to disturb you,
but I just wanted to raise my second question to
Mr Jennings, where I asked if he had spoken to
Mr Eideh about the story in the Herald Sun today. I put
it to you that the Leader of the Government did not
answer that question, and in fact in a subsequent
interjection the Leader of the Government said he did
not answer that question. So I ask if you would consider
reinstating that question for answer by the minister.
The PRESIDENT — I am aware that Mr Eideh is
not available today because of a personal matter, and I
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do not know whether he in fact conveyed to the Leader
of the Government at some stage that he would not be
available today. I do not know whether that constitutes
the contact or whether you are seeking more assurance
of what, if any, other matters might have been
discussed, if indeed there was contact.
Mr Jennings — President, on the point of order, I
do not believe Ms Wooldridge deserves a
supplementary answer, but let me give her one. Let me
separate the issues. I chose to talk about the fact that her
leader is the only person that I have publicly attributed
the naming of Mr Eideh to in relation to this matter.
That is the issue that I chose to respond to, and I was
directly responsive to the question.
Ms Wooldridge — Not to the question I asked.
Mr Jennings — Yes, the question you asked
included the fact that you asserted that he was named,
and I responded, ‘Who named him?’. Separate to this
matter, I can confirm to the house that I have spoken to
Mr Eideh today.
The PRESIDENT — Can I just indicate that earlier
the Leader of the Government had not been provided
with the answers to questions that actually are available
today. As a courtesy to the house I invite the minister to
advise the house of those questions so that everyone has
them.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
have 39 written responses to questions on notice:
11 027, 11 063, 11 316, 11 328, 11 352, 11 380,
11 400, 11 401, 11 403–5, 11 407, 11 452–5, 11 460,
11 462, 11 463, 11 478, 11 480, 11 484, 11 487,
11 500, 11 502, 11 507, 11 510, 11 523, 11 525,
11 529, 11 532, 11 545, 11 547, 11 551, 11 554,
11 567, 11 569, 11 573, 11 576.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question today is to the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety, and I ask: why is there such a short
time frame for community consultation on the
important north-east link project options, and will
consideration be given to further extending this
consultation project? It was just a month ago that the
government announced that four corridors were being
considered. It has provided no details on costs,
environmental impacts or property acquisitions.
Initially the government gave just a 12-day public
consultation period for residents to attend meetings and
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outline their concerns. This has now been extended
until the middle of this month. Banyule City Council is
strongly critical of the community consultation time.
They want to write to their residents to confirm which
route they would prefer and the key issues about the
extension, and have asked the North East Link
Authority to allow more time to do this. This is a vital
project for residents in the north-east who battle daily
severe congestion. So I ask the minister, please, can that
consultation period be extended?

Northern Victoria Region
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) — My question is for
the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate
Change. Two weeks ago the minister announced the
introduction of legislation for Victorian renewable
energy targets, the largest renewable energy auction in
Australia and the awarding of contracts for two
large-scale solar plants to power Melbourne’s tram
network. It is the first such time renewable energy
targets have been enshrined in state legislation
anywhere in Australia. The winners of the tenders to
build new large-scale solar projects were the Bannerton
solar park, near Robinvale in the Sunraysia district, and
Numurkah Solar Farm, near Shepparton. Both are in
my electorate of Northern Victoria Region. Can the
minister inform the house about this announcement, tell
us how many jobs this will bring to northern Victoria
and advise us of any additional investment this fantastic
project will attract?

Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Sport and relates to his visit last
week to the Shepparton sports stadium. The City of
Greater Shepparton has forged a reputation as the home
of major sporting events held outside metropolitan
Melbourne, which will be further enhanced with the
soon to be opened Greater Shepparton regional sports
precinct redevelopment. Despite being left virtually
unchanged since its opening in 1972, the adjoining
sports stadium hosts over 230 000 players and visitors
each year and injects an estimated $6 million into the
Shepparton economy.
The Greater Shepparton City Council’s Shepparton
Sports Stadium Future Direction Plan provides detail
of a proposed $18.4 million four-stage redevelopment,
incorporating an independent economic and social
assessment and benefit analysis. The analysis found the
redevelopment will benefit sports participation rates by
50 000 and generate an additional $5.7 million into the
local economy each year. Considering that the minister
has now seen the need for the redevelopment firsthand,
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will he give a commitment to work with the Greater
Shepparton City Council and provide a substantial
contribution to the total cost of the $18.4 million
redevelopment of the Shepparton sports stadium?

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, the Honourable Luke Donnellan.
Constituents in my electorate are looking forward to the
Andrews Labor government’s western roads package.
The package, which is an Australian first, is a
$1.8 billion investment that will combine eight
high-priority road upgrades, with maintenance on more
than 700 kilometres of road stretching from Werribee to
Footscray, delivering new high-quality roads and
maintenance of the existing network for years to come.
The roads include Dunnings Road, Palmers Road,
Derrimut Road, Leakes Road, Dohertys Road, Princes
Freeway and Duncans Road. As a result of this project
commuters can expect to reduce their travel times
between home and work. The question I ask the
minister is: what is the current stage of the western
roads package and what is the intended schedule for the
project’s implementation and conclusion?

Eastern Metropolitan Region
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A full investigation must take place into how this
mistake occurred and to ensure that there are no
systemic issues that need to be addressed. Safer Care
Victoria should investigate this specific matter to ensure
such an incidents do not occur in the future. Ballarat
hospital provides incredibly important services to our
community, and a full investigation will ensure that the
community continues to have faith in the care at
Ballarat hospital. Will the minister direct Safer Care
Victoria to investigate this matter to ensure it does not
happen again?

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My constituency question is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change. I refer the
minister to her correspondence to the member for
Mordialloc in the Assembly, Mr Tim Richardson,
reference MN031753, received 7 August 2017, and in
particular to the reference to my constituent Mr Simon
Johnson. Mr Johnson has a planning permit from the
Kingston City Council to build his family home in
Parkdale. Despite Mr Johnson having a lawfully
approved building permit, United Energy has been
demanding for some time that Mr Johnson, a private
citizen, make a contribution of $70 000 to Downer EDI
Limited, a company working on behalf of United
Energy, to offset and upgrade the electricity asset
belonging to United Energy.

Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing. The permanent residents of
Wantirna Park caravan park are desperately trying to
seek alternate arrangements for accommodation as their
eviction date of November 2017 gets closer. Some
residents have sites available to relocate their homes to,
but no funds available to pay for the relocation. Will the
minister consider no-interest loans for those residents
seeking that type of assistance?

Now this seems extraordinary to me. I do not see a
basis in law for it. I ask the minister to review the
situation and to assure herself that this approach is not a
breach of the third line forcing provisions of the
Competition and Consumer Act 2010 and to make sure
that Mr Johnson is not seen as being victimised for his
strong campaign against sky rail along the Frankston
line.

Western Victoria Region

Southern Metropolitan Region

Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Health. As has been reported, on 2 September a family
from my electorate was informed by Ballarat hospital
that a loved one had passed away. The family was then
contacted on 4 September to inform them that the man
was in fact still alive. Ballarat hospital does an excellent
job in providing high-quality health care to our
community. The hardworking staff at the Ballarat
hospital provide important health services to our
community, for which we are most fortunate. This case
is of course terrible for the family involved and simply
should not have occurred.

Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Education,
and it concerns South Yarra Primary School. I have
raised the issue of overcrowding and the population
growth in and around South Yarra a number of times in
this chamber, including in questions to the minister
where I have sought his commitment to visit the South
Yarra Primary School community. I have also sought a
master planning process to deal with the long-term
population growth. But there is a crunch point coming
next year. What I am seeking for him to do is review
these matters and make sure that there are sufficient
resources, including portable classrooms, available for
the massive growth in population — with
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94 enrolments, additional, in this period ahead. What I
seek from the minister is information as to what steps
the community should take to —
The PRESIDENT — Time!

Western Victoria Region
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question today is for the Minister for
Health. It concerns public perceptions of Bellarine
Community Health Ltd after the organisation was last
week shamed by a newspaper into apologising to
palliative care patients for giving them just four days
notice via a letter that as of last Monday they would no
longer have access to on-call nurses between 4.30 p.m.
and 8.00 a.m. It then reversed its extraordinary
decision.
Only this morning we have seen the chair of Bellarine
Community Health step down from her position. We
have seen over a number of months now the member
for Bellarine, Lisa Neville, almost running a war
campaign against the community health centre. I
appreciate there has been a chequered history with
Bellarine Community Health, and I understand a
forensic audit of Bellarine Community Health Ltd has
been completed. The question I am seeking an answer
to from the minister is: will she make that audit
available to the Parliament and also will she make the
outcome of the audit available to the public to give
some confidence to those living on the Bellarine that in
fact Bellarine Community Health Ltd is providing an
appropriate health service?

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Health. I
refer the minister to the question I asked on 20 June this
year, the answer to which I have just received. My
question came from a deep concern about the health of
my constituents living in the vicinity of the Ravenhall
tip. I am loath to suggest the minister does not care
about the locals’ health, but her response could easily
be taken that way. The minister has come nowhere near
answering the question. That being the case, I ask the
minister again: will she conduct an investigation into
the health impacts on communities surrounding the
Ravenhall tip that will include investigation into
leukaemia, Parkinson’s disease, chronic breathing
complaints, asthma in children and all forms of cancer?
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Debate resumed.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the motion moved by Mr Davis. In doing so I
note that it is not surprising that the opposition keep
hammering away about destroying the reputation of this
great state and Melbourne. Part of the motion, point 3,
states:
the crime wave engulfing Victoria is putting at risk
Melbourne’s reputation as the world’s most livable city …

They keep at it again and again and again, trying to
paint that dark picture about life in Melbourne and in
Victoria. They say that the opposition now would like
to run Victoria Police, so basically they are saying that
the Chief Commissioner of Police and all the officers of
Victoria Police do not know how to do their jobs but
these guys opposite know better. They want to run the
operations of Victoria Police. They know better,
apparently, because they are the experts about where
police resources should be deployed.
Then they want to talk about resources. I will go into
great detail later on about how much money they
invested in resources for Victoria Police over the last
four years they were in government. It actually was not
much; I think it was something to do with some
lockers. They had not invested in a single additional
police officer in Victoria. They were barely catching up
with replacing the people who were actually retiring or
leaving the service. When it came to additional
investment in police resources, the number was zero.
When we came to power the Andrews Labor
government invested over $2 billion. More than
3500 sworn police officers will be added to the police
resources in Victoria to fight crime. They will be
additional. They will not be to replace the people who
are leaving the service due to retirement or for whatever
reason. They will be additional — a net increase.
We have been lectured by the other side about
investment in fighting crime. Basically they have
decided it is a good headline for the Herald Sun and
3AW and therefore they have said, ‘Let’s run with it.
Don’t let the truth stand in the way of a good story.
Let’s run with it. Let’s play on the fear of Victorians
instead of offering a real solution and basically dealing
with the facts’. We have seen today that the facts do not
mean anything. They just create enough hysteria to
drive fear into the community and in the hope that they
might get a jump in the polls, because they think that is
a good thing.
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Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr MELHEM — I get it. Do you know what? We
have had for years a police minister who has stood up
and said, ‘We have got a problem’. She has actually
recognised that we have got a problem. And guess
what? She is actually doing something about it. So we
are not pretending that there is not a problem. We
actually accept that, yes, there is a problem. But we are
doing something about it. So get with the program and
support the initiatives the Labor government has put in
place.
Moving on, I will talk about the numbers and about
crime specifically in Stonnington in relation to the
actual figures. In the last quarter the figures have gone
down, but we ignore that. For years you did nothing to
improve things. People did not wake up and say, ‘Oh,
there’s a change of government. Now we’ll go and
commit crimes’. It is a cycle. Since 2011 we have got it
that the numbers have climbed up. It takes a while.
There is no magic wand that you can use and say,
‘Okay, we’re going to stop it. Now it’s going to stop’.
You put programs in place and start delivering. I think
Mr Davis talked about Apex earlier. There was a real
problem. We had a real problem with a group of young
people. Unfortunately when they or they with their
parents arrived in this state, they formed what is called
the Apex gang and they created some serious problems
and committed some serious crimes. We are talking
about teenage kids between the ages of 11 and 17 or 18,
and it was a real problem in our state.
But guess what? Victoria Police were given all the
resources they needed to basically crack that thing wide
open and deal with it head-on. The police
commissioner, who I have a lot of respect for — the
other side do not, because they do not have any respect
for anyone in the Victoria Police — said, ‘We have
finally broken the back of Apex’, particularly the
ringleaders and particularly the adults who were
actually taking advantage of these young kids to get
them to go and commit crimes. Their view was, ‘We’ll
give you a bit of money, you go and steal a car or break
into a house, because if you get caught you’re not likely
to go to jail’. If these adults — these unscrupulous
people — got caught, they would more than likely
receive a serious jail sentence, so they had been using
these young people. So it was not just about arresting
these young kids; what the police were focusing on was
how they could catch the real criminals — the adults
who were using the young kids.
And guess what? I think Victoria Police did a fantastic
job, because most of these people have now been
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locked up. Apex is a thing of the past. We have not
heard about Apex in the last few months. That is
because of two things. The Premier of this state, Daniel
Andrews, said to Victoria Police — and he
implemented it — ‘Whatever resources you need I will
give you. You ask and you will get’. That is exactly
what happened. The credit also goes to Victoria Police,
to its command and to its entire membership. They
went out and made sure that they delivered the goods.
That is why we have seen the end of Apex.
Now, are we going to see the end of crime in this state
forever? No, we will not. Crime is unfortunately part of
human nature, but we will try to reduce it, we will try to
prevent it — we will try to do that. There are hundreds
and hundreds of thousands of crimes committed in this
state every year — various crimes, different crimes —
so let us not pretend. I wish we could. If you are a
religious person, heaven is meant to be crime free, but it
does not apply on earth. Unfortunately crime will
always be around. The only thing we can do is look at
how we can prevent it, how we can reduce the number
of crimes and how we can reduce the human impact on
our citizens. That is why we have a police force. That is
why we invest in our police force and we go and
change laws to deal with these matters. There has been
a series of bills before this house in the last two years to
basically deal with these matters, like the carjacking
bill, the home invasion bill and the various pieces of
legislation that we have put in place. Various powers
were given to the police as well to deal with these
matters. The opposition decided to ignore that.
Ms Crozier — You are closing police stations.
Mr MELHEM — I think we invested more in
police stations than you ever did in your four years. If
you want to talk about that, I think we can actually talk
about that. That is the other argument. Let us not talk
about the airy-fairy stuff. We are talking about a
24-hour station versus my numbers. I think Mr Finn
talked about that the other day in relation to Caroline
Springs. When I met with the police force there I said,
‘What would you like? Extra members to be on the
street and their cars patrolling the streets?’. We talked
about the 88 extra police officers to be deployed in the
west, and the sergeant said to me, ‘I don’t want to be
open 24 hours. I don’t want people sitting behind their
desks. I want people in their cars patrolling the streets.
That’s where I want my members to be.’ Because guess
what? If a crime is committed next door, you do not go
and run a kilometre to the police station and say, ‘Can
you please come?’. No-one is going to sit there. They
should be outside; they should be in their cars patrolling
the streets.
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Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr MELHEM — No, that is the word of the
sergeant in charge of the station. His comment was, ‘I
am not really interested whether the station is open
16 hours or 24 hours. If I have the choice of whether to
get an extra 10 coppers in their cars patrolling the street
or to have them open the station for another 8 hours a
day, I would rather have them on the street’. That is
basically what our experts are saying.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I go
back to the motion, in which we had Mr Davis calling
on the Andrews Labor government and asking the
Premier what he is doing. His motion asks that the
house:
… calls on Premier Daniel Andrews and the state Labor
government to make community safety their number one
priority to get the crime wave under control.

Before I do that I want to recap what I was saying
earlier about when this mob on the other side was in
government. In 2012–13 they spent $0.7 million — that
is, $700 000 — and the new investment was for new
lockers for police stations.
Mr Gepp — New lockers?
Mr MELHEM — Yes, new lockers. That was their
record for the year. Over the four-year period that
number grew to $7.7 million, so that is pretty good. In
the budget for 2012–13 was the $700 000 for the new
lockers, then in 2013–14 there was an election coming
up, so they thought, ‘We’ll increase the figure’. So
there was an additional $46 million, but half of that was
for IT work. That really did not go down well. So
basically we are getting lectured by the other side about
investment and trying to do something about crime,
even though the statistics tell us the rising crime rate in
Victoria commenced in about 2011. Yet there was not
much investment at all in trying to fight these crimes. In
2014–15 the investment dropped to $23.9 million, and
with the first year of the new Labor government the
investment grew to $84 million in 2015–16. In our first
budget we put in $84 million, then another $141 million
in 2016–17, and it is forecast to be in excess of
$2 billion over the out years.
We went to police command, we went to the Police
Association Victoria, and we talked to various
stakeholders and asked, ‘What do you need to address
this chronic issue?’. I thought for a minute that the
police association would put a log of claims in and have
some ambit numbers and so forth, but to their credit
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they did not. They came to the state government and
said they would like to see over the next four years a
certain number of extra police officers, which was to
the tune of about 3500. Police command concurred
with that, and then when they got the response from the
government that we were going to deliver that I think
they were a bit stunned, but I suppose they were not
surprised because they had dealt with the Premier, and
he actually meant what he said to them. He said, ‘You
tell me the figures and what you need to make your job
easier, to make sure you are able to fight this crime, and
I’m going to give you the tools, the equipment and
everything you need, including the laws, to try to
reduce the crime rate in Victoria’. And they put that
proposal to government, and the government endorsed
that.
Let us look at some statistics, which I think Mr Davis
talked about. They say police arrests continue to reach
new peaks. Obviously the 540-odd additional net
increase to police numbers is paying off. There have
been 9.9 per cent more arrests than in the year
before — 73 174 offenders arrested, up from 66 612 the
year before — and there has been a 58.6 per cent
increase in police arrests since the year to March 2013,
so the police are actually arresting more people, which
is a good thing. It is a good thing in a way; at least we
are arresting people. The bad thing is we do not really
want to arrest anyone. We do not want anyone to go
and commit crimes, but when they do at least the police
are there making the arrests.
In the 12 months to 31 March 2017 there was a 4 per
cent increase — or 20 714 more offences — on the
same period last year, and there was a 2.5 per cent
increase in the offence rate per 100 000 of population.
This increase is largely due to property and deception
offences, which rose by 4.5 per cent and comprised
60 per cent of all recorded crimes. There was also a
5.4 per cent drop in overall recorded offences from
January to March. It gets ignored that the crime rate is
actually dropping. We do not like that; because it is
good news it gets ignored. October to December 2016
was the second quarter in a row when there was no rise
in crime.
Mr Davis interjected.
Mr MELHEM — I am going backwards now,
Mr Davis. For October to December a 0 per cent rise in
crime was recorded, so we are seeing improvement.
The year to December 2016 showed a 10 per cent
increase in recorded offences and an 8.1 per cent rise
per 100 000 of the population, but in the year ending
September 2016 we saw an 11.6 per cent rise. If we go
back to the year to June last year, the figure was a
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13.4 per cent rise in recorded offences. So you can see
things are improving. Family violence is beginning to
stabilise for the first time in recent years.
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where these resources should be allocated’. That is a
very irresponsible thing for politicians to do, but I
suppose being responsible is not something Mr Davis
and his colleagues would like to be.

Mr O’Sullivan interjected.
Mr MELHEM — I feel safe in my house,
Mr O’Sullivan, and most Victorians do, but there are a
lot of Victorians —
Mr O’Sullivan — You’re one of the lucky ones.
Mr MELHEM — You are right, because some of it
is real and some of it is a perception that they do not
feel safe. Motions like this by you people do not help.
They create a sense of fear. There is definitely a sense
of fear in the community about crime rates. Instead of
standing here and assuring Victorians that we are doing
what we need to do to make sure that their safety and
their children’s safety is protected and that we are
working on improving their wellbeing and safety, they
thought, ‘No, we’re just going to pour some more oil on
the fire and ignore the magnificent job that Victoria
Police are doing and the recent statistic that the overall
crime rate is dropping’ — and hopefully will continue
to drop. ‘Instead what we will do is pour some more
fuel on the fire. Let’s do that, because that might win
some votes’. That is the only reason you are doing it.
There is no other reason.
Going back to the motion, it talks about the need for
extra police. Under the staff allocation model the
government provides police with total numbers and a
budget, and then it is a matter for the police
commissioner and his or her commanders — executive
officers — to allocate resources. It is not up to the
minister, it is not up to the shadow minister, it is not up
to the Premier — it is not up to politicians — to
actually allocate where police members should be
serving, whether it is in Stonnington or in Brimbank. It
is a matter for police command. Basically Mr Davis
wants a politician to say to the Chief Commissioner of
Police, ‘Move aside. We will tell you where to allocate
your members. We know better than you. What the hell
do you know? We actually know where the police
members should be. We are crime fighters’. Well, I am
sorry — you are not. You are not crime fighters. You
have got no idea. So let the experts deal with that
situation.
To me, they are doing a great job. The stats already
speak for themselves. The measures that have been put
in place are already working. They are not working at
the rate we would like. That is a fair comment; I will
accept that. But let us not say to police command, ‘You
don’t know what you’re doing. We want to tell you

As I said earlier, the additional 546 police officers are
actually paying dividends. I want to talk about
Stonnington, which was the subject of this motion. I
note that the notice paper has various notices of motion
in relation to this for every city council area. Looking at
the recent statistics, crime in Stonnington has dropped
10 per cent when looking at January to March this year
compared to October to November last year. Nowhere
in the motion is there a recognition that the crime rate
has dropped. Has crime stopped in Stonnington? No, it
has not. I wish it had. We would all like to have zero
crime, but as I said earlier, unfortunately that is not
going to happen, whether we like it or not. What we can
do is see how we can minimise it, how we can reduce
it. If we could eliminate it, that would be great. If you
have the answer, we are happy to listen.
The reduction in crime is due to the hard work of the
police in the local area. Mind you, it is my
understanding that these numbers are now below what
they were in December 2015. In the January to March
2017 quarter we saw a 12 per cent decrease — by
226 offences — in overall property and deception
offences in the City of Stonnington when compared to
October to December 2016. The southern metro police
region, which covers Stonnington, has a new crime
team — which Mr Davis failed to talk about —
targeting networked offending in the area and
especially focusing on jewellery store burglaries. We all
know about that. It is a major issue to address, and that
is what the southern metro police region command and
members are focusing on. There is now a team
dedicated to focusing on these particular crimes,
because people are entitled to trade in their businesses
without the fear of someone breaking in and trying to
rob them. I think they are entitled to feel safe. There is
no question about that.
What this government is trying to do and will continue
to do is make sure we can give them that feeling of
satisfaction and protection they need. Are we able to
guarantee 100 per cent that this sort of thing will not
occur again, whether it is in Stonnington or any other
place? No, we cannot. If we are going to be honest with
ourselves and our constituents, we cannot give that
guarantee, but we can give the guarantee that we will
put the resources in the field to make sure we stop these
things happening in the first place. That is the
commitment that has been given by the state Andrews
Labor government, and that is what the southern metro
police region is working on.
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As part of the 3500 new police officers there will be
more and more police stationed at the direction of the
police commissioner and his command in places like
Stonnington in the Southern Metropolitan Region, like
there will be in my electorate of Western Metropolitan
Region. As these new police members are recruited,
finish their training and come online, there will be more
resources actually put in place.

of which 547 are already on the front line. There are
another 3000 to go; they are coming through the
pipeline. We have strengthened various laws to deal
with these crimes, whether it is carjacking or home
invasions, and that is paying dividends. For once it is
clear from the crime statistics that the crime rate is
heading in the right direction — that is, downwards, not
upwards. I think it is time to recognise that.

Mr Davis talked about CCTV and community crime
prevention. He failed to mention that the community
safety statement provided $19.4 million over two years
to support the Victorian community crime prevention
program. This includes the graffiti prevention grants
and youth crime prevention programs. It also continues
the Community Safety Fund and the Public Safety
Infrastructure Fund. I encourage Mr Davis to talk to
and encourage people in his community to apply for a
grant from the Public Safety Infrastructure Fund. The
fund is open to applications until 25 September. These
grants provide up to $250 000 to local councils which
they can put towards urban design initiatives and
technology, and that could include CCTV, lighting and
many other measures. Basically I encourage Mr Davis
to talk to his community about applying for a grant to
enhance their safety.

It is time to recognise that Melbourne, notwithstanding
recent events, is still the most livable city in the world,
has been for seven years in a row and will continue to
be. People are still flooding into Victoria because
Victoria and Melbourne are great places to be.
Melbourne is a great city to live in and Victoria is a
great state to live in. It is one of the best performing
states in the country. It has the best economy in the
country. I think we need to celebrate these things
instead of frightening everyone about the state of affairs
in Victoria and to a large extent exaggerating things or
making them up — because that is still your agenda.

Mr Davis also talked about the Prahran police cells.
There has been further improvement there, but this has
been ignored by him. The question here is whether we
run the argument and continue the campaign to drive
fear in our community. We can do that; it is easy.
Mr Finn — You don’t have to drive it; it’s there.
It’s already there.
Mr MELHEM — It has always been there,
Mr Finn. You know that you and I are good Christians.
We believe in heaven. The only place where there is no
crime is in heaven, but unfortunately we do not live in
heaven; we live on earth. Unfortunately there will
always be crime on earth, so let us not pretend we are
living in a world without any crime.

I had better leave room for other speakers. I have been
told I need to wind up, otherwise I will get into trouble.
With those comments I will obviously be voting against
the motion. I hope the rest of the house will vote against
the motion so that we can focus on how we can
continue celebrating this great state of ours and how
Melbourne can continue to be the most livable city in
the world for many years to come.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms PENNICUIK
(Southern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until later this today.

MAJOR SPORTING EVENTS
AMENDMENT (AFL GRAND FINAL
TICKETS) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 August; motion of
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan).

Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM — Maybe that is another job I
should look at. Maybe you and I can open a new
church.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM — What we can do is work together
to try to improve the life of our citizens by reducing the
incidence of crime. I say to Mr Finn that he needs to
acknowledge for once in his life that we are investing in
and we are going to have another 3500 police officers,

Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — We continue this fine
just-in-time philosophy today, which we started earlier
in the day. I understand that we have a fair bit of time
available to us, but in a desire for expediency and
efficiency I certainly will not be taking up the time that
is available to me. It is important to be able to debate
the bill that is before us.
I say from the outset that it is a fine thing to wish that
everyone could attend every sporting event. In fact if
we look no further than Friday night’s
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Richmond-Geelong qualifying final, I believe it is
almost a sell-out, with an estimated attendance of
97 000 people. Melbourne being the amazing sporting
city it is, I do not think it is too great a claim to suggest
that when Richmond is roaring, the level of
participation in the population wanting to attend those
games is tenfold compared to when people are tearing
up their memberships at quarter time. I think we could
safely say, and I think Mr Finn would agree with me,
that we would have an expectation that if 200 000
people could fit into the stadium we would probably fill
the stadium this Friday night.
We would like to see as many members as possible
attend the game in person, because there is something
about being at a game that elicits that emotional
response from being part of every tackle, every goal
and every umpiring decision. It is not quite the same
when you watch it on TV. I acknowledge the bill before
us and I acknowledge that the Greens, who are
proposing it, are doing it with the best of intentions. I
believe that they have pursued —
Mr Finn — I am not sure about that.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Mr Finn, I am going to give
them the benefit of the doubt. I believe that there is a
fair degree of good faith in relation to the bill before us,
and I think it is important to note that, as per usual with
bills that the Greens put up, they have only looked at
half the story. Of course the other half of the story is the
huge economic inputs that the AFL and the Melbourne
Cricket Club (MCC) are required to contribute in order
for our great game to be able to accommodate not just
games where as few as 15 000 people turn up, which
could have been a Melbourne versus Fremantle
game — or just about any game that has Melbourne
playing. The point is that we need large crowds and
large memberships to help to subsidise the work that
goes on with both our stadium management and also
the health of the game itself.
When one considers the fact that the AFL has increased
the allocation of members tickets to this year’s grand
final by 4000, which is an increase of over 15 per cent
on the previous year — well in excess, in fact — to
34 000 out of 100 000 tickets, it is possible already to
appreciate that that is in excess of one-third of the
stadium’s capacity, so one-third of the stadium’s
capacity is allocated to members of the competing
clubs. And when you take into consideration the
economic underpinning of the Melbourne Cricket
Ground, one of the seven wonders of the modern world
along with AAMI Park, the National Tennis Centre,
Lakeside Stadium, the Tootgarook under-18s
stadium —
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Mr Finn interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Yes, thank you, Mr Finn — all
seven wonders of the sporting world are here in
Victoria.
When you consider that the economic underpinning of
the cricket ground includes 25 000 tickets for MCC
members and 17 000 for AFL members — that takes
the tally to 42 000 — and then the 34 000 that are
available to competing club members, that makes
76 000 out of the approximately 100 000 that can attend
the stadium.
I must declare a pecuniary interest in that I am an AFL
member. I can say that the member for Prahran in the
Assembly would be happy in the knowledge that as a
full AFL member and as a sad and struggling St Kilda
supporter I do not take up my allocation for the grand
final when St Kilda is not competing, because I want
members within the AFL family who are members of
one of the two competing clubs to have the opportunity
of hopefully seeing their team succeed where St Kilda
often falls over at the last hurdle.
Ms Springle interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — It is unruly for me to take up
those interjections and I shall not take up those
interjections, although I suggest that Ms Springle wear
a bit of white with her red and black so that the St Kilda
colours are in this chamber.
It is important to point out that on the final day of the
AFL sporting calendar we must be able to honour the
people who financially underpin the support of the
Melbourne Cricket Ground. Again, just to reflect on
that for those who have just arrived, there are
approximately 25 000 tickets available in the MCC
members reserve, and I point out that, in terms of those
25 000 tickets, there are significantly greater numbers
who hold MCC membership than that. In fact I believe
that there are roughly 110 000 members of the MCC,
and goodness knows how many people are on the
waiting list. Those members pay an annual subscription
fee to be able to attend the MCG on any day of the year
that it does not host a declared event — like a FIFA
match, a concert or an otherwise private event — so
they are entitled to use their members reserve
allocation. They pay for the privilege of being a
member of the MCC. Similarly, AFL members are also
entitled to access their reserve.
Yes, that does have an effect on members of the
competing clubs that make grand final day who do not
have that opportunity, but that does not mean to say that
we should squeeze the AFL or the MCC or the
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competing club allocations as they currently stand to
make more tickets available. It is wrong to say that club
members who contribute financially to their club of
choice or who, if they cannot afford an annual
membership, support their club by going to the games
on a match-by-match basis, somehow have a greater
right to be able to attend the grand final than somebody
who has contributed through the AFL members reserve
or through MCC membership. It is important to note
that just being a member of the AFL or the MCC does
not actually mean that you have a right to go to the
game either. It is also important to note that there are far
more members of both of those bodies than there are
seats at the ground. Just like anything else, we need to
be able to accommodate as many people as we can
while understanding that there are competing
allocations and competing requirements and requests as
well.
I understand that the member for Prahran in the other
place — I think this is something you and I will agree
on, Acting President Morris — does not like the
corporate community, unless of course it is Graeme
Wood providing the Greens with $1 million of funding
for their advertising campaigns. I understand that the
Greens might eschew the corporate dollar and think that
it is a bad thing, but let me tell you that without
sponsors the game would be poorer. In fact without
sponsors the players would be paid less, and if the
Greens truly were a party that supported the worker,
they would support our AFL superstars being paid
more money. That is absolutely part of having
corporate support, because the more corporate support
we have —
Ms Springle — That was a leap.
Mr DALIDAKIS — No, it was not a leap,
because —
Ms Springle — That was a leap.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Well, it is a leap for the
Greens who have no corporate expertise or
understanding of the business world. The fact remains
that the corporate dollar helps to support the AFL
industry, so having corporate support for the grand final
means that of course there are obligations to support
those corporate partners that support the game.
Unfortunately this is an important point that the Greens
have missed. It is unfortunately part of the make-up of
the Greens that they struggle to come to terms with this
within their natural tensions, within their —
Ms Springle — It’s really hard being the smartest
person in the room, isn’t it?
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Mr DALIDAKIS — I am going to take up that
interjection. I wish I was the smartest person in the
room, but I am not a Green, so it is very difficult to live
up to that interjection from Ms Springle. Ms Springle
knows that I have a deep affection for her contributions
in this place, and I think she is a fine representative of
her political party —
Mr Ondarchie — You just reek of sincerity.
Mr DALIDAKIS — No, I have had these
conversations in private, and I am happy to put them in
Hansard for the public record. Of course I think the
south-east would be better served with an additional
Labor member, but having not got the additional Labor
member, I think Ms Springle is a fantastic
representative nonetheless. But the fact remains —
Ms Patten — You’re second best.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Second best. There is no prize
money for coming second; just remember that,
Ms Springle.
If I can, because I do wish to move the debate along
and finish my contribution, it is also worth pointing out
that there are an additional 7000 tickets to the grand
final that are provided to the 18 AFL clubs in order for
them to be able to sell packages and to be able to
benefit financially. This is a bit of socialism that the
Greens should be up to date with — a bit of spreading
of the love across the AFL family. That is why the AFL
gives tickets to other clubs that are not competing in
what will be the final day in September this year — I
think 30 September is the date of the grand final.
Nonetheless it is important to reflect that there is always
hot competition for tickets.
I want to also point out that I have respect for what the
member for Prahran in the Assembly is pursuing. I have
in good faith attributed the work behind this bill to the
Greens wanting to provide greater access to the game
than we currently have. Unfortunately we are limited by
a capacity constraint of the stadium itself.
I can tell you, Acting President, that should Melbourne
be one of the competing teams in the grand final
anytime in the future — and the other team in it be
Fremantle — then the member for Prahran would
probably get his wish. We could probably open the
doors up and give away tickets for free. Unfortunately
neither Fremantle nor Melbourne are in the final series
this year. As a result, I think it is fair to say that there
will be a lockout on grand final day, irrespective of who
the two final teams are. I know I have maligned
Melbourne unfairly, but really I think I have slayed
Fremantle far more than Melbourne. Let me say that
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with the climatic conditions that Victoria is
experiencing at the moment Melbourne supporters have
not lost out because they still have the snow. That is the
truth of the matter: they can still go skiing. So just
because Melbourne are not competing in the finals
series does not mean they have missed out this year.
In summing up, let us look at the facts before us. There
are approximately 25 000 tickets available to the MCC.
There are approximately 17 000 tickets available to
AFL members. On top of that there are approximately
7000 tickets that the AFL provides to the other member
clubs that are not competing on the final Saturday in
September.
Mr Finn — That would be grand final day.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Yes, the grand final, Mr Finn,
which St Kilda has played in and lost on more
occasions over the last 20 years then Richmond has. I
do know what the grand final is. Believe me,
Mr Finn — and I know it is unruly to take up
interjections, but I shall on this occasion — the tears of
my children at games when we have lost burnt through
the seats like acid. As a father I also felt their pain,
especially given that I am the one who forced them to
be St Kilda supporters and members.
As I was saying, when you add to those figures the
34 000 tickets the AFL allocated to competing club
members for this year’s grand final, which is, as I said,
4000 up on last year, I think you would understand that
the AFL has taken great strides in ensuring that
members of competing clubs are there as best it
possibly can.
In conclusion I want to point out that there have been
some erroneous examples used of overseas finals and
questions asked as to why their arrangements cannot be
replicated here — for example, the UEFA Champions
League final. I do not suspect for a moment that
members of the Greens actually know much about
soccer, it being an ethnic game, but let me tell you,
Acting President, that as a son of football — the world
game — I know the Champions League final moves
from stadium to stadium every year. There is a massive
bid by the home team to win it. There is no ability for
members of the stadia to support continued economic
growth, which is why they do not use the same
allocation of seating for those finals.
It is the same thing with the FA Cup final at Wembley
Stadium every year. Wembley does not actually have
home membership so it is not treated like the MCC is at
the MCG. It is also important to realise that if you are
going to compare apples with apples, you need to make
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sure that apples are being compared with apples and not
with lemons, as demonstrated by the examples used by
the Greens.
In finality it is important to note that there are over
100 000 members of the MCC, with 10 000 new
applications received annually. More than
240 000 people are on a waiting list, just to correct the
figures from an earlier part of my contribution, and it
can take over 15 years to become just a restricted
member. Of course, as I mentioned earlier, in addition
to the MCC members reserve capacity you have the
AFL members reserve, which I again declare I am a full
member of, and there are almost 55 000 AFL members.
Those 55 000 AFL members, just like the MCC
members, also have a right to use the facility on grand
final day.
We are saying that we cannot support the bill at this
point, because if the bill was passed and 50 000 grand
final tickets were required to be made available for
members of competing clubs, approximately 16 000
tickets would have to be reduced from the allocation to
other fans, from the financial support of other economic
contributors —
Mr Leane — The numbers don’t add up.
Mr DALIDAKIS — As my learned colleague
Mr Leane so eloquently put it, much more eloquently
than I have been able to in my contribution thus far, the
Greens numbers just do not stack up.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise today to speak on the Major Sporting Events
Amendment (AFL Grand Final Tickets) Bill 2017. Can
I commence by acknowledging the work put in by
Ms Springle to bring this bill to the chamber. I sensed
through her contribution that she clearly has members
and fans at heart.
I rise to follow Mr Dalidakis’s personal attack on the
Greens, which I found interesting, if nothing else. What
I found to be the most incredible, unbelievable and
unacceptable part of Mr Dalidakis’s condition was that
he declared himself to be a saint. I have to say there
would not be many people in this place who would
think Mr Dalidakis was a saint.
This bill was introduced by the Victorian Greens. It
requires the AFL to distribute at least half of all tickets
for the AFL grand final to competing clubs. It also
requires tickets not to be sold in conjunction with any
other package. Currently competing clubs receive about
15 000 tickets and AFL and Melbourne Cricket Club
(MCC) members receive approximately 50 per cent of
the tickets. This change would have a major effect on
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those AFL and MCC members. Therefore on this
occasion the state opposition will not be supporting the
Greens bill.
For me this is a transactional matter between the AFL
and its member clubs. The AFL commissioners, to the
best of my knowledge, have not received any
submissions from member clubs to alter the current
arrangements. In saying that, we have very firm views
in the state opposition about ticket scalping and the
escalating price of grand final tickets. I note that entry
level ticket prices for this year’s AFL grand final and
every week of the finals have been frozen, retaining a
16-year low, after being reduced last year.
I also note, as Mr Dalidakis also mentioned in between
slagging the Greens, that supporters of competing
teams will receive an additional 4000 tickets to the
grand final, with 2000 allocated to each club. Gillon
McLachlan, the AFL CEO, made a statement that he
continues in his commitment to make AFL games
accessible and affordable for many, many fans.
The finals are finally kicking off tomorrow night, after
what has been the most inexcusable, stupid bye I have
ever seen. I do not know why they did it. I suspect it
was to allow AFL management to have a holiday on the
Gold Coast or something like that. I do not know why
they stopped. We have the Adelaide Crows playing the
GWS Giants tomorrow in Adelaide. On Friday we have
the Geelong Cats playing Richmond. Interestingly
enough the Geelong Cats have been awarded a home
final, which curiously is at the MCG when their home
ground is in fact at Kardinia Park.
Now Gillon McLachlan, who should be playing in the
Australian test team because he is the king of spin, is
trying to explain why Geelong’s home final is at the
MCG. Now Gill, I have to tell you, if you have not
worked it out yet, if you head down the Princes
Highway, Geelong’s home ground is at Kardinia Park. I
declare a pecuniary interest being an AFL Geelong
member and a long-term supporter of that great club.
But I have to say, Gill is doing everything he can to
make sure Geelong do not progress. On Saturday the
Sydney Swans play Essendon at the Sydney Cricket
Ground. They have a home final. Port Adelaide have a
home final against the West Coast Eagles, so clearly
through this finals package, only Geelong has been
disadvantaged by the AFL.
Since we have got through this pointless bye, we do
note that we support the government’s position on
clamping down on ticket scalpers — those rip-off
merchants who are taking money inappropriately from
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the fans who want to get extra tickets to the game. We,
like the government, denounce that.
The main concern is that the position put by the Greens
is a position that should be negotiated by the AFL clubs
and the AFL. AFL members and MCC members who
have waited many, many years for membership may
well be disadvantaged by this recommendation.
I wish all competing clubs in the finals this year — save
for the Adelaide Crows, Greater Western Sydney
Giants, Richmond, Sydney Swans, Essendon, Port
Adelaide and West Coast Eagles — a good final series.
Go the Cats! The opposition will not be supporting this
bill.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak briefly on the Major Sporting Events
Amendment (AFL Grand Final Tickets) Bill 2017. As a
crossbencher I am aware of how important these
Wednesday spots are for us and how rare they are,
where we actually get the opportunity to lead the
debate. I recognise Mr Jennings calls them the WOT
days — the waste of time days — but I do not agree
with that at all. I certainly think that this is our
opportunity to drive public debate on important and
life-changing issues in our community.
I have to say that when I looked through the notice
paper I saw that the Greens have got nine entries under
‘Orders of the day’, many of which I would support —
and obviously I have supported the Greens in the past. I
am looking forward to Ms Pennicuik’s Equal
Opportunity Amendment (Improved Protection) Bill
2017 as I am to the Spent Convictions Bill 2017. I
wonder about the fact that on this important day we are
talking about increasing the number of AFL Grand
Final tickets for the competing clubs. I do not think this
will necessarily save a life, or not in any way that I can
think of. I understand that they are trying to increase the
democratic availability of tickets, but I do not think that
this goes towards that. I cannot see that it in any way is
protecting the environment, unless we are going paper
free on the extra 16 000 tickets.
Listening to Mr Hibbins from the other place when he
was first spruiking his ideas about these tickets on
radio, he admitted that he had not actually consulted the
AFL before making this announcement. He did say he
had sent a letter to them but had not received a reply, so
he had not actually met with the organisation that this
bill affects.
Ms Dunn — Not for the want of trying.
Ms PATTEN — No phone call, no meeting — a
letter; I grant you a letter. I am quoting what I heard
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Mr Hibbins say on the radio. I think it is important to
ensure that you have consulted and to ensure that you
have worked with the AFL. I wonder if this could have
been resolved by means other than legislation. But as
others have said, including Mr Dalidakis, the problem
is this is just not achievable. For the 2017 AFL Grand
Final, 34 000 tickets out of a possible 100 000 — just
over a third — will be allocated to the competing teams
and 25 000 will be allocated to Melbourne Cricket Club
(MCC) members.

members. I really struggle to understand the bill. As
one of my staff mentioned, ‘Mr Hibbins has missed the
mark here. In fact it’s a falcon’. For those of you who
may not know what a falcon is, as I did not until today,
a falcon is when a ball hits you in the face. I am sure
this bill is well intentioned, but the numbers do not add
up. I am pleased to see that Ms Springle will no doubt
dispute this in her summing up, but I would suggest that
this is a hospital pass from Mr Hibbins to Ms Springle,
who will be forced to defend this bill today.

Now, these are members who are passionate about the
game. There are well over 100 000 MCC members, so
this allocation only allows for a small number of those
members. I know many of my friends have their
children, on the day of their child’s birth, signed up on
the waiting list for MCC membership. We have got
17 000 tickets awarded to AFL members — again, they
are very keen football fans, very keen supporters. The
AFL clubs are allocated 6500, and my understanding of
clause 7 of this bill is that it will actually not allow — it
will ban — those clubs from using those tickets to
value-add by adding food and beverages to the tickets
and selling them as fundraisers for their respective
clubs.

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I rise very
briefly to speak on this bill. I should declare my interest
in this matter: I am a long-term member of the
Richmond Football Club. I am very enthusiastic about
the Tigers’ chances this year, I can tell you — as indeed
I am every year until such time as they prove me
wrong. I am very hopeful that they will not prove me
wrong this year. I have been a Richmond supporter for
over 50 years. It saddens me to tell the house that in the
course of that time Richmond have won five
premierships but I am yet to see one. The only game
that I missed out on in 1980 was the grand final, and
that was only because I could not get a seat. So I can
relate to people who feel the frustration of not being
able to get into the grand final on the biggest day of the
year.

Over 75 000 tickets currently are actually going to fans
of the AFL. This would take it up to 90 000. We want
90 000 to go, because at the moment we have got — I
will go through the numbers again — 34 000 for
competing club members, 25 000 for MCC members,
4200 for Medallion Club members, 17 000 for AFL
members, 6500 for AFL clubs and the remaining
16 000 go to the sponsors and corporate boxes. This is
not 16 000 seats; this includes all of the corporate boxes
there. It is those sponsors that not only help pay the
footballers but make this game possible. They make the
game possible every week.
If this bill were successful, we would be looking at
75 000 seats, but out of that 50 000 would be allocated
to the competing members, leaving us with only
25 000 seats to be divided up between AFL members,
MCG members, Medallion Club members and other
clubs. It is just not workable. Yes, the AFL clubs have
seen their memberships grow, but the MCG has not
grown. There are 100 000 seats there, and the numbers
just do not add up in this bill any which way. I think if
the Greens had spoken to the AFL prior to introducing
this bill, the bill may still have been introduced or there
may have been another way to come up with a solution
to this perceived problem.
In my eyes I do not think there is a problem because the
vast majority of the tickets go to AFL fans: AFL
members, MCG members and competing club

The fact of the matter is most members of football
clubs buy tickets on the understanding that there are no
guarantees. For example, the Richmond Football Club
has over 73 000 members, which is not a bad effort for
a club that has not won a premiership for 37 years.
Most clubs have around 40 000 to 50 000 members.
This year, for example, if it was a Richmond-Adelaide
grand final, you would actually need to have a ground
that could hold about 160 000 people to get everybody
in, and that is without the hangers-on who like to show
up on grand final day.
I might say it would be really good, and we might be
able to avoid this sort of legislation in future, if the AFL
got its act together a little bit. I know that they love to
make a dollar out of this, and I can fully understand
that. The AFL is a business; they have a right to earn a
dollar — I am not knocking anybody’s right to earn a
dollar. But when I see the AFL doing what they accuse
others of doing — that is, basically legal scalping —
and when they say, ‘Yes, we’ll throw in a ticket if you
give us $4000. We’ll give you lunch, we’ll give you a
few drinks at half-time and we’ll give you a ride to the
ground from wherever you might be — give us $4000
to $5000’, it is really frustrating to me. I just wonder
how many people who buy those packages are at the G
on the big day for the very first time. Is that the first
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time, and possibly the last time, they have ever been to
the footy?
I have the ability to attend the grand final, but I have
not done so. I have not taken it up for many, many
years because I could not live with myself if I knew that
I had taken the place of a fanatical supporter of
whatever club might be playing. I think that if you
barrack for a club — you go every week, rain, hail or
shine — and your team makes the grand final, then you
deserve to be there. As I said, we cannot change the
situation to make everybody get in because the place
just is not big enough. Whilst the Greens might like us
to live in a Greens-Socialist utopia, the fact of the
matter is that the AFL is a private company. You
cannot tell them what to do. You cannot tell them how
they should run —
Ms Springle — Of course you can.
Mr FINN — No. You cannot tell them how to run
their business. I know the extreme Socialist Left —
these people over here in the corner; they are to the left
of the Labor Party in more ways than one in this
chamber — think that you can tell private businesses
whatever you like, tell them who they can admit, tell
them what they can do any day of the week, but that is
not the case. We live in a country that is based on
private companies having the ability to make decisions
which they believe are in their own best financial
interests, and the AFL is no exception. I would dearly
love, as I said, to see every member of competing clubs
able to get into the MCG on grand final day, but it is
physically not possible — unless of course we have
Gold Coast Suns playing Greater Western Sydney
Giants, in which case you could fire a cannon and you
would not hit anybody.
Richmond-Geelong this Friday night is going to be a
huge game. We will have 100 000 people there. There
will be very, very few empty seats at the MCG. I am
looking forward to it like you would not believe, and I
am prepared to sit in the rain all night if I have to. I was
down at the club yesterday —
Ms Dunn interjected.
Mr FINN — My word I’d pay to do it. I was down
at the Richmond Football Club, and I bought ponchos
for myself and two of my daughters. We will be there
on Friday night, and we will sit in the rain if we have to.
If Richmond wins, it will be well worth every moment
of it. If we lose, I will not be so happy — it has got to
be said.
The sad fact of the matter is that you cannot get
everybody into the MCG when you want them there.
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That is the simple fact of the matter. Legislation like
this is not going to change that. You could pass a law
every day until you were blue in the face, but the fact of
the matter is it would not change the reality of the fact
that the MCG just is not big enough for the number of
people that want to enter the ground. It was a futile try,
I have to say, but a good try. I hope and pray that I can
come back in October with a very, very big smile on
my face, draped entirely in yellow and black. Just to
please the Greens I might even give Oh We’re From
Tigerland a bit of a burst during the adjournment
debate.
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank everyone for their contributions this afternoon
and their enthusiastic engagement with the bill the
Greens have put up that we are debating today. I have
to say I find it enormously disappointing that both of
the major parties are not supporting this bill, because
this is a bill of the people. This bill has come directly
from the AFL Fans Association, which focuses on
greater access and equity in relation to AFL tickets. So
to imply, as Mr Dalidakis did, that the bill does not look
at the entire picture is a slight on the best interests of
everyday people who love the great game of AFL —
which we all know and love.
I would also like to remind the chamber of the roots of
this game. I do not often talk about my background
with AFL. It has not always been a game that I have
loved, but I do have a long history with the game of
AFL, right back to when I was a child, because my late
father, may he rest in peace, was possibly the biggest
AFL fan I have ever met. Actually in his younger years
he did play some games with Richmond, Mr Finn, and
St Kilda, in the same era as Kevin Sheedy; they played
together. He was a very successful player at the club
that my son now plays in at Noble Park.
So I grew up going to the football every Saturday
without fail. I did not like it, to be honest with you — I
actually went on pain of death — but I did go to an
enormous amount of games because he loved it so
much. He was a man who till the end of his life loved
the game so much that he taped the games on his VHS
recorder and would play them every night before he
went to bed — every single night of his life. So this
game is deeply embedded in my bones. My son now
plays for the under-19s at Noble Park, and he is also
hugely fanatical about this game.
That brings me to my next point, in rebuttal of
Ms Patten’s contribution that this is not an important
bill. I would dispute that, obviously, but I have good
reason for disputing that. That is because sport, and in
particular in Victoria the game of AFL, is integral to
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our social cohesion and the strength of our
communities. I was on the committee of management
of my local junior football club once upon a time, and I
have seen firsthand how that game can change the lives
of young people. It gives them focus, it gives them
camaraderie and it gives them a community.
In my own family’s case — and this is another story
that I probably do not really talk that much about —
when my son’s father, my late ex-husband, passed
away, my son was about nine years old. He was a very,
very angry young man. His father had been estranged,
and it was very confronting for him to have this sort of
monumental milestone in his life that he did not feel he
had any control over. He was acting out a lot — but he
was just a little boy — expressing his grief in a very
physical kind of angry way. So we enrolled him in the
local under-10s football team, and in all honesty it
changed his life. He became happy. It took the sting out
of his grief. It allowed him to have an outlet, to be
physical, to be with other kids, to start to learn to form
relationships and to have a community.
It was an easy transition to put him into that club; it was
affordable, it was around the corner and there were
people from our community that embraced him. He had
never picked up a football in his life. We had actually
lived in Africa for five years, and I will beg to differ in
terms of Mr Dalidakis’s contribution about the Greens
not knowing anything about what we call soccer here,
or football overseas, because my kids had always
played the world game. We came back here, and it was
unaffordable at the time for us to put —
Mr Ondarchie — Did he mislead the house?
Ms SPRINGLE — He did mislead the house;
exactly right. So football was it. It was $160 to get my
kid into a game, a team sport, where he was going to be
able to let out his aggression, be physical, get fit and be
with his mates. That is why this bill is important. That
is why we should be letting people from any
socio-economic background have access to tickets to
the grand final, because it is part of our social fabric.
People need something to look forward to, and this is it
for many, many AFL fans across the state.
On the issue of corporate sponsorship, I would suggest
that if Mr Dalidakis had actually read the bill he would
know that this does not rule out any corporate
sponsorship at all. What it is is a reallocation of tickets.
I know there were a lot of people saying the figures do
not add up and this, that and the next thing. Well, that is
not quite true. What I have here is: competing club
members tickets are at 34 000, Melbourne Cricket Club
(MCC) reserve 25 000, AFL corporate sales and dining
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stakeholders 13 000, AFL members Medallion Club
21 000 and AFL club allocation is at 7000. That is a
total of 100 000, which is the capacity of the MCG.
What we are saying is that the problem lies within the
AFL corporate sales and the AFL club allocation. We
are asking for an extra 16 000 tickets to go to your
average punter. They should not have to spend $4000 to
get into the AFL Grand Final, and that is the bottom
line. This is about access and equity; it is not about
anything else. I find it wholly ironic that we are sitting
in a chamber full of very privileged, well-off people
who are saying, ‘Sorry. The average punter can’t get
access to a ticket. You’ve got to spend $4000 unless
you’re lucky enough to get a ticket from the draw’. I
find that offensive, to be perfectly honest.
Mr Finn — That’s not true.
Ms SPRINGLE — Really? Corporate packages are
up to $4000 a ticket, thank you very much.
On the issue of whether we reached out to the AFL,
which was brought up by Mr Ondarchie and Ms Patten,
we did reach out to the AFL and they wholly and
completely ignored us.
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms SPRINGLE — That is rude, Mr Finn, but okay.
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms SPRINGLE — There are a lot of people who
do not ignore the Greens. In fact there are a lot of
people who support the Greens policies.
What I will say is that the Greens were very, very
willing to negotiate a transition with the AFL on behalf
of the AFL Fans Association. As I said at the beginning
of my summing up, this bill has been instigated by the
AFL Fans Association. This is not the result of some
thought bubble that the Greens have come up with out
of nowhere. It actually has a basis in what the AFL
Fans Association have been advocating for for many
years. If the AFL had taken their fans seriously, they
would have come to the party and had a discussion
about this. I do not think it is a black-and-white issue —
pardon the pun, Ms Dunn — but something we could
actually have had a dialogue about. At the moment
what we are seeing is a game that is completely coopted
by corporate interests, and that is unfortunate. I find it
quite disrespectful on behalf of the fans that the AFL
were not prepared to at least have a conversation about
it. All we are asking for is a conversation. It does not
hurt to engage.
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In terms of the impact on the financial viability of the
AFL, the bill ultimately leaves it up to the AFL as to
how the 50 per cent requirement is met and what other
allocations — for example, AFL or MCC member,
corporate or non-competing club allocations — are
reduced. So there is flexibility there for the AFL. To
say that there is not is not the case. Also in terms of
corporate sponsorship, there are other opportunities
available to the AFL through this process to make a lot
of money out of corporate sponsorship. This bill does
not do anything to impact on that. To say that the
Greens are anti-corporate or anti-sponsorship or
anti-sustainability of the AFL is actually rubbish.
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms SPRINGLE — No, not really — actually.

Ms SPRINGLE — I do not think we are ever going
to see eye to eye on that one, Mr Finn.
In conclusion, there is no need to continue to use the
AFL Grand Final as a cash cow at the expense of club
members. It is also disappointing that the minister has
chosen not to use his powers under the act to increase
grand final ticket allocations. We are disappointed that
the AFL has chosen not to engage, as I said, with the
Greens on this bill, despite having been contacted in
writing. Whilst we do acknowledge and welcome the
extra 4000 tickets provided to members of the
competing clubs following pressure from the
community, the Greens and the AFL Fans Association
would have been prepared to discuss a long-term plan
to lift the number of tickets for competing club
members.
However, given the failure of the minister to act on the
failure of the AFL to put any further ticket increases on
the table, we have acted in order to bring this bill to a
vote. I urge all members to support this bill and to stand
on the side of the loyal club members in their
electorates and not with the corporates. I commend the
bill to the house.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 5
Pennicuik, Ms
Springle, Ms

Noes, 32
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr

Crozier, Ms
Dalidakis, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Melhem, Mr

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

Motion negatived.
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Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan):
That this house notes —

Mr Finn interjected.

Barber, Mr (Teller)
Dunn, Ms (Teller)
Hartland, Ms
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Mikakos, Ms
Morris, Mr
Mulino, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr

(1) 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;
(2) crime in the Stonnington City Council area has risen
22.4 per cent since the Andrews Labor government
came to office;
(3) the crime wave engulfing Victoria is putting at risk
Melbourne’s reputation as the world’s most livable city;
(4) the concern of the community about the Andrews Labor
government’s failure to control law and order in
Victoria;
and calls on Premier Daniel Andrews and the state Labor
government to make community safety their number one
priority to get the crime wave under control.

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise
to speak on behalf of the Greens on Mr Davis’s motion
with regard to crime statistics across Victoria and in
particular in the City of Stonnington. I note that
Mr Davis has got similar notices of motion with regard
to the local government areas of Monash and Glen Eira
on the notice paper as well.
Mr Davis interjected.
Ms PENNICUIK — Mr Davis by way of
interjection was just trying to tell me that they were not
similar. They look extremely similar to me. In speaking
to the motion — and I have made this comment when
speaking to other motions put forward by the Liberal
Party with regard to crime waves, crime tsunamis,
crime surges, crime crises et cetera — I note that Crime
Statistics Agency figures have been referred to. I am
looking at the figures Mr Davis has put in his motion
today. In the first paragraph he says that crime across
Victoria is up 18.17 per cent. If you look at the Crime
Statistics Agency figures by all local government areas,
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in the last year the total is up 3.9 per cent, not 18.17 per
cent. I am not sure what he is taking from where, but if
you look at the local government areas, it is 3.9 per
cent.
Mr Davis also says that crime in the City of
Stonnington has risen by 22.4 per cent since the
Andrews government came to office. That is not a very
precise time frame, but if you look at the period since
2015, the figure is 15.2 per cent. If you go from 2014,
which does not really include the whole year because
the report covers the period up to March, it is 17.3 per
cent, so I am not quite sure where Mr Davis is getting
those figures.
Mr Davis — They are Crime Statistics Agency
figures.
Ms PENNICUIK — I am looking at the same
Crime Statistics Agency figures, so it is a bit baffling.
However, the point that I have made many times before
is that the Crime Statistics Agency has only been up
and running for a few years. If you are familiar with it,
which Mr Davis clearly is, or perhaps not clearly, and
you look at the classifications — and I have made this
point before — there has been quite a bit of
reclassification. Certainly some crimes in two or three
reporting years had been classified as ‘Other’ but are
now classified in a different category. The other thing I
would say is that in some crimes which are of very low
occurrence — that is, you will only get two or three of
those types of offences in a particular local government
area in a particular year — if you get one more offence
or two more offences, then the actual percentage by
which that particular offence goes up will seem very
high, but it is only an increase from one or two to three
or four. Averaging things out like this is a little bit
problematic.
For example, if you break down the actual crime
categories that the Crime Statistics Agency released up
until March this year, you will find that crime has
increased over all offences by 10 per cent in the City of
Stonnington over the past year, bearing in mind what I
just said about some of the different categorisations and
different types of offences. But if you break it down,
the number of offences that are grouped as ‘Crimes
against the person’ have gone up 2.7 per cent. Offences
that are listed under the category ‘Property and
deception offences’ are up 11.9 per cent, and that is
quite concerning. The highest one of those is the
offence of theft, which is up 17 per cent. Drug offences
are up 6 per cent and offences that are categorised as
‘Public order and security’ are up 3.1 per cent. Offences
that are categorised as ‘Justice procedures’ — many of
them are breaches of bail conditions or breaches of
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orders — are up 11.6 per cent. So in terms of adding to
the general figure, they make that look higher than what
it is because what it is is actually a breach of a condition
and not a crime that is being committed. I just make
those observations in terms of the figures that have
been put forward. I am not sure where this 22.4 per cent
comes from. There is certainly a rise in crime that has
been occurring for about the past three or four years
across Victoria but not to the extent that appears in
Mr Davis’s motion.
As I said, theft is accounting for about half of the
offences in the Stonnington area and this is a concern,
but the way to tackle rises in these types of crimes of
theft, which are often committed by younger people —
not all of them of course, but they often are — is to
look to the justice reinvestment type of approach. This
looks to the areas where people who are committing
crimes are coming from and to investing in those areas
rather than just locking people up, which is the other
approach that the Liberal Party is always advocating —
more people put in jail and more people serving longer
sentences. That does not help to reduce crime and does
not help to reduce the recidivism rate either.
For example, the Ombudsman in 2015 released a report
in which it was reported that half of the Victorian
prison population comes from 6 per cent of Victoria’s
postcodes — those areas that experience high rates of
unemployment and family violence. A similar report
released around the same time — the Dropping off the
Edge report by the Jesuit Social Services and Catholic
Social Services Australia — found that one-quarter of
prisoners in Victoria come from 2 per cent of
postcodes. That is what a justice reinvestment approach
to offending, by young people in particular, looks at. It
looks at the areas where people that are committing
offences are coming from and at putting some extra
resources into those areas in terms of education, in
terms of assisting people to find employment and in
terms of other services that people may need — in the
areas of drug and alcohol abuse, mental health issues,
family breakdown et cetera — to try to break the cycle.
This is being trialled in some parts of Australia and in
some parts of the United States, in particular in Kansas
and Texas, where this approach has reduced the crime
rate in those states. Advocates and people who have
been involved in these programs in Texas have been to
the Victorian Parliament to speak to members of
Parliament about how this works, and there have been
parliamentary inquiries, including a Senate inquiry
moved by former Greens senator Penny Wright into
justice reinvestment. This is where we need as a
community to be focusing our efforts.
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The other issues that Mr Davis was talking about in his
contribution to debate on the motion that he has moved
here today were around police numbers and where
police should be deployed in the City of Stonnington.
Of course what I would say is that it is not up to the
Minister for Police or the government per se to be
deciding where police are deployed. That is the job of
the Chief Commissioner of Police in consultation with
local police regions.
Mr Melhem went to the issue of some of the aggravated
burglaries that have occurred around Southern
Metropolitan Region in the last couple of years, and
certainly in the last year, and to the fact that a particular
task force has been set up by southern metropolitan
police command to deal particularly with that issue. My
point basically there is that it is up to the police to
decide where and how to best deploy the police; it is
not up to politicians, the police minister, local
politicians or the government of the day to be deciding
where police should be deployed. That is why we have
a chief commissioner who is at arms length from the
government to decide on a Victoria-wide basis where
the priority areas are for the deployment of police.
The public always wants to see more police, and as I
have said before, while we need more police we also
need more teachers, more nurses, more ambulance
officers, more fire officers and other valuable public
servants who assist the community every day. It is
probably the case that in many of these areas we never
have as many as we might want to have, so that is why
it is at arms length from the government as to where
police should be deployed — and that is best done by
the chief commissioner.
Mr Davis in his motion talked about a crime wave
engulfing Victoria and concern in the community about
the failure to control law and order in Victoria. That is
an overstatement of the situation. There are in some
types of offences increases in the types of offences, and
Mr Davis does not go at all to the most concerning
offence and probably the most prolific offence, which is
family violence. Certainly this government with the
support of all parties in the Parliament is working very
diligently towards improving outcomes for people who
are subjected to family violence. It is a long-term
project. It is not going to be fixed overnight, but we
have had the royal commission and we have got the
recommendations, and with the support of everyone in
the Parliament the government is working towards
them. Mr Davis’s motion does not mention that
particular offence at all as being a priority that we
should be putting all of our efforts towards.
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I do not think it is helpful to be characterising a rise in
crime in certain offences as a crime wave and I do not
think it is helpful to be saying there is a huge concern in
the community about the failure to control this crime
wave, because that just makes people feel fearful when
they do not need to. That is not to say that people are
not committing offences or that people are not the
victims of those offences, and of course if you are the
victim of any offence like that, particularly an
aggravated offence, then of course it is a terrible thing
to happen to you and it will affect your life perhaps for
a long time in many cases. So nobody is suggesting that
is not the case, but in terms of the reality, a realistic
assessment and a reasonable way to talk about what
crimes and offences are occurring and their prevalence
in the community, it is best to not sensationalise that
and to not overstate the case.
What I would say is that we are all aware of where
there are areas of concern in terms of rises in robbery,
theft and in some cases aggravated robbery and
aggravated theft, and the police are taking those issues
very seriously and focusing a lot of their attention on
them. So with a lot of these motions that come to the
Parliament there are parts of them that you agree with
and there are other parts that you are not necessarily
going to agree with. The last part of the motion calls on
the Premier and the state government to make
community safety their number one priority. Of course
community safety should be the priority of any
government and nobody could disagree that community
safety should not be a priority, but community safety is
not just about safety from crime or safety from crime
committed by strangers, it is also about crime
committed by people in the home. It is also about safety
on the roads and safety at work. So community safety is
a very broad term that would cover a large range of
activities that are covered by regulation, enforcement
et cetera in the community.
I am not sure whether Mr Davis is intending to bring on
the other very similar motions that he has on the notice
paper.
Mr Davis — No, they are quite different, as you
well know. Do not mislead. You know well that they
are quite different. None of the others have got a
mention of a prison in them, none of them have got
police cars, none have got anything about Greville
Street, Chapel Street —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order!
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Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, Mr Davis. I am
sure you will be able to sum up. But I take the
opportunity, as I am looking at notices of motion 441,
444 and 445, to say they are very similar. The wording
is almost identical.
Mr Davis interjected.
Ms PENNICUIK — Mr Davis, if you want to take
issue with that, you can do that when it is your turn to
speak.
Mr Davis — I will. They are quite distinct. They are
similar to each other, but not to this one.
Ms PENNICUIK — It is not clear what the point of
these motions is. As I said, there is a need to focus on
what the opposition does not. The opposition focuses
on tougher sentencing and putting more people in jail,
and this impacts in particular on young people. The
evidence is very clear around the world that that is not
the approach that actually does keep the community
safer, if that is what Mr Davis is aiming towards, and
that we just need to put more resources into justice
reinvestment programs, into rehabilitation programs in
prison and with people after they leave prison and also
into working with young people who are in danger of
entering the justice system — those who are coming
out of child protection and the youth justice system,
who we know can end up on the well-worn path into
the criminal justice system. That is where we should be
focusing our effort if we want to make the community
safer.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise in reply on this important motion, which
points to the problems in the City of Stonnington with
respect to crime and general disorder and also calls for
additional resources at the Prahran police station,
including the provision of an additional police car; a
commitment to the expansion of CCTV capacity in key
locations; the immediate reopening of the cells at
Prahran police station closed by Labor in June 2015;
and a local policing policy whereby additional police
are available on the beat in a number of named
locations and in surrounding residential streets. It also
calls on the Minister for Corrections, as the minister
representing the Minister for Police in this place, to
report on this in detail with respect to the government’s
actions in response within 60 days.
This is a motion that cries out on behalf of the
community to say crime has risen significantly under
this government. They have botched —
Mr Gepp — Rubbish!
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Mr DAVIS — I take up the interjection. It is not
rubbish. It is a fact according to the Crime Statistics
Agency’s own figures — the government’s own
figures — which reported crime in the City of
Stonnington is up 22.4 per cent since the Labor Party
came to power. That is, to take up Ms Pennicuik’s
point, a very precise date. They came to power in
December, and since that point the crime rate has risen.
I heard Mr Melhem twist and weave and torture himself
to try to argue that when figures are greater than earlier
figures, that is not an increase. Of course it is an
increase; everyone knows it is an increase. It is a
scandal that the government has done very little in
response. It has weakened the bail laws. It has got an
appalling record on parole. It will not release key
information on parole.
I have to say the government has hamstrung the police
in their response. I have the highest regard for Victoria
Police and the policemen and policewomen who do the
work that is required in this state on behalf of all of us. I
was at pains in my contribution to point out that when
police spoke to Toorak Road traders you could feel the
agitation, you could feel the anguish beneath what they
were saying and you could feel that they were not able
to get out and do the work they need to do and they do
not have the resources from government that they need
to do it.
Mr Gepp interjected.
Mr DAVIS — No, at first you cut police. That is
what you did. You also closed the police cells in this
particular area of Melbourne. And do you know what?
There has been a massive increase in crime in that area.
That is what you did. Your government did it, and you
have got to share some of the responsibility.
I make the point that the tone has changed in the area
too — the kind of crime that is being committed. These
very severe carjackings, the home invasions and the
burglaries that are occurring along main streets are very
serious indeed. People are being hurt. This is not a
matter for trite comment; this is a matter for very
serious response. I read out the interview that was on
3AW just a few days ago with a woman on the 78 tram
who encountered extraordinary violence. I read out her
entire interview because it showed very clearly the sorts
of problems that people are facing. She is a local, she is
someone who is facing this and she is someone who
previously did not face this sort of crime — this sort of
violent threat.
The point here is that you have got to take a stand. You
either stand with the community against this crime,
against this violence and against these terrible activities
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that are occurring to people, or you stand with the
criminals. That is what I say. I say Labor and the
Greens stand on the wrong side of this equation. Labor
has not acted in the way it should have acted. Premier
Daniel Andrews is responsible for not acting sharply
and for not acting when the crime rate went up and
when we started to see types of crime — the
carjackings and the home invasions — that were not a
part of Victoria in the previous period. The difference
in the crime rate here compared with other states is
significant. Mr O’Donohue has made the point
repeatedly that in New South Wales the crime rate has
fallen and in Victoria the crime rate has gone up very
significantly, and the two states and their approaches
stand in stark contrast.
In terms of Ms Pennicuik’s contribution, honestly what
a pathetic contribution. I do not want to be unkind
about this, because I know that she is well motivated.
But the fact is that the Greens have no way through
here. All they do is wring their hands and say that we
should let them out of jail. Then they will be back on
the streets terrorising the community. I have heard their
responses on a number of these issues. I have heard the
member for Prahran in the other place, Mr Hibbins, say
at public meetings, ‘Oh, we’ve got to stop recidivism’.
Well, hooley dooley! Of course you have to work on
recidivism, but sometimes you need some tough
penalties to deal with the recidivists. You need to send a
very clear message.
Ms Crozier made some points about violent youth
offenders and the impact they are having on the
community. I say that we have got to take a stand. The
stand has to be to support Victoria Police.
Mr O’Donohue has made this point very clearly. The
police have to have the resources, but they have to have
the moral backing too, and it is the role of this chamber
and this Parliament to send that message. Mr Melhem
tried to say that we were telling the police what to do.
No. Of course this needs to be done in conjunction with
the police, but you need to provide the police with the
resources they need. We know that the police have not
had the support that they need under this government,
and the community is sick of it. The community is
saying, ‘Enough is enough’. The community in
Stonnington is saying, ‘Enough is enough’. They want
action. This is a response to that.
I have met with people in Greville Street, I have met
with people near Chapel Street, I have met with people
on Toorak Road and I have met with individuals right
across the Prahran electorate and the Stonnington area,
and they are saying, ‘Enough is enough’. The
community deserves to be safe. The community
deserves to have a really clear signal sent from this
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chamber. They are as sick of the weakness of this
government and, frankly, they are sick of the weakness
of the member for Prahran who will not stand up for
them and will not stand up on behalf of the community
on these important matters. So I say, and this is
important, I seek the support of the chamber on this
important motion.
Motion agreed to.

AUSTRALIA DAY
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — It
is my very great pleasure to move:
That this house supports the retention of Australia Day on
26 January as a day to commemorate and celebrate our past,
present and future achievements as a nation and encourages
all councils to conduct Australia Day citizenship ceremonies
on this special day.

The reason that I brought this motion to the house is the
number of people who have actually expressed concern
about a disturbing trend of erasing, sanitising or
revising history. They want to make sure the adage that
‘Those who cannot remember the past are condemned
to repeat it’ is not forgotten. Whilst we as a society
have evolved and will continue, hopefully, to improve
as a society, to become a fairer and more prosperous
society, we should never forget the occurrences of the
past, including the injustices of the past, so we can
avoid repeating them.
I was also inspired by a letter to the editor in the
Washington Post. For those who have come from a
Communist regime and war-torn countries where
history has been constantly rewritten or erased and
where monuments and artefacts have been destroyed,
these are very precious things. I imagine a lot of people
in parts of Syria and Iraq, where precious artefacts,
monuments and temples and so forth are being
destroyed, feel similarly. The letter in the Washington
Post was headed ‘Toppling monuments, erasing
history’ and it ends with two lines that say:
It is perhaps a sad reflection upon our past as a nation, but the
fact remains that applying the moral standards of today to the
monuments of the past may leave us with no monuments at
all.

Indeed this is the reason that has prompted me to bring
this motion to the house, so that we can reaffirm what
we stand for, mindful of the fact that no-one condones
the injustices of the past and that we should be a proud
nation in terms of what we have become and equally
aspirational for what we can achieve in the future.
Australia Day is a very special day for many, many
Australians and, let me say, some people from
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Indigenous backgrounds and certainly for many people
from multicultural backgrounds. For them it is an iconic
day. Not only does it mark the landing of the First Fleet
in 1788 in Sydney, consisting of 11 ships which left
Portsmouth in 1787 and arrived at Botany Bay on
24 January 1788, but also the raising of the flag by
Arthur Phillip of Great Britain at Sydney Cove on
26 January 1788. Today Australia Day marks this day
through community events and ceremonies right across
Australia and its territories. In modern-day Australia it
is time to reflect on what it means to be Australian and
to say thank you to local communities and individuals
who have contributed so much to making our society
what it is today.
Those who are campaigning for change and, sadly,
defacing our monuments, and even calling into question
people like Captain Cook, who was basically an
explorer who mapped the eastern seaboard of our
nation and documented what he had found quite
sensitively, want to change the date of Australia Day
and abolish citizenship ceremonies on 26 January.
Unfortunately there is a bit of a count in terms of the
number of councils that have moved similar motions.
Others have used the opportunity to move motions to
reaffirm the importance of commemorating and
celebrating Australia Day on 26 January.
A lack of tolerance and understanding of the
importance of Australia’s heritage is becoming evident,
and our collective history needs to be protected rather
than trashed by a misguided minority. The majority of
Australians are proud of who they are and understand
that there have been mistakes in the past, as there have
been right around the world throughout history. We
should never allow our values and traditions as
Australians to be undermined. Indeed we need to be
proud of them and we need to embrace them.
The lack of tolerance of Australian history is a poor
reflection on the state of debate, with some employing
highly questionable tactics in an attempt to win the
hearts and minds of Australians. But, on the whole, I
think the vast majority of Australians see this as playing
identity politics, often using fake facts in an attempt to
guilt trip Australians into capitulating to their view of
the world. God help anyone who takes an opposite
view. I think the most disturbing element that is coming
out in public debate in Australia at the moment is the
lack of tolerance for people with a different viewpoint.
Often people taking part in public debate are bullied so
that there is only one homogeneous view that is
expressed in the public domain.
I was even saddened the other day by an Islamic leader
who spoke about how they were afraid to take part in
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the debate about gay marriage, which the Islamic
community on the whole does not embrace — it is
against their religion for their religious reasons —
because they felt they would be spurned by the left,
which had traditionally supported them on other
matters. I think that when our democracy comes to that
stage there is cause for concern. People get shouted
down and called names. Information ends up being
invented. Just a few days ago on the issue of the drug
injecting rooms being proposed through a private
members bill here by Ms Patten, someone on Twitter
invented a fact that I had not turned up to a site visit at
Victoria Street in Richmond. I do not know that person.
They never verified the facts. It was quite untrue, but as
a result of that you end up getting trolls and activists,
often nameless, who attack you and bully you. So it is
okay to bully people who have a particular viewpoint,
but of course when the shoe is on the other foot it is
intolerable.
People should not be called bigots for holding a
particular point of view. They should not be called
names. They should not be subjected to dirty play
focused on identity politics or to simply having their
views condemned even though they are legitimate and
would be a reflection of our pluralist society. They
often hound conservatives, who seek to protect our
values and institutions, and I think unfortunately many
of the councils that have moved motions to dump
Australia Day commemorations and celebrations and
Australia Day citizenship ceremonies have often done
so for their own purely political interests without taking
on board the broader views of the community.
The City of Yarra has, I believe, referred the matter to a
particular advisory committee. That advisory
committee was of course appointed by councillors, so it
becomes a little circular, a little rhetorical, without
really testing the view with the public. If the City of
Yarra had gone out with a plebiscite to test the views of
their 120 000 residents and everyone came back, or the
strongest majority came back, and said that they would
prefer otherwise, I could even understand them taking
those matters up on their behalf, but this is not the case.
People often do not want to do those things because
they might find out that the majority does not share
their view. Attempting to politicise Australia Day by
taking harsh actions to remove citizenship ceremonies
is poor form by those councils, and I think it is insulting
to many, including those many migrants who wish for
nothing more than to fulfil their ambition of becoming
Australians on that very special day. The City of Yarra
and the City of Darebin have lost their right to host
citizenship ceremonies at any time of the year after they
voted not to hold them on 26 January, and so be it.
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I was saddened to see Stan Grant calling for Captain
Cook’s statue inscription in Sydney to be corrected in
the wake of the removal of statues in the US; such is the
power of our social media. This has been referred to an
Indigenous advisory committee by Sydney City
Council before a decision is made. Again, when we
start demolishing monuments, erasing history and
sanitising history, we are doomed to repeat it and forget
it. I think by contrast what we ought to be doing is
making sure that local history is enshrined in public
spaces and public places wherever we can so that it is
never forgotten and indeed is there in perpetuity. We
have seen tactics of intimidation and unnecessary
vandalism of our national heritage, including Captain
Cook’s statue being defaced by vandals.
Banyule City Council — which has lobbied on
non-local government issues, such as instituting a
nationwide gag on media reporting on prisoners serving
life sentences — has backed down on the dumping of
Australia Day.
Australia Day is a time to both commemorate those
events and people as well as to celebrate our society
and what we have become as a nation. Many events on
Australia Day are kicked off with a welcome to country
out of deference and respect to our Indigenous
population, and indeed the incorporation of the
welcome to country in many public and civic events is
a mark of the respect that we have for our Indigenous
population and also an acknowledgement of some of
the wrongs of the past. The extension of the welcome to
country can make any event all the more special for
those in attendance.
We do not show respect for a wide range of views in
public debate nor demonstrate the tolerance on which
this country has been founded, but we need to do so.
That does not mean tolerance for violence or
intimidation, as those playing identity politics
encourage; it needs to be respectful of our laws and
values as a society and in keeping with community
standards, which are based on our pluralist values.
On Australia Day we celebrate the achievements of
individuals who put their community before themselves
through local, statewide and national honours. These
people deserve our thanks and to be celebrated on our
national day. To do anything other than celebrate these
individuals who make our society all the stronger is
nothing short of insulting and damaging to our local
communities. Councils should continue to conduct and
hold Australia Day celebrations on our special day.
Central to the Australia Day traditions and celebrations
is local government, which is, as you would expect, at
the coalface of local communities. There really is
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something very special about local celebrations, where
those close bonds with the communities are most
apparent. Let me say that as a local member of
Parliament in the upper house it is my great honour and
privilege to attend as many Australia Day events as I
possibly can on that day; in fact I would attend
anywhere from five to seven depending on how those
events are scheduled, and in many instances I will
dispatch other members of the family to represent me at
events that I cannot make.
There is nothing more moving in my view than
becoming an Australian citizen on Australia Day. These
occasions, marked with the national anthem and other
Aussie songs, give greater meaning to the achievement
of so many in each and every single one of our
communities that we represent as MPs. What better
way is there to say thank you to the hundreds of
thousands of volunteers who do so much work for
communities and whom we can never repay? The many
local communities value Australia Day celebrations
held by councils, whether it be in the local park, a
community building or a town hall. Free of the identity
politics of the left, these local celebrations focus on the
achievements of our community. Councils do play a
vital part in bringing the community together, and they
should continue to do so.
I was heartened to hear — I am not sure whether it was
last night or the night before — that the City of Casey
passed unanimously a motion reaffirming its
commitment to the marking and celebrating of
Australia Day on 26 January. This is the time to
acknowledge the hard work of our community
members and pay tribute to them. This must continue.
Unashamedly I stand in support of that. We must
continue to hold onto our values and celebrate what is
great about being Australian.
I would just like to close by endorsing some of the
previous comments made about the importance of
history. Margaret MacMillan said:
We can learn from history, but we can also deceive ourselves
when we selectively take evidence from the past to justify
what we have already made up our minds to do.

R. G. Collingwood said:
History is for human self-knowledge … the only clue to what
man can do is what man has done. The value of history, then,
is that it teaches us what man has done and thus what man is.

Lastly, Robert Penn Warren said:
History cannot give us a program for the future, but it can
give us a fuller understanding of ourselves, and of our
common humanity, so that we can better face the future.
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With those few words I would just like to thank those
councils and communities that have stood strong in
defence of the celebration and marking of Australia
Day on 26 January. Let me say as a migrant who came
here as a 10-year-old that there is nothing prouder than
taking part in Australia Day celebrations on 26 January.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
support the motion before the chamber. Australia Day
is as important and as significant to most Australians as
their own birthday. Those of us who were not born here
but who are citizens of this great country also celebrate
the day of Australia’s independence as a historic
milestone in Australia becoming a nation with its own
unique identity.
For the last 11 years 26 January has been a day I
normally spend attending and officiating at citizenship
ceremonies conducted by the municipalities in my
electorate. Local councils as a rule play a good role in
providing their ratepayers and residents with essential
services. Recently a couple of misguided and
ill-advised Melbourne metropolitan councils strayed
into the federal arena of immigration by announcing
their intention to cancel citizenship ceremonies on the
26 January. Many people were upset by this move. I
know I was. One brave councillor at the City of
Darebin was shouted down by her fellow councillors
for trying to remind them of their core function: roads,
rates, collecting rubbish and infrastructure. I know that
councils do much more than that today, but obviously
Darebin City Council and Yarra City Council have
strayed away from their local government roles.
I will not tarnish the reputation of all metropolitan
councils because I know for certain Banyule City
Council at its last meeting carried a motion
unanimously supporting Australia Day being held on
26 January and citizenship ceremonies continuing at
Banyule as before. In my opinion, they expressed a
patriotic and sensible view.
I believe I speak for all members on this side on this
matter. We in the Labor government support and fully
endorse our national Australia Day being held on
26 January each and every year. I hope that sanity will
eventually prevail, as it is totally inconsiderate for those
councillors to deny local residents and new Australian
citizenship applicants a local venue to take their
citizenship oaths on our national day. I do not think
they know that Australia Day is an opportunity for all
Australians to celebrate what it means to be Australian.
Our citizens come from more than 200 countries, speak
260 languages and follow 135 different faiths. The
foundation of our success as a multicultural state is the
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proud history, heritage and culture of Victoria’s first
peoples and their continued connection to this land.
People from all over the world have chosen to make
Victoria their home. They have brought with them their
experiences, their cultures and their traditions. I am one
of them and proud to be so. Australia Day is about
bringing people together to celebrate the values we all
share.
The Victorian government acknowledges the pain and
suffering endured by the first peoples as a result of the
policies and practices of successive governments since
1776. The Victorian government is currently working
in partnership with the Aboriginal community to
achieve self-determination. The government has
listened and heard loud and clear that
self-determination cannot be separated from treaty,
which is why the government is committed to entering
into a treaty process with Aboriginal Victorians. It is
only through honestly engaging with the hard truths of
Australia’s past and acknowledging the loss and
injustice experienced by Aboriginal people that we can
heal and move forward as a nation.
Generations of new Australians have proudly made the
pledge of commitment at citizenship ceremonies
around the country on Australia Day. For them it is the
opportunity to belong to a prosperous, inclusive country
and to entertain a sense of hope in their future. These
values are at the heart of citizenship ceremonies held on
Australia Day and are an important part of celebrating a
welcoming, multicultural and modern Australia.
The Victorian government acknowledges the
differences of opinion when it comes to Australia Day
celebrations. However, the decision by Darebin City
Council and Yarra City Council is so unnecessary. It
sends a confusing message to our new Australians,
many of them fleeing from political discord. We
reaffirm our love and respect for this beautiful, peaceful
country by rejoicing with our families and loved ones
on our national day of celebration.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I
welcome the motion brought by Mrs Peulich in relation
to which date it is on which we should celebrate
Australia Day as our national day. In fact the debate
over whether or not we should change this date has
been going on for some time. The Australian Local
Government Association in Canberra successfully
passed a motion calling on its councils to enter into a
debate about whether 26 January should be the date we
mark. In fact for as long as I can remember, even going
back to the bicentennial in 1988, there has been a
debate along the lines of, ‘Well, hang on, we’re
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effectively having an entire year of celebration for the
day a penal colony was founded in Australia’.
There are those who are ready to pretty much die in a
ditch over 26 January having to be Australia Day, but
we know for a fact that 26 January has not always been
the date. On New Year’s Day, 1901, the British
colonies formed this federation, which really did mark
the birth of Australia, the commonwealth and the entity.
At that time they were looking for a national day of
unity and celebration.
It was not until 1935 that all Australian states and
territories had adopted use of the term Australia Day to
mark the date. It was not until 1994 that the date was
consistently marked by a public holiday on that day by
all states and territories. So if members are wanting to
defend some kind of tradition, this is a reasonably
recent one. Now, I was quoting Wikipedia there and
there is always a chance for error with that. I see
Mrs Peulich has rushed over to the terminal in the
corner to fact-check me, and she does have the right of
reply afterwards, so if I have been tripped up by
Wikipedia I am certainly going to get my comeuppance.
But debating whether this is the appropriate day for our
national day of unity and celebration is something that
people are perfectly entitled to do. I know there are
people within the Aboriginal community who have a
range of views on this. The City of Yarra went into
extensive consultations, but most notably in working
hand in hand with its own Aboriginal reference group.
Since most local governments are already engaged in
efforts around reconciliation, as are every one of us at
every level of government, I do not really see what is
offensive about local councils traditionally responsible
for roads, rates and rubbish adding reconciliation to that
list. I know why Mr Elasmar is so upset. He is unhappy
because it is Darebin City Council that did it. Once
upon a time Mr Elasmar could have directed Darebin
council as to what it was going to do next simply by
wagging his small finger. But that has changed over
time, and it demonstrates that things are changing.
If you are to talk about reconciliation in its broadest
forms, you cannot not talk about this. I note the
Premier’s comments when he was asked about Darebin
council, and I believe the Premier has his own personal
commitment to reconciliation. He is putting some of his
political capital on the line on that at the moment. But
his comments were unfortunately, like so many other
people’s comments, basically somewhat insulting to
Aboriginal people in that he purported to tell them what
they thought about Australia Day being held on this
particular day. He said it is our day of national unity.
That is a question for every Australian, but it is a
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question most importantly for us to consider as we seek
reconciliation that is in partnership with Aboriginal
people.
It could have been different if we want to go back in
history. Captain Cook was given a set of quite specific
instructions when he led his expedition to Australia. We
know he was not the first European to land on the
Australian continent. But he was given a very specific
instruction, which was recorded. It states:
You are also with the consent of the natives to take possession
of convenient situations in the country in the name of the
King of Great Britain. Or: if you find the country uninhabited
take possession for His Majesty by setting up proper marks
and inscriptions, as first discoverers and possessors.

The concept that Australia was uninhabited when
Captain Cook arrived has of course been thoroughly
consigned to the rubbish bin of history. The landmark
Mabo decision 25 years ago in fact demonstrated that
there was quite a systematic set of — let us call
them — proper marks and inscriptions, in the terms of
Captain Cook’s instructions. But also we can see that as
we debate, as we do in Victoria today, the concept of
entering into a treaty with Aboriginal people, we look
more to the captain’s orders where it says:
You are also with the consent of the natives to take
possession …

It is amazing that a military man who was such a
stickler for doing it by the book just chose to ignore that
particular part of his orders. If he had have taken notice
of his orders, we would have had a very different
history. We would have had history more along the
lines of New Zealand perhaps, or Canada. In New
Zealand they celebrate Waitangi Day, marking their
very different course.
It is kind of surprising to me that so many politicians
and certainly some people in the community have
reacted as if this question is undebatable — as if there is
simply nothing that anyone could dare to question
about Australia Day being on 26 January, even though
that is a reasonably recent phenomenon in some
jurisdictions. It gets a lot worse than that. Last night, as
I am sure many members are aware, a group of
right-wing thugs, the United Patriots Front (UPF),
decided to in fact invade Yarra council’s meeting — to
stop their meeting — because they wanted to make a
point.
Mr Ramsay — Weren’t those tactics from you?
Mr BARBER — It was not any old protest. These
are a group of people who have got form on the use of
violence.
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Mr Finn — There were only three of them though.
Mr BARBER — You can make your contribution,
Mr Finn, if you want to get up and defend them. If
Mr Finn and Mr Ramsay want to get up and defend
what the UPF did at Yarra council last night — and
there is a good bit of video they can watch before they
do that; it only lasts for a few minutes — let it rip.
Mr Finn — Not like you and your lefty mates that
bash people up.
Mr BARBER — I think Mr Finn is on record now.
He is saying that he does not see a problem with what
the United Patriots Front did —
Mr Finn — On a point of order, Acting President,
Mr Barber has slurred my character and I ask him to
withdraw.
Mr BARBER — On the point of order, Acting
President, Mr Finn sought to engage me in debate via
interjection. That is cool. We can do it like that; I do not
mind. But his interjections are now on the record along
with my characterisation of them, so I do not really see
that there is a problem. I said if Mr Finn wants to
defend the UPF, and that is not a slur on his character,
as it would be understood —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr O’Donohue — On the point of order, Acting
President, I have to concur with Mr Finn that I think the
way Mr Barber has characterised the comments or
interjections of Mr Finn misrepresents those comments.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) — I
did not quite hear the allegation. Instead of saying
Mr Finn or Mr Barber is in the wrong, I suggest that we
review Hansard. Then we can come back and I am sure
we can sort it out if either party feels offended.
Mr BARBER — I concur with that. On a further
point of order, while you are reviewing it, the words I
heard out of Mr Finn’s mouth were ‘You and your lefty
mates like to bash people up’. That would be at least in
the same vein as what Mr Finn is alleging, so if you
could review that as well, that would be good.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Thank you, Mr Barber. We will do that.
Mr Finn interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! I just remind both Mr Finn and Mr Barber that
they need to refrain from further interjections. Let us
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stick to the subject matter. Mr Finn, you are next on the
speaking list, so you can go for your life then.
Mr BARBER — Yes, step up to the plate. As I was
saying, last night Yarra council was interrupted and
shut down by a group from UPF — let us call them
protestors and be polite. That is very similar behaviour
to what we have observed up at Greater Bendigo City
Council, where a similar political strand seems to object
to the idea of building a mosque although it is totally
lawful to do so. I have also attended those meetings in
Bendigo, and I have seen the impact that had on the
Bendigo community. It was not a mere protest
occurring up there; it was a state of siege. It eventually
led to the council having to meet in a side room, where
a public gallery was not even available, and if that is
not shutting down democracy, I do not know what is.
I know any politician would stand up here and call for a
civil debate, but it does not last very long when you
start getting very uncivil interjections from other
members. Nevertheless, we should agree that the nature
of our democracy — what it is that we want to
celebrate, what it is that we want to talk about as our
common values moving forward — is something
everybody should be entitled to have an opinion on.
I am not from a family of First Fleeters, but I do have
ancestors who arrived shortly afterwards. I do not know
whether the day on which the penal colony was
established is necessarily the perfect, right or only day
to mark the achievements of Australia ever since then
and into the future. For me, one of the biggest
achievements we could make right now would be to
commit ourselves to that process of reconciliation. We
have made some strides, but we have got a long way to
go. That ought to be something we are able to talk
about whenever we gather and talk about our nation. It
ought to be something that we acknowledge when we
meet representatives of the Aboriginal first nations and
engage with them the way other mature, dare I say it,
commonwealth democracies are doing — for example,
Canada and New Zealand.
Mr Bourman interjected.
Mr BARBER — Unfortunately we are not doing
citizenship today — thank you, Mr Bourman.
Unfortunately, though, there is something about this
particular proposition that seems to have really brought
out some of the fundamentalists — the people who do
not just disagree with you but who pretty much do not
recognise your entitlement to have an alternative
opinion. This debate is not going to go away. You can
see it is getting stronger. It was first raised in 1988
when we talked about the bicentennial and reflected on
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the last 200 years. You can see that the debate has been
raised at various times. It is debated around barbecues
every single January on the 26th.
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Mr Jennings stepped into the breach. I want to thank
him for that. It was beautiful timing. He has not lost it
and I think that is impressive, because timing is
everything, as he knows.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BARBER — I am pretty confident that no
matter how much Mr Finn flaps his arms and no matter
how much Mr Ramsay yells, this debate will continue. I
will end where I started. I welcome this motion being
put on the notice paper so that the Legislative Council
in the state Parliament can have the debate that is being
had in the media, in social media, at barbecues, in the
Council chamber and in the national Parliament —
thank you very much, Prime Minister. Nations always
debate their identities. They debate their futures, they
debate their priorities, and this is part of that. There
would not be a nation on earth that does not still engage
in some sort of debate about its past, present and future.
For that reason, I welcome the motion.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I am
particularly happy to follow Mr Barber, who has left us
with a thought that may stay with me for quite some
time, and that is the prospect of a Greens barbecue and
what that might entail. How many little burgers can you
cook in one afternoon? I imagine it would be a place
that would be sausage, chop and steak free, where they
stand around perhaps sipping on mulled wine and
discussing whether they are ashamed to be Australians
or not — that is indeed if they are Australians. I think
some of them are still citizens of the Soviet Union — or
that might be just in Sydney, I do not know.
It is quite extraordinary that we have in this country
people who tell us that we have much to be ashamed of
and that this country is something that it is not. The fact
of the matter is that, yes, many, many years ago there
were problems, there were issues and there were things
done that were by any standard totally unacceptable.
But the fact of the matter is you cannot change the past;
you can only change the future. My old mate Ron
Jones, who I see every Australia Day at the Moonee
Valley citizenship ceremony, is a Wurundjeri elder. It is
always good to see him. He and I often discuss the
futility of debating when Australia Day should be and
what Australia Day means and so forth. He is just as
happy as I am to celebrate all the great things, all the
good things, that Australia is. If we wanted to, we could
sit around and we could list the things that are wrong
with Australia. Australia is not perfect.
Mr Jennings — That is what Wednesdays are for.
Mr FINN — Isn’t it amazing? I said ‘the things that
are wrong with Australia’, and right on cue

Let me assure you, and I speak as somebody who is a
long-time member and former executive member of the
Australia Day Council (Victoria), that I am exceedingly
proud to be an Australian. That is not to say that I
believe Australia is perfect — it is not. One of the
reasons that I am in politics is to change the things that I
believe need to be changed, so clearly there are some
things that I do not believe are satisfactory or
appropriate. I will very much continue to work to
overcome those problems.
I really think that Australia is head and shoulders above
just about anywhere else in the world. They say that
travel broadens the mind, and I think it is very true.
Mrs Peulich — It broadens the mind and shrinks the
purse.
Mr FINN — Well, it does shrink the purse,
Mrs Peulich — there are no two ways about that. One
of the things that frustrates me enormously is the
criticism that invariably accompanies the overseas
travel of politicians. I think it should be compulsory for
members of Parliament to travel overseas and see what
other countries offer their citizens in terms of lifestyle.
Also inevitably that brings a fuller appreciation of what
Australia offers.
I have to say to you I remember many years ago my
first overseas trip. It was a five-week trip overseas.
Whilst I am not a huge fan of Sydney, when I looked
out the window of the plane as we were flying over
Sydney Harbour and saw the bridge and the Opera
house, I do not think I have ever been happier, because
I knew I was home; I knew I was in Australia.
There are some very nice places that you would really
like to see overseas; there is no doubt about that. I have
been to the Colosseum, I have been to Rodeo Drive, I
have been to London and a whole range of places. The
Trevi Fountain and all those sorts of places are all very
interesting, but there is nothing like coming home to
Australia, because Australia offers people something
that is not offered by too many other nations on this
earth. It is not for no reason that people are queueing up
to get into Australia; we see that every day. That is why
we have a border control problem So many people are
trying to get to Australia because it is such a great
place.
One of the most important things — no, the most
important thing — that Australia offers is of course
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freedom. That is something that we should celebrate,
not just every Australia Day; we should celebrate
freedom every day. We should give thanks to those
who have paid the ultimate sacrifice — over many
years people have paid the ultimate sacrifice — for us
to have that freedom. They have paid the ultimate
sacrifice so that we can have our own points of view.
They have paid the ultimate sacrifice so that we can
come and sit in here, we can debate and we can discuss
and we can even sometimes have harsh words with
each other. Those people laid down their lives, in many
instances, so that we can enjoy the freedoms that too
many of us take for granted.
Citizenship ceremonies are one of the more pleasurable
parts of being a member of Parliament, because they
are always joyous events. I am sure that members who
attend those citizenship ceremonies on a regular basis
will agree with me. We see people gathered from the
four corners of the earth, from various nations, and
certainly in the western suburbs they do come from
right across the globe. One night, as I recall, in
Brimbank there were something like 32 nations
represented in the group of people who were about to
become Australians. These people are totally
committed to Australia in a way that perhaps those of
us who were born here never fully appreciate. They are
totally and absolutely committed and thrilled to be
Australians.
That is something that I think many of us who were
born here can learn from. We can take on board the
enthusiasm and the sheer joy of those people, many of
whom have escaped tyranny and many of whom have
escaped with their lives alone — they have escaped
with nothing. They have come here to build a new life
with their families, or they have come here to build a
new life and have a family; they are just delighted to
become Australians.
So when I hear people, the black armband brigade as
they are known, talking down Australia, telling us to be
ashamed of ourselves and what we stand for, I say that
is nonsense; it is total, absolute nonsense, because what
this country stands for is opportunity. What this country
stands for is a way of life that is the envy of the world.
Most importantly, what this country stands for is
freedom. Anybody and everybody who has not had that
freedom appreciates it so much more than those of us
who just take it as a daily fact of life.
I speak to those people so often and not just at
citizenship ceremonies. Out in the western suburbs
there are many people who have fled tyranny and
situations where their lives are under threat on a daily
basis. They are the ones who, more than anybody else,
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fully appreciate what Australia stands for. They are the
ones who on Australia Day, on 26 January, every year
really celebrate. There are a few of us around who
might have a barbecue and a few beers — it has been
known to happen — but they are the ones who really
celebrate what Australia is, because they have
embraced Australia. As I have said to candidates for
citizenship at these ceremonies over many years, ‘If
you embrace Australia, Australia will embrace you’. I
believe that to be very, very true.
It is wonderful to see people who have come here, often
as refugees, to build a new life succeed. It is particularly
wonderful out my own way to see the people in the
Vietnamese community, who escaped from the tyranny
of communism in Vietnam, come here and work
hard — and, by God, do they work hard. They work
incredibly hard. They built their homes, they built their
businesses, and now you see the second and the third
generations coming along and they are doctors, they are
physicists, they are dentists and they are a whole range
of professional people achieving because they work
hard. They appreciate what they have got because they
have not always had it, and they are working hard.
They are the ones, more than anybody else, who
celebrate Australia Day with such fervour and
enthusiasm, and who can blame them.
When I see councils such as Yarra and Darebin — and
such as Banyule previously, until they stuck their finger
in the air and realised the wind was blowing the wrong
way — making decisions, particularly decisions that are
based on the views of such a small number of people,
then I say to these councils, ‘You’re off with the fairies.
You’ve got no idea what this is about. You have got no
idea what Australia Day means to so many people’.
I feel sorry for those residents of Yarra and Darebin
who will no longer have citizenship ceremonies and
Australia Day celebrations on 26 January. They will be
the poorer, and they know that. I have spoken to a
number of people. As you would imagine, I have a
number of friends, particularly in Richmond, who are
getting a bit carried away just at the minute. They have
expressed to me total disgust at what the Yarra council
has done to Australia Day, particularly as it has been
done, I understand, after consulting — and what a
consultation process this is — 81 people.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr FINN — That might be a huge consultation
process for the Greens, but let me tell you that for the
rest of us that is a con and that is something that is
shameful. The anger of many people in the
municipality of Yarra and the municipality of Darebin
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is palpable. Those councillors will be held responsible
for what they have done, because what they have done
is damage local government in this state, they have
certainly damaged their own municipality and they are
causing harm to citizens of their municipality. These
people in these municipalities — in Yarra and
Darebin — want to celebrate Australia Day. They want
to be proud and they want to celebrate what Australia
is. I know that two or three barbecues have already
been planned for the steps of the Collingwood town hall
and the Richmond town hall for Australia Day. So it
will be very interesting to see just how many show up
to celebrate the great day in Yarra on 26 January.

I also note the contribution from the Greens this
afternoon as part of the business of the day has been
about the allocation of football tickets. So with all the
national agendas and serious issues around the world at
the moment — we have got a madman in North Korea
looking to use nuclear bombs on the US, Japan and
South Korea — we have got federal Labor totally
focused on whether Barnaby Joyce is a citizen of New
Zealand or Australia. In fact that took up most of
question time today, that debate about whether he was
fit to be an acting Prime Minister or even fit to be the
member for New England, far less the Deputy Prime
Minister. That was Labor’s priority today.

I commend Mrs Peulich for bringing this motion to the
house. I sincerely hope that all good-minded people, all
proud Australians, will support this motion. Certainly it
gives me a great deal of pleasure in supporting it,
urging that the flag fly high on Australia Day and
expressing my pride in being an Aussie.

Meanwhile, the Prime Minister’s focus was on what to
do about these pensioners and more elderly people who
are having to actually go to bed at 4 o’clock in the
afternoon because they cannot afford to heat their
houses. He was talking about the importance of being
able to keep some coal-fired generation in existence to
provide stable, reliable and cheap energy for
households right across Australia for those who cannot
afford the escalating prices in energy and power. Some
increases have been up to 300 per cent or 400 per cent
because of this mad ideology of a Labor government,
particularly here in Victoria — and I will get to that
tomorrow — in relation to the renewable energy target
of 40 per cent by 2025 and closing down coal-fired
generation and keeping the gas underground. We are
going to presumably rely on windmills to provide the
sort of energy generation that will be required with a
population growing at 150 000 per year. It is just total
madness.

Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I am pleased
to be able to make a contribution to Mrs Peulich’s
motion, which reads:
That this house supports the retention of Australia Day on
26 January as a day to commemorate and celebrate our past,
present and future achievements as a nation and encourages
all councils to conduct Australia Day citizenship ceremonies
on this special day.

When both Yarra and Darebin councils decided in their
wisdom to not have that reflection on that particular
day, 26 January, in relation to Australia Day, I became
quite incensed. I felt that this is typical of a Socialist
Left-Greens popular council that sees its main aim in
life as being to tear down all the traditional values and
cultures that makes this nation great for many of the
reasons that Mr Finn has just elaborated on in the last
15 minutes.
I also note Mr Barber’s contribution. He believes that
the national debate about Australia Day is whether in
fact we should be celebrating the day on 26 January. He
observed that at many barbecues the debate around the
barbecue is, ‘Should we be having the public holiday
today and should we actually be celebrating what’s all
good about this country on this very day?’. While most
may well be having a discussion with a lamb chop in
hand around the summer holidays — because that is
traditionally when Australia Day is celebrated — I
suspect none of the conversation, certainly among the
people that I engage with, would be a debate about
whether in fact this was the right day to have that
celebration.

For the Greens to use their councillors in those two
particular councils that have been identified to start
stripping away what is good about this country and
what is important about the values that we hold and the
history that is told to us in relation to white settlement
particularly is what I call a national disgrace.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — No, the Greens, if you were
listening to my contribution. You just want me to repeat
it so that I can waste a bit more time, Mr Jennings. I am
up to you; I am on your case. I know what you are
trying to do. The reality is that it is not going to change
what I will say and what will be recorded in Hansard in
relation to the way the Greens have presented a case to
move Australia Day from 26 January. As I said, the
national debate provided by the Greens this afternoon
was around whether Richmond or Geelong should have
a fair allocation of membership tickets in the upcoming
finals. Certainly there was nothing about energy and
nothing about what is happening in North Korea or in
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fact anything of any sort of national significance about
our cultural history.

celebrating Australia Day, and in 1994 it was deemed
to be a moment in time to celebrate as a public holiday.

What I would like Mr Barber to perhaps put his
energies to is the teaching of Australian history to our
Australians, particularly those going through the early
learning years moving up into primary and secondary
school education. We learn more about the history of
nearly every country in the world bar our own country.
I am sure that if people were more educated in what
happened in our classical history in relation to not only
the white settlement but also the Indigenous settlement
they would learn that there was coexistence in the main
between our Indigenous populations and our first white
settlers in creating what a wonderful nation we have as
we see it today. That will not hold into the future if we
have continued intervention by groups, particularly
from the Socialist Left, that want to strip and take
away — as I have just indicated to Mr Jennings, which
he did not hear — the historical cultures and values so
ably demonstrated by Mr Elasmar, who talked about
diversity and unity in purpose in jointly celebrating
Australia Day on 26 January together as a nation.

One of the concerns I had was about much of the
debate — and it may well have been around
Mr Barber’s barbecue — apparently being about the
historic connections of 26 January. I must say though
that I agree with Mr Finn in that I do not think the
Greens actually have a lot of barbecues. I am of the
mind that perhaps their debates would not be about
what Australia Day on 26 January might offer in
relation to history but more about how many seats they
can gain off Labor in those metro marginal seats
currently held by Labor, which the Greens might well
think they can take off them.

I noticed even last night, when Meat and Livestock
Australia (MLA) presented its advertising for Australia
Day, there was a section of the community, again aided
and abetted by the Greens, saying that this
tongue-in-cheek advertisement about promoting
lamb — which has been a traditional food source for
Australia Day for as long as I can remember and has
been ably supported by Sam Kekovich over many years
on behalf of the MLA and on behalf of lamb producers
like me — this tongue-in-cheek skit shows the
importance of a diverse and multicultural group of
people engaging in a unified way in the act of having a
meal and enjoying the fruits and produce of what
Australia has to offer in a congenial and friendly
atmosphere. But, oh no, again the do-gooders from the
Greens and the left have to try to vilify what was
supposed to be an advertisement that was promoting
diversity and unity and turn it into something that was
actually divisive and —
Mr Jennings — In accordance with history.
Mr RAMSAY — I do not know what history you
are talking about Mr Jennings, but I am hopeful it is not
the same history that Mr Barber keeps referring to. I
think it is a sad case when we have two councils — and
I suspect this is what spurred Mrs Peulich to move this
motion — that want to denigrate the traditional values,
culture and history of this great nation by not wanting
to recognise 26 January as Australia Day. As Mr Barber
indicated, the states and territories agreed in 1935 that
in fact the 26th would be the recognised date of

But as history will tell us, in fact it was Captain Phillip
who initially looked at Botany Bay as the berthing
place for the First Fleet, but it was rejected and moved
to Sydney Cove. It was only a small group of sailors
who actually dropped on the beach at Sydney Cove, put
the flag up and then celebrated with some rum. That is
what I remember of the Australian history that I was
taught at school. I suspect that is not the history that is
being currently taught in our schools. I think we
perhaps need to pay more attention to that, and I
certainly encourage members in this chamber to do that.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — Mr Morris will agree with this,
being a schoolteacher himself. And I might add,
Mr Jennings, that I have two daughters as well as a wife
who are schoolteachers, so I am pretty well schooled in
what is being taught in schools. I can assure you that
the sad fact is honest and true Australian history is not
being taught in our schools now. The curriculums are
being so filled up with gender neutrality and Safe
Schools curriculums in the guise of bullying, which we
know is more about transgender and gender neutrality
teachings, that no doubt our children and students are
becoming more confused about their role in life. The
curriculum is far less about what actually happened as
part of our Australian history.
But having said all that, I want to congratulate the
Prime Minister in taking a very firm position in relation
to stripping those two councils of the ability to provide
citizenship awards ceremonies on 26 January. It is a
great shame for those people who live in those council
municipalities that they do not have that opportunity
now to celebrate the citizenship awards. As Mr Elasmar
has indicated, it gives us as MPs great pleasure to be
able to attend the citizenship awards, and they do not
just happen on Australia Day. They are actually being
celebrated by ceremonies right through the year. I stand

AUSTRALIA DAY
4510

COUNCIL

proudly as a member of Parliament in a small way
providing support to the ceremonies, conducted mainly
by local councils, in welcoming our new citizens to this
country. To have two councils now make the decision
that in fact they no longer wish to participate in those
ceremonies I think is a great shame, particularly for
those new citizens and the citizens generally of those
two municipalities. I hope good sense and common
sense will prevail. Those councillors might rue the day
that in fact they made that decision.
The flag itself is very important to our soldiers who
have fought in a multitude of wars. I was reminded of
that again as I attended, as many of us do, many
ceremonies and memorials for our returned servicemen
and those who sacrificed their lives in a variety of wars
that we have been engaged in over many generations.
Of course there is a very strong attachment to the
Australian flag by the servicemen who fought in other
countries. I see the Australian flag as pivotal to the
celebration of Australia Day and 26 January and to the
importance of the day itself.
In summary, despite what the Greens and the Socialist
Left —
Mr Jennings — Just remember the Aborigines in
your summary.
Mr RAMSAY — Mr Jennings, I have not indicated
to you in any form that we should not be aware of some
of the travesties that have happened in relation to some
of the first settlers engaging with the Indigenous
population in the way that they did. I make no excuse
for that, bearing in mind it was not always just
Indigenous first settlers, if I can use that term, that were
inhumanely engaged with. It was also white settlers
who were at risk, and unfortunately some were killed
through that settlement process. And I have no issue
about the Indigenous populations wanting to celebrate
in their own way their contribution to this country. As
we do at every ceremony now, we always make an
acknowledgement of the traditional custodians of the
land on which we have settled. We also pay our
respects to the elders past, present and future. In that, in
my own way, I always acknowledge the contribution
that they have made in the settlement and growth of this
country, but I do not see that as being a reason that we
should change the date — 26 January — to celebrate
what is very important to us in the traditional and
cultural sense of Australia Day.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I will make a
short contribution in support of Mrs Peulich’s motion in
relation to Australia Day and 26 January.
Mr Barber — Give us a history lesson.
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Mr MORRIS — Mr Barber, I am actually not
going to give you a history lesson. I am just going to
say that I have been very fortunate to have conducted
many citizenship ceremonies in the past, and I have
certainly conducted them on Australia Day. I have
found them to be well-celebrated ceremonies and ones
that certainly have been well attended, and I might say
there have been very few times that I have had a tear in
my eye in the various jobs I have been in, but certainly
conducting citizenship ceremonies have been times
when I have thought about the magnitude of what those
who are undertaking citizenship ceremonies are
undertaking. To say that I am going to give up the
citizenship of the place of my birth and take on the
citizenship of a new nation is something that I cannot
imagine myself ever doing and can only imagine the
enormity of others doing it, so I certainly well respect
all who have undertaken such citizenship ceremonies.
Australia Day is a day when I know in western Victoria
we like to get together and like to celebrate, and one of
those things we like to do on that day is welcome new
citizens. I think this is something that we as a state and
as a nation should embrace, because it is a great
celebration of who we are in the great state of Victoria
and of who we are in Australia and as Australians that
we can celebrate a day like Australia Day and recognise
all of our history — every part of our history — and
acknowledge the good and commemorate the less good
on such a day as Australia Day. So I certainly endorse
Mrs Peulich’s motion, and I will leave my contribution
at that point.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 30
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalidakis, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr (Teller)
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Melhem, Mr

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

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

Pennicuik, Ms
Springle, Ms

Motion agreed to.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
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Department of Treasury and Finance: budget
papers 2017–18
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I rise to speak
on the budget papers 2017–18, which raise the budget
allocation for police and for the fighting of crime in this
state.
Wednesday, 26 July, was a very sad day for all
Victorians, because it was a day when it was finally
confirmed, if we did not know it already, that the
Andrews government had lost control of law and order
in this state. On the same day it was revealed that fixing
the Metropolitan Remand Centre after the 2015
prisoner riot was going to cost the Victorian taxpayer
over $100 million, a terrifying carjacking took place in
Williamstown and three dangerous prisoners escaped
from Beechworth prison in my electorate. This day
reinforced to all Victorians that the Andrews
government had lost its authority when it came to
maintaining law and order not just outside our prisons
but also within them.
In May, as a result of a number of community members
expressing concern about a rise in crime paired with a
lack of police numbers in Tatura and Murchison, my
colleague the shadow Minister for Police, shadow
minister for community safety and shadow Minister for
Corrections, Ed O’Donohue, and I hosted a community
safety forum in Tatura and also one in Shepparton. The
attendance of over 100 residents at the Tatura forum
reinforced their concerns about the lack of police
numbers at the Tatura station coinciding with a rise in
crime in the town. Our forum actually caused a visit to
Tatura by the Minister for Police, who claimed that
reported crime was in fact down in Tatura.
Well, let us have a look at the latest crime stats for
Tatura. Assault offences are up by 30.8 per cent,
stalking or threatening behaviour is up by 850 per cent,
dangerous acts endangering people are up 33.3 per cent
and total crime against the person offences in Tatura
have risen by 107.9 per cent in the first four months of
2017 compared to 2016. Burglaries are up by 33.3 per
cent, cultivating drug offences are up by 200 per cent,
arson is up by 16.7 per cent and justice procedure
offences, including breaches of orders, are up by 76 per
cent. Total crime in Tatura in 2017 is up 16.8 per cent
on last year’s figures and has increased by 36.9 per cent
since the Andrews government came to office. These
figures make a nonsense of the police minister’s claims
of a drop in crime in Tatura and show that she is clearly
out of her depth. Since then, we have had a
commitment for a return to strength of five police
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officers in Tatura and finally a commitment that it will
return to its full strength in January next year. The
community is very happy with the outcome that we
have been able to achieve by putting pressure on the
government.
But the rise in crime is alarming not just in Tatura but
also in Shepparton. Assaults in Shepparton rose by
3.3 per cent last year, robbery increased by 55.6 per
cent, burglary was up by 5.7 per cent and theft rose by
9.9 per cent. Alarmingly, weapons and explosives
offences in Shepparton rose by 50.6 per cent in the past
year. Total crime in Shepparton increased by 8.9 per
cent compared to 2016, and it has increased by
15.36 per cent since the Andrews government came to
power. Mooroopna has also experienced rises in crime.
The Andrews government’s response to these increases
in crime has been to cut uniformed police numbers
within the Greater Shepparton police service area. In
2014, 87 uniformed police members were stationed
throughout Greater Shepparton — at Mooroopna,
Tatura, Murchison, Shepparton and Dookie — and two
years later there are only 85 members. Whittlesea is
another area that has experienced a rise in crime, up
20.55 per cent under the Andrews government. Now
we are seeing reports of the possible closure of the
Whittlesea police station and also reports of a reduction
in police numbers at the station. Last week the police
minister responded to the local paper but failed to
confirm that the government will keep the police station
open, and the community are extremely concerned
about that.
Today is an even more sobering day for the Victorian
community, as we see Labor rorts of taxpayer funds
reported once again — so crime is also up in the Labor
Party. Under this government we have seen the crime
of stealing dictaphones from journalists, the rorting of
taxpayer funds to pay for staff and the rorting of
ministerial entitlements to chauffeur dogs around the
state, with Patch and Ted being chauffeured around in
the ministerial vehicle, and now we see the rorting of
taxpayer funds to pay for Labor Party memberships.
This government is a disgrace. They should go back to
the people and allow them to elect a decent government
in Victoria.

Auditor-General: Technical and Further
Education Institutes: 2016 Audit Snapshot
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — I rise this afternoon
to speak on the Auditor-General’s report, Technical and
Further Education Institutes: 2016 Audit Snapshot. As
I do, I would like to talk about some history and then
about the current reality of the Andrews Labor
government. When the Honourable Steve Herbert first
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came into office in November 2014, he made some
interesting comments. He said that Labor was going to
rescue TAFE; Labor was going to grow the training
sector. He said:
I’m determined to grow courses and grow provision of
TAFE. That’s what we were elected to do and we will do it.

They were going to save TAFE. The reality is vastly
different. Despite his promises to grow TAFE, we are
seeing the exact opposite happening throughout
Victoria, particularly in my electorate of Eastern
Victoria Region. In fact the numbers have declined.
The number of students in government subsidised
training in Victoria fell by almost 66 000 between 2014
and 2015, with 20 000 fewer students enrolled at TAFE
than when Labor came to office. There has been a
drastic decrease in traineeships as well. The number of
student contact hours the government is subsidising has
fallen by 35 million hours. We are talking about fairly
substantial figures. Members will know, because it has
been said before, that there are not any 2016 figures
because the minister has not released them. After eight
months the government still has not released the
full-year results for the training sector.
If we look at enrolments, we see they are in decline,
particularly in Gippsland. In 2014 student enrolments
numbered 16 450. It has gone down to 14 050, which is
a reduction of 2400 students enrolled in Gippsland in
my electorate. That is not serving students and young
people in regional Victoria at all. The examples across
the board in other sectors are similar. TAFE enrolments
are certainly the hardest hit. While we are still waiting
for the data from the Victorian government, the
National Centre for Vocational Education Research
(NCVER) released its figures only a few weeks ago in
relation to vocational education and training across
Australia, and they show that the number of students
enrolled in all sections of training, not just government
subsidised training, in Victoria has fallen by 2.7 per
cent. But critically Victoria is the only mainland state in
Australia where student numbers have declined.
The government came out and said, ‘We will do a
quality blitz on rogue private providers, taking dodgy
operators out of the market’. That is fair and that is
reasonable; no-one wants to see students not being
served well by the registered training organisations that
are providing the service. But this is only a fraction of
the story. The NCVER data also shows that the number
of students in the TAFE sector has dropped by a further
58 000 in the past year alone. That is one-quarter of the
students enrolled in TAFE in total.
Just after the election the Andrews Labor government
said, ‘We will have no more redundancies in TAFE.
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None’. The reality is vastly different again. Since Labor
came to government almost 1000 ongoing staff
positions in TAFE have been lost, and there has been a
net loss of 620 jobs across the sector. Federation
Training in my electorate has had one of the largest
staff reductions, with 167 full-time jobs lost in the past
two years. The government is neglecting to provide
support for Federation Training, and it is left to fend for
itself.
In terms of TAFE finances the government will tell you
that all is hunky-dory and that TAFEs are turning a
surplus. But when we look deeper we know that the
government is propping the sector up with hundreds
and hundreds of grants. Seven out of the 12 TAFEs,
including Federation Training, actually have a
structural deficit. If you strip away the extra cash the
government has bailed them out with, there is a
structural deficit. In total, $278 million in cash grants
were pumped into the TAFE sector alone to keep it
afloat. And what has the Auditor-General said —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) —
Thank you, Ms Bath.

Department of Economic Development, Jobs,
Transport and Resources: report 2014–15
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
would like to make a few remarks on the 2014–15
annual report of the Department of Economic
Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources and in
particular some peculiar practices that I have become
aware of in relation to the replacement of assets by
United Energy. A constituent of mine, Simon Johnson,
showed me a range of documents which raise some
very, very strong concerns. He has legitimately
acquired a permit in order to build a new home with a
business at the front. Unfortunately there is a United
Energy power pole, which is a United Energy asset, that
is leaning and that, in his assessment although he
cannot be absolutely sure, is probably non-compliant
because it may be leaning greater than the 5 degrees
that is allowed. For those reasons he is unable to
proceed.
He was most surprised to hear of a third party, Downer
EDI, being involved. I am looking at an article headed
‘MP accused of making a picket line “go away” for
$25 000 payment to union’. The article refers to a
senior executive of the engineering giant Downer EDI
revealing to the Royal Commission into Trade Union
Governance and Corruption that the company had
made a payment of $25 000 to the Australian Workers
Union shortly after the union disbanded a picket line at
Essendon Airport in 2012. So there is a bit of history
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there. I understand there is also a bit of history in
relation to some works that it is doing on behalf of the
government or as a result of the government’s goodwill.
To cut a long story short, Mr Johnson has had a number
of contacts by representatives of Downer EDI
demanding a contribution — first of all it was
$100 000, but that was subsequently whittled down to
$90 000 and then $70 000 — towards the replacement
of the power pole, which is neither his asset nor is it on
his land. I have never heard of anything like that in all
my life. I have now scoured the annual report, which,
let me say, is not particularly illuminating. I would
imagine as a result of the 2009 Victorian Bushfires
Royal Commission that there would be a substantial
backlog in the replacement of assets, and it may well be
that companies such as United Energy are
cash-strapped and that with the current rise in electricity
prices they are limited in terms of being able to pass
those costs onto consumers. But I have never heard of
anything like this before. In a sense it is almost like
extortion that a third party can make demands on behalf
of another company for contributions, which they have
put in writing, mind you, towards the replacement of an
asset that the resident does not own and that is not on
his land. Regrettably additional conditions have now
been placed on Mr Johnson so he cannot proceed unless
that contribution is made.
What I am asking for is that the Special Minister of
State, the minister responsible for the integrity regime,
refer this matter to the Ombudsman. I believe that there
is something improper here and that some light needs to
be shone on it. The City of Kingston is not able to shed
any light on it, according to my resident. He has had
representations made by the local Labor member,
which were not to his satisfaction. The minister has
been fairly dismissive of this particular event, but I am
very, very puzzled as to what legal framework exists
for this company, Downer EDI, to be making demands
on behalf of United Energy for astronomical amounts
of money. What I would like to know is how many
other customers have been squeezed for money, how
many have actually given money and whether they
should be entitled to a refund of that money, because I
see no legal basis on which that money should be
sought, acquired and not refunded.
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undertake, and that is the redevelopment of the railway
station precinct, which has become an absolute dog’s
breakfast of a project. Associated with the railway
station precinct is the lack of a bus interchange, which
the government failed to commit to build with the
initial announcement of the redevelopment. The
government was eventually shamed into announcing
some funding for this project but has not yet detailed
how it is that this project will actually be delivered.
We have seen $5 million allocated for the building of
this project, and we understand that it is expected to be
delivered sometime next year. There are as yet no plans
for how the bus interchange will actually work. There
are no plans for the additional traffic needs surrounding
the site: how the streets surrounding the railway station
precinct are going to be able to handle the buses and the
like, how the buses are going to enter the railway
station precinct and indeed how the site overall is going
to be managed.
The community want answers and rightly expect
answers to these very serious questions. They need to
understand how it is that the government is going to be
able to deliver what looks to be almost unbelievable
given the amount of funds allocated. The government
needs to come clean. It needs to tell the community
how it expects people to be able to live with this bus
interchange and indeed how it expects to remediate the
surrounding traffic conditions to ensure that they will
not negatively impact on the surrounding community.

Department of Treasury and Finance: budget
papers 2017–18

Related to the bus interchange are the local buses and
the absolute shemozzle that the government has made
of the bus timetabling and the bus routes in Ballarat.
The government went through and changed the bus
routes and the bus timetable in Ballarat. As a result of
that I have been inundated with bus users who are
dismayed and concerned about the impact these
changes are having. I have had representations from
many in Lake Gardens. Indeed I have some
correspondence here from the Lake Gardens Action
Group 2, who have drawn my attention to the severe
inadequacies of the bus network servicing the good
people of Lake Gardens. Similarly I have had
representations from many in the Buninyong and
Delacombe communities, among others, who are just
appalled by the way the government has gone about the
changes to the bus timetable and routes and their
negative impact on the community.

Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I rise to make
some comments on the Victorian state budget papers
2017–18. In doing so, I want to make some
commentary surrounding one of the particular projects
in Ballarat that this government is attempting to

I have not heard one person who is pleased with these
changes; however, I have heard from many people who
are absolutely dismayed by the way the government has
gone about this process. The Ballarat council, which is
doing an exceptional job advocating for the needs of the
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Ballarat community, recently decided to ask the
government to go through and review the shemozzle
that is currently the Ballarat bus service. I applaud the
Ballarat council; it is doing an exceptional job in
standing up for the Ballarat community.
I know there may be some in the state government who
want to muzzle and try to censor the Ballarat council
from sharing its views and concerns about the way this
government is going about these projects. Whether it be
the railway station precinct that is being forced upon the
Ballarat community, despite the government breaking
many, many of the commitments it made prior to the
2014 election, the Ballarat council is very strongly
advocating for what its constituents and residents are
telling it, and I applaud the council for that. I think it is
disgraceful for any state MP to attempt to censor a local
government and attempt to get councils to not advocate
for their local communities. It is a disgraceful act and
one that should not be endorsed by anybody at all.

Department of Treasury and Finance: budget
papers 2017–18
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I also want to
speak on the state budget papers 2017–18. It is not
about what is in the budget but rather what is not in the
budget. The budgetary figure I particularly want to talk
about is the allocation of funds for the government to
buy renewable auction certificates. It was only recently
reported that the government has now committed
out-of-budget funds of up to $300 million to buy
renewable auction certificates. We know that the
government wants a renewable energy target set at
40 per cent by 2025. We know that currently the
government has a target of 15 per cent. To reach 40 per
cent in only eight years would require up to $5 billion
of budgetary funding in order to provide the sorts of
subsidies the government is indicating through this
out-of-budget figure in relation to the renewable
auction certificates.
We know the Mount Gellibrand wind farm, which I am
very familiar with, has cost the government in the order
of about $225 million in renewable certificates to
Acciona. Given the kilowatts that wind farm produces,
we can conclude that for a renewable energy target of
around 40 per cent in 2025 they are going to require a
forward estimate budget of somewhere in the vicinity
of $3 billion, and that will only accommodate enough
power to produce just the 6000 megawatts that will be
required, specifically with wind and to a lesser extent
with solar, in relation to meeting the target. When you
take into account the loss of Hazelwood, which is in the
vicinity of 1140 megawatts, the requirement for an
additional 6000 megawatts and that there are about
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676 turbines currently operating in Victoria with about
1026 approved, we are looking at a requirement in the
vicinity of an extra 3000 turbines to be constructed
across principally the western Victoria region, given
that it appears it is most favoured by the wind farm
operators.
As Mr Morris knows, given he is located fairly close to
the first wind farm here in Victoria, in Waubra, that will
create a great deal of anxiety for many of the
communities in regional Victoria. The interesting thing
I now find is that the planning approval for 3000 new
turbines will rest principally with the minister, whereas
before there was actually local consultation and
engagement through local municipalities that had the
relevant authority status for providing permits for wind
farms. Now under the proposed legislation it reverts
back to the minister having sole authority to grant
permits for wind farms.
Apart from the philosophical disaster of being totally
reliant on wind energy to provide energy generation for
this state — and we have already seen the follies of that
ideological pathway in South Australia — we are
already seeing the potential for summer blackouts
because of the loss of Hazelwood and potentially the
lack of domestic gas supplies to provide supplementary
power to a coal-fired power station. We already know
that in summer many of the 676 wind turbines in the
state will not actually generate any significant power. It
will be intermittent; it certainly will not be baseload
because there is no battery capacity. With the present
fire season indicators showing that Victoria is
potentially facing one of the worst fire seasons it has
ever faced given fuel loads, we may well not have
sufficient energy generation to provide stable, reliable
and baseload power to the state to provide even the
most basic essential services.
In this budget there is no allocation for the $300 million
that the government has committed to and there is no
indication that it will be able to fund the $3 billion to
meet the red tape to 2025.

Department of Treasury and Finance: budget
papers 2017–18
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise to make a statement on the state budget
2017–18. I want to draw the Council’s attention to the
output initiatives relating to transport and in particular
the funding that is being provided for the sky rail
between Caulfield and Dandenong — or the removal of
level crossings using a technique that nobody expected.
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I am in possession of a freedom of information request
that I made many months ago which relates to the
Community Tender Advisory Panel (CTAP). It
contains the terms of reference, detailed documents
concerning the sky rail and the minutes of the
Community Tender Advisory Panel. The panel was
chaired by Steve Dimopoulos, the state member for
Oakleigh in the Assembly. Present at many of its
meetings was Brett Summers, the project director of the
Level Crossing Removal Authority; a government
probity officer; and technical project team members. A
number of community members were also present, as
well as a group called Papaya Consulting, which
provided a facilitator for the group.
Unfortunately the government has seen fit to black out
huge sections of the freedom of information request.
This has obviously been funded through the state
budget as part of the sky rail project. The names of the
community members on the CTAP have been
suppressed in this document. It is also clear that key
aspects have been suppressed too, and I will come to
those in a minute.
One of the most concerning aspects is that this
Community Tender Advisory Panel was told the
following directly in writing:
We are asking that you do not advocate or actively seek
feedback from local community.

That is on page 2 of the minutes from the meeting of
17 August, one of their earliest meetings.
Mrs Peulich — Another consultative mirage.
Mr DAVIS — Yes, a sham consultation process.
The community were not aware of the community
tender advisory group that had been hand-picked by the
state government. This is concerning. On page 3 the
document says:
Staff were engaging. Sessions weren’t well communicated —
made own flyers to promote sessions.

They were told that the session times and dates did not
get distributed with the brochure.
All of this is in hard, cold documents — the minutes of
the CTAP. It is very clear that this was not a transparent
process and it was not an honest process; it was a sham
consultation —
Mrs Peulich — It was a Labor process.
Mr DAVIS — Yes, indeed. It takes me back to the
time when former members of this chamber conducted
consultation around the Windsor Hotel. That is what it
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reminds me of. The urban design framework that was
put out was again not something that the community
had the level of input into that it should have had.
It is interesting when you move through these minutes
to see many sections blacked out for a number of pages.
If you look at pages 2 and 3 of the minutes from the
Clarinda Community Centre meeting held on
14 September 2015, all of the key messages and areas
of agreement on the CTAP group discussion right over
to page 4 are simply blacked out and redacted. These
are massive removals of information. A huge section
from pages 112 through 125 has been redacted on the
same matter discussed at that meeting. Pages 127 and
128 have also been redacted. There are huge redactions.
Page 130 is gone. I note that later material, transcribed
CTAP feedback, is a blank page. Then you move over
to the next page, and pages 137 to 163 are all redacted
in full. None of that information is provided as part of
the FOI process.
This is a secretive process. It is a process that is not
transparent. It is a process that is not open. It is a sham
in every regard. The suppression of names of
community members on this panel is extraordinary.
They are there to represent the community. Nobody
knows who they are except for a couple of names that
have leaked out. Jacinta Allan and Daniel Andrews
have put forward one of the worst processes we have
seen in the history of public consultation.

ADJOURNMENT
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — 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
relates to the large number of Goulburn Valley cancer
patients forced to travel to receive radiotherapy
treatment. Minister, will you acknowledge the large
number of Goulburn Valley cancer patients who need
to travel for radiotherapy treatment and give a
commitment to establish and fund appropriate
radiotherapy services at Goulburn Valley Health?
Goulburn Valley Health is the main referral health
service for the Hume region and services an immediate
population of 107 000 people. This number is expected
to increase to 116 000 people by 2021. Seventy per cent
of the hospital’s primary catchment lives in Greater
Shepparton, but a significant number of patients also
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come from a secondary catchment consisting of
Strathbogie, Moira and Campaspe shires.
Recently in this place I conveyed the story of two of my
constituents, Shepparton father and son Ken and Chris
Keating, who were both diagnosed with different forms
of cancer within months of each other. Because no
radiotherapy treatment is available at Goulburn Valley
Health, both had to travel away from their home and the
much-needed family support to receive the treatment
they needed. We always knew their story was all too
familiar for cancer patients in the Goulburn Valley, but
the latest statistics on the number of patients travelling
outside of the Goulburn Valley Health catchment to
receive life-saving radiotherapy proves the need for
local services and shows the contempt the Andrews
Labor government holds for cancer patients in the
Goulburn Valley.
Over a two-year period of the 2011–12 and 2012–13
financial years a total of 614 cancer patients from the
Goulburn Valley Health catchment were forced to
travel away from home to receive radiotherapy
treatment. Two hundred and four of these people went
into the private health system and 411 utilised public
health treatment facilities. Two hundred and twenty-six
patients travelled to the Peter MacCallum Cancer
Centre in Bendigo and another 144 travelled to the
Peter MacCallum Cancer Centre in East Melbourne. A
further 168 patients travelled to one of the three private
treatment facilities. Over the period of these two years,
297 Greater Shepparton residents travelled away from
friends and family to receive life-saving radiotherapy
treatment. Moira residents accounted for 244 of the
614, and 73 patients from Strathbogie were forced to
travel long distances for treatment. It is estimated that
the total number of patients from the Goulburn Valley
has increased each year since 2013, making the need
for local radiotherapy services even more apparent.
It is not just the compelling numbers that tell the story
but also local health professionals. In reporting the story
of the Keatings the local paper interviewed the CEO of
Goulburn Valley Health, Trevor Saunders, who was
quoted as saying there was ‘strong community support
for radiotherapy services in Shepparton’ and that they
would help:
… avoid situations where people have to travel to Bendigo
and metropolitan hospitals for these services on a regular
basis, particularly when they are critically ill.

Minister, the statistics, the health professionals and the
community are all telling you the same thing. So I ask
you: will you acknowledge the large amount of
Goulburn Valley cancer patients that need to travel for
radiotherapy treatment and give a commitment to

Wednesday, 6 September 2017

establish and fund appropriate radiotherapy services at
Goulburn Valley Health?

Ageing strategy
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing. The action I am seeking is in
relation to Victoria’s ageing population and the lack of
an ageing strategy. Last week the minister announced
the 35th Victorian Seniors Festival, which celebrates
the contribution of the more than 1 million Victorians
over the age of 60. In the minister’s press release he
indicated that his government is:
… working towards an age-friendly and inclusive Victoria for
all seniors.

In acknowledging that our population is ageing and that
as a consequence our labour supply will contract and
our expenditure on health and aged care will increase,
simply ‘working towards an age-friendly’ Victoria is
not enough. By 2050 the number of people aged
between 65 and 85 will double in Victoria and the
number of people aged over 85 will quadruple.
New South Wales and South Australia both have
strategic plans in place to support the ageing and older
workforce and greater senior participation, and these
include addressing things like health and wellbeing,
working and retiring, housing choices, transport and
communities. The ageing strategy that I am seeking is
one that goes across all departments, and I ask the
minister to publish an ageing strategy in the
government’s term of office. There was not one at the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee.

Foster carers
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My adjournment
matter this evening is for the Minister for Families and
Children, the Honourable Jenny Mikakos, and I am
pleased she is here tonight because she might be able to
respond to my action and my comments. The action I
seek from the minister is that she guarantee payment of
foster carers and respite families, with a one-month
cycle, and I will explain why. In my electorate of
Eastern Victoria Region, foster care families perform
an amazing task and a service to the most vulnerable in
our communities — children who have not had the full
benefit of proper parental care. Sadly these children are
often damaged by past unacceptable parenting, and they
need a stable, loving and supportive environment.
Our foster care volunteers become the mainstay of a
child’s life, and in effect they function to return that
child’s life to normal. An important factor in providing
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home-based care for vulnerable children is to be able to
provide that safe and nurturing environment and to do
so by also being supported themselves. Many carers are
highly frustrated with the system, including the role of
the Department of Health and Human Services.
One carer recently told me that ‘the system is broken’.
This is a well-worn phrase and one that we do hear on
occasion, but this carer definitely feels that it is true. Let
us look at why. In accordance with the Victorian
Handbook for Foster Carers, the care allowance
contributes to the day-to-day costs incurred while
providing care for a child in their home. Daily expenses
can include medical bills, activities, education, clothing
and items that a carer often finds that they need to pay
for. These expenses are in addition to food and
household provisions.
Recently Ms Crozier and I attended a meeting in my
office and talked to a number of Gippsland foster care
families. One foster carer provides regular respite care
for a young teenage boy and has done so for a number
of years. She was only paid last week; since January
she had not been paid for eight months of the year for
her service.
Another wonderful foster carer also had a similar
experience. She was not paid for seven and a
half months, and although she put all of her details in
on a regular basis the money was actually incorrect and
was short. Another person, who was a full-time carer of
a little baby from when she was a few months old, was
not reimbursed for six months of the year — six
months. Now all of these people tell me that they do not
do it for the money, but we need to value these foster
care families. We need to respect them, and I ask the
minister to guarantee that these people will be paid on a
monthly basis rather than having to go cap in hand to
actually receive some return for their services inside
eight months.

Eastern Freeway
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. Any driver who has the misfortune to
commute to work on the Eastern Freeway can tell you
that it is congested every morning, with the congestion
particularly bad past the Melba Tunnel and Bulleen
Road and then queuing for sometimes more than a
kilometre back from Hoddle Street. VicRoads has
found that average speeds are as low as 9 kilometres
per hour.
The long-term solution to this problem is of course
mass transit. For over 100 years we have been waiting
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for Doncaster rail, yet government after government
prefers to invest in roads, only to create more traffic.
Yet another road project has sprung up with the
overpromising name of Streamlining Hoddle Street. In
the absence of mass transit this project will not fix
congestion on the Eastern Freeway. All it will do is
help people get on and off the Eastern Freeway faster
so they can spend more time in bigger traffic jams. The
only welcome aspect of its implementation at long last
is the dedicated 24-hour bus lanes between the Eastern
Freeway and Victoria Street.
It is imperative that future mass transit options are not
excluded by this project. The action I seek is that the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety preserve the
median strips of the Eastern Freeway, Alexandra
Parade and Hoddle Street to allow for future mass
transit options, such as bus rapid transit or, at long last,
Doncaster rail.

South Yarra Primary School
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My matter
for the adjournment debate tonight is for the attention of
the Minister for Education, and again it concerns South
Yarra Primary School. Last Thursday I attended a large
public meeting at South Yarra Primary School. I
estimate around 100 parents were present as well as the
school council president and members of the school
council. The assembled meeting formed a working
party to strongly advocate for additional resources at
the school. To refresh the minister’s memory — and I
have brought this to his attention a number of times,
including in a constituency question today — there is
massive growth in enrolments at South Yarra
primary — up 80 students this year, and the last figure I
heard was that 94 additional students will be enrolling
next year. Obviously this is driven by population
growth and density. The government has a densification
plan, but you have to put the infrastructure in behind it,
and South Yarra Primary School is suffering.
I urgently seek that the minister make available three
portables to provide additional classrooms for the
additional students. If those are not provided, there is
great concern that the library and drama facilities and
other facilities at the school will be lost because they
will have to be turned into classrooms for the additional
students. In many respects this is a crisis that needs to
be dealt with now. Additionally I have asked the
minister on other occasions in this chamber to begin a
longer term master planning process to deliver new
buildings on the site and to look at the capacity of the
site. This is one of the smallest — possibly the smallest,
some tell me — primary school site in the state. You
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cannot keep packing in more and more kids without
additional capacity and additional facilities.
This urgent request for three additional portables is
something the minister will need to address. I have
already asked in a separate contribution for the minister
to come and visit the school community, and I think
that would be a very useful education experience — if I
can use that phrase — for him, because he would learn
about the challenges faced by an inner-city school of
this type, where the population density is being
massively increased. This will only get worse. The
government has removed some of the caps on density
in neighbourhood residential zones and general
residential zones, so we will see more and more
families and development packed into this area in
forthcoming years. There will inevitably be more
children enrolling, so we need to plan for additional
capacity. I am seeking urgent action from the minister
to provide three more classrooms for South Yarra
Primary School, and I reinforce my earlier request for
him to visit the school.

Energy supply
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change, and the
action I seek is for the minister not to close down any
more coal-fired powered generators and to look, where
possible and where it is safe, at unlocking some of the
gas reserves we have onshore to supplement our energy
needs. I request this on the basis that the Andrews
government’s reckless drive to a renewable target of
40 per cent by 2025 will change the landscape of
regional Victoria, particularly western Victoria, which I
represent, forever. The once tranquil hinterlands and
pastures of food production land will be churned into a
seething mass of industrial machinery that will, as it is
constructed, start to choke the traditional use of the
western plains and turn them into a concrete and steel
mecca.
Not content with having a sensible energy mix of coal,
gas and renewables, the Andrews government has been
pushed by ideological latte-drinking metro-living
greenies to protect its Labor-held seats. The Premier
wants to pursue a state renewable energy target (RET)
that will lock underground a plentiful supply of cheap,
reliable coal and gas. In its place he will pollute the
aboveground landscape with concrete and steel wind
turbines, which will only provide intermittent power
and only when the wind blows.
The scale of the impact of this dangerous and reckless
ideologically driven policy needs examination. It pays
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no regard to a national approach and no thought to the
cost of power for the consumer or the cost to the
taxpayer of subsidies. Currently Victoria has 676 wind
turbines operating mainly in western Victoria,
producing approximately 1265 megawatts. There are
currently 1023 approved wind turbines awaiting
construction, which are expected to produce
2659 megawatts. Between the constructed and
approved turbines there will be a total of 1699 turbines
spread across regional Victoria, but that is not even half
of what will be required.
If you use the Australian Energy Market Regulator’s
2017 report, the government intends and needs to
purchase 5400 megawatts of renewable generation to
reach its 2025 target. This will overcome the loss of the
Hazelwood power station’s 1600 megawatts. A rough
calculation would then suggest regional Victoria would
need to host 3565 wind turbines, mostly in western
Victoria, to produce the power required to meet the
RET. To put that in a landscape scale, the Andrews
government would populate western Victoria with five
times more turbines than are currently operating at a
cost of $3 billion to the Victorian taxpayer without any
certainty that it will provide reliable power generation,
drop power prices or have any effect on reducing
greenhouse gas emissions. This is too big a price for
Victoria to pay, and that is why I am seeking the action
of the minister to give a commitment to this Parliament
that there will be no more closures of coal-fired power
stations and that she will look at extracting gas reserves
on shore where it is safe to do so.

Hume City Council
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Local
Government, and it concerns an issue that has been
raised with me by a constituent in Sunbury. The
complaint involves a parking infringement issued for a
vehicle that was actually parked on the property of this
constituent. To say that the constituent is unimpressed
would be somewhat of an understatement because the
car was actually parked well off the street and on the
property, as I said, of this particular constituent. The
Hume City Council officer has gone onto this
constituent’s property and booked his car and then
claimed it was on the street. I know, as indeed we all
know, that Hume council does not have a huge regard
for the people of Sunbury, much less the Sunbury
township itself, but for this to happen is, to say the very
least, both baffling and amusing.
Having had an experience myself some years ago, I
know it is illegal for cars to be parked on nature strips. I
do not know why that is the case, but it is. But for
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someone to park a car on their front lawn, well within
their property boundary, and to be booked for that
seems to me a total outrage. It is something that I
believe the minister needs to look at. It seems to me that
the officer from Hume council has significantly abused
his position. The council has rejected my constituent’s
complaints and appeals. We now have a situation where
I believe an individual is being persecuted — I do not
think ‘persecuted’ is too strong a word — for daring to
park his vehicle on his own land. To my way of
thinking that is insane.
I am asking the minister to conduct an inquiry into this
matter — I am very happy to provide the details to the
minister — to get to the bottom of this and see if Hume
council has indeed abused its position in this regard,
and to provide justice for my constituent in Sunbury.
This is a matter that I believe strikes at the very core of
private property rights in the state. I think people should
be able to park their car on their own property without
fear of being booked. I ask the minister to investigate.
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, Acting
President, in relation to Mr Finn’s adjournment, I think
the matter he raised on behalf of his constituent is
obviously a very valid one and is a matter of concern to
his constituent, but he asked that the Minister for Local
Government conduct an inquiry into a local parking
infringement issue. I would think that this matter would
probably fall well outside the ability of the minister to
investigate. It really is a local government issue, and I
am just seeking some guidance about this. I would have
thought this matter really should be outside the
minister’s responsibilities.
Mr Finn — On the point of order, Acting President,
as I understand it the Minister for Local Government is
responsible for local government. As this is a local
government matter, surely it is her responsibility. The
fact of the matter is that local government is a statutory
responsibility of state government. She has a legal
responsibility for what happens in the local government
area, and that is what has happened on this occasion.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) — I do
not uphold the point of order. The minister is the
Minister for Local Government and obviously has
responsibility for local government issues. I think it is a
reasonable adjournment request, and it should go to the
Minister for Local Government for consideration.

Bayside bay trail
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The matter that I wish to raise is for the attention of the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety, Mr Donnellan, in
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another place. I have raised this matter on a few
occasions at the behest of the now Mordialloc Liberal
candidate, Geoff Gledhill —
Ms Mikakos — All your advocacy is on instruction.
Mrs PEULICH — Oh, and I am so obedient! It is a
matter that he has taken up on behalf of the community
for some time: the design for the completion of the bay
trail as it impacts on the Kingston council. He is also a
Kingston councillor and former mayor.
In fact there has been a huge backlash by the local
community against the proposals by the Labor
councillors and the Labor-leaning deputy mayor,
Rosemary West, who cannot accept the conclusions of
a democratic process, a very extensive consultation, as
well as some 3500 petitioners saying that they want the
bay trail completed without the narrowing of Beach
Road — and they do so for a good reason. Not only
would the narrowing of Beach Road place local
residents at a significant disadvantage in terms of car
parking but it would also affect pedestrians — not just
local pedestrians but visitors to the beach — as well as
local passing traffic and traffic that uses Beach Road,
including cyclists. It seems extraordinary that there
would be anyone who would think that narrowing
Beach Road was actually going to improve the safety
and wellbeing of its users.
This failure to accept the democratic process has seen
Cr West, supported by the Labor councillors, embark
on this campaign against the local community.
Disturbingly they seem to have now won over the
minister, who to date has been saying, ‘I will take the
advice of VicRoads’ — and VicRoads has been very
sensible to date. It appears now that he may well
backflip and endorse the narrowing of Beach Road.
Cr Gledhill, who is also the candidate for Mordialloc,
wants an assurance, on behalf of 3500 petitioners, that
the minister will review all of those decisions before he
takes a decision at the behest of a clutch of councillors
who cannot accept the democratic process and the
extensive community consultation on this very
important issue, which does need resolution.

Belmont High School
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) — A
few weeks ago the Assembly member for South
Barwon and I went to our mutual high school reunion.
We were in the same year at Belmont High School,
which until the last redivision had been in the electorate
of South Barwon for many, many years.
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It has always been a terrific school. It opened in 1955,
and today it is one of the largest in the Geelong region.
It draws students from its immediate area as well as a
large number from other areas of the city and beyond.
Certainly when I was a kid many students bussed in
from the Otways. Old friends of mine now make sure
that they live in the school zone for their children so
that they can also go to Belmont High School, which
achieves consistently strong Victorian certificate of
education and NAPLAN results.
There has been a steady increase in the number of
students in recent years, and I believe this is set to
continue. When I was there, there were around
800 students; today there are 1200. The school’s
strategic plan states that there is significant demand for
places from a wider area than Belmont and Highton. So
I was surprised to learn from one of my former teachers
that the school library is currently unusable because of a
problem with excessive mould beneath the floor. It is
unsafe for students and teachers, and the library has
needed to be closed, presumably on health and safety
grounds.
I spent hours in that library — some of them well spent,
some of them not — and I know how important it is for
schoolkids to have access to all the information and
learning, both in books and online, that modern libraries
provide. It is not clear how long the library will remain
closed. While it is closed I understand there are no
library facilities at all for the school. I visited the school
the next day, and sure enough the library was closed
and literally had tape around it that said, ‘Danger’. I
understand that it has been like this for some time and
that it is unclear when this might be fixed. This is
especially concerning with the end of the year
approaching and, with that, final assessments and
exams.
Despite the closure of the library, in many ways the
school was very similar to when I was there in the
1980s. As my former maths teacher told me, the same
portables that the member for South Barwon and I used
are actually still there; they have just been moved to the
other side of the school and painted. The large cafeteria
that doubled as a hall was demolished a few years ago
to make way for a new building, but the cafeteria was
never replaced. Today a portable actually serves as the
cafeteria for 1200 kids. I have not seen that, and I have
no idea how that could actually work on a practical
basis.
It was clear to me that the school buildings have not
been maintained as well as the school’s academic
excellence or its reputation in the community.
Everywhere there were what looked to me like bandaid
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solutions for buildings, but my immediate concern is
the library. The action I am seeking from the minister is
the immediate repair of the school library, including full
funding for this work to happen, so that there are library
facilities for students as soon as possible.
Mr Davis — On a point of order, Acting President, I
am just not sure how to raise this, but there are in fact
no Labor members present other than the minister
herself. To be honest, I think this is a concern.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) —
What is your point of order, Mr Davis?
Mr Davis — My point of order is that the Labor
Party appears to have deserted the chamber and —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) —
Mr Davis, you could ask for the state of the house to be
considered, but I do not believe that is a point of order.
Mr Davis — I could ask for the state of the house to
be considered, although I am not wanting to have
adjournments ruled out and thereby deprive local
communities of the representation. It may be that the
Labor Party has things to worry about today and has
meetings or something of that nature and —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) —
Thank you, Mr Davis. That is not a point of order.

Responses
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I am going to respond to the adjournment
matters, but I do make the point in responding to these
matters that there are currently only five members of
the Liberal Party here. We do not know where the rest
of them are. They may well be engaged in other
activities, including dining with friends of theirs that we
know have some very colourful associations in the
community.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms MIKAKOS — Well, you wanted to go there.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) —
Minister, are you responding to the adjournment
matters?
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) —
Could we just have some order, please, and let the
minister respond.
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Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, Acting President.
Tonight I have received adjournment matters from
Ms Lovell directed to the Minister for Health, from
Ms Patten directed to the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing, from Ms Dunn directed to the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety, from Mr Davis
directed to the Minister for Education, from
Mr Ramsay directed to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change, from Mr Finn
directed to the Minister for Local Government, from
Mrs Peulich directed to Minister for Roads and Road
Safety, and from Ms Fitzherbert directed to the Minister
for Education. I will forward those matters on to those
relevant ministers, and they will be responded to in due
course.

for additional training opportunities for our carers. This
has been particularly important because carers of course
need to be properly equipped to deal with traumatised
children. The training that is now being offered to
carers includes being able to attend group sessions or
podcasts or training on things like trauma and other
issues that might arise with children in their care.

Ms Bath raised a matter for me this evening, and I
propose to respond to that matter now. The issue that
she raised related to the issue of payments for foster
carers, but I think she also referred to permanent carers
in the initial part of her adjournment matter. She
referred to a number of individuals that she claimed had
not received the correct payment. It is very difficult for
me to respond on specific matters, because I have no
details at all of an identifying nature. I would certainly
encourage Ms Bath to provide me with those names
and details, and I would be very happy to look into
these matters further.

We also introduced in 2015 targeted care packages for
the first time. They are designed to ensure that children
leaving residential care and going into foster care or
other home-based care placements are provided with
wraparound and tailored supports that are relevant to
their particular needs. This has meant that as of 30 July
this year 405 targeted care packages have being created,
enabling these children to access home-based care
opportunities such as foster care. I should also add that
the budget this year also provided a further
$59.6 million commitment for almost 2000 home-based
care placements and an additional 100 targeted care
packages as well.

The point that I do make to Ms Bath more broadly,
however, is that since the Andrews Labor government
have been in office we have put in place a significant
investment to support our carers, in particular our foster
carers, and we have embarked upon very significant
reforms to overhaul our child protection and
out-of-home care system. In fact I have spoken in this
house on a number of occasions about the great
admiration that I have for our foster carers.
Since the 2015–16 budget, we have provided funding
of $116 million to meet the need for additional
home-based care placements, including funding for
caregiver payments and client expenses. In our first
budget in 2015–16 we provided $31.3 million over four
years as the first increase in a decade for foster carer
payments. This benefited our foster carers and our
kinship carers as well as our permanent carers.
In the 2016 budget there was a further investment, and I
in fact went beyond that in making an announcement in
September last year of funding of $19.2 million to
provide increased support for carers and children. This
related to funding for extraordinary expenses that carers
can incur, such as medical costs and transport,
counselling costs and childcare costs — those types of
expenses — as well as, as part of that package, funding

We have also established new care advisory groups in
each department division that are now commencing
their second 18-month term of operation. This provides
carers with an opportunity to come together and share
experiences and also support each other and learn from
each other about additional supports that might be
available to them.

I can assure the member that our government is
working very hard to overhaul the out-of-home care
system to make sure that vulnerable children do get the
support that they need. I make the point to the member
that this being Child Protection Week I have been very
pleased to talk in the house about the recruitment that
we have underway for the biggest ever expansion of
our child protection workforce, with 450 additional
child protection staff funded in our budget this year.
This will also mean that our carers and children in care
are able to receive further support and attention. I can
assure the member and her constituents that I am
determined to do everything possible to make sure that
the system does work better.
We are sadly seeing more and more children coming
into out-of-home care every year as the community
becomes more aware of issues around abuse and
neglect. We have more reporting of cases because of
issues highlighted by Australia’s first family violence
royal commission and by issues highlighted by the
royal commission underway into institutional child
abuse. These issues are leading to more reports, and
sadly the demand is increasing.
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I certainly want to encourage more members of our
community to take up the great rewards and challenges
of being a foster carer. That means we all need to work
harder to make sure that these carers are in fact
supported and feel that their issues are addressed.
Ms Bath — And paid inside eight months.
Ms MIKAKOS — So I do encourage the member
to provide me with further details of these matters. The
member referred to delays about specific payments.
Without the details of that it is very difficult for me to
make an assessment of these matters, but I am aware
that when these issues have been raised with me in the
past there have been issues around inadequate
information provided by carers in terms of getting the
reimbursements of the extraordinary expenses, but I am
very much prepared, as I have indicated to the member,
to look into these matters further.
As I have said to the member and to other members
who have raised these matters in the house before, it
can actually be a more efficient process to raise these
issues with me directly out of the house or with my
staff, because we can look into these issues very
quickly and seek to provide some advice back around
these matters. As I have indicated, I am happy to look
into these matters further — not knowing the details of
it — but I can assure Ms Bath’s constituents that we are
working very hard to make the system one that is
supportive of the needs of both children in care and the
carers that look after them in a very selfless manner, I
should add.
I also have 17 written responses to adjournment matters
that will be distributed to members.
House adjourned 6.15 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.35 a.m. and read the prayer.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Dr Carling-Jenkins
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — Thank you, President. I appreciate
your indulgence in being allowed to make a personal
explanation to the house this morning. This is going to
be a very difficult statement for me to make. I wish to
thank my immediate family for their unwavering
support after what has happened to me. I wish to thank
my staff and parliamentary security for their
protectiveness and support. And I wish to thank
Victoria Police and the sexual offences and child abuse
investigation team for their amazing diligence, support
and professionalism in dealing with this case.
When I first came into this place I stated:
Under my watch there will not be silence … so I stand here
today and for the next four years as a voice for the vulnerable,
a voice for the enslaved and a voice for the voiceless.

Today I rise to speak out on behalf of victims of a crime
perpetrated by someone who was very close to me —
in fact he was my husband. I have been silent on this
topic until now only because I would not do anything to
interfere with police investigations or judicial
proceedings. But these are completely over, and so it is
time to speak out on behalf of the voiceless and the
vulnerable in this story — the victims — and to set the
record straight about what transpired.
In February last year my son, Terrence Carling, and I
discovered that my then husband, Gary Jenkins, had an
extensive collection of child pornography. In this
discovery I personally viewed deeply distressing
images which have caused me immediate and then
ongoing anguish. Gary was initially picked up based on
witness statements that my son and I provided to the
police. These statements were recorded shortly after our
discovery.
I want to make one thing very clear: I had no idea prior
to February 2016 that my husband was addicted to
child pornography. I had believed for a long time that
he was suffering from a mental illness, and I had
attempted on numerous occasions to get him help.
However, Gary had consistently rebuffed or sabotaged
these attempts, and I thought at the time that that was
another symptom of a mental illness. I look back now
with clarity which only comes through hindsight
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around the lies, the deception and the cover-ups of Gary
and his parents. Gary does not have a mental illness.
His behaviour stemmed from something much more
sinister.
The Victorian police embarked on a long and I would
believe arduous investigation of the crimes. At the
conclusion they achieved a conviction and a custodial
sentence in the County Court. I do not believe that a
sentence of a few months in jail and inclusion on the
sex offender register was adequate given the
seriousness of the crime. This is not a reflection on the
Victorian police, their investigators or their prosecutors,
who did an exceptional job.
I have no regrets, as a mother or a wife, in reporting and
exposing this dreadful crime, which occurred within the
privacy of my home. My son, Terrence, has no regrets
either. But make no mistake — our lives were turned
upside down the day of the discovery. We were gutted.
My marriage ended instantly, and I left home the day I
made that discovery and have not returned to the family
home since, except to pick up belongings. I have no
intention of returning to the house, which now holds
such haunting memories, or to the marriage. I ceased all
support the day I discovered that Gary had perpetrated
such a horrendous crime.
Unfortunately, in true felonious style, he has used our
time apart to abuse me financially, emotionally and
psychologically. He has refused to give me a property
settlement or any access to assets, leaving me with
continued unstable accommodation. He has contacted
my son repeatedly, whom he had little interest or
investment in previously, and he has resisted signing
divorce papers. Our system is such that whomever
holds the assets can continue to abuse, leaving
survivors vulnerable. I remain vulnerable financially
and physically, fearful of my ability to protect myself
and stay safe, having been subjected to vile stories,
harassment and real threats.
However, my then husband’s crimes are not about me,
nor are they, in reality, about my ex-husband; they are
about the victims — the little girls who were abused for
the sick viewing pleasure of paedophiles. The faces of
many are etched in my memory for eternity, and I pray
that the police are able to identify — and rescue — as
many of these poor, helpless and vulnerable victims as
possible. I find myself now unconsciously searching the
faces of little girls I see on the streets, distressed when a
face triggers a memory of a photo or a video of a little
girl that I glimpsed in his collection.
These little girls have lost their innocence, their
childhood and their control over their destiny. These
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little girls would not have been abused if people like my
exhusband did not provide a market for that abuse.
This, above all, motivates me to move on, to move
forward and to move towards a better way for all
vulnerable Victorians.
Thank you, President, for allowing me to make this
statement, and I thank members of the chamber for
their respectful silence in listening to my statement.
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DOMESTIC ANIMALS AMENDMENT
(RESTRICTED BREED DOGS) BILL 2017
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Ms PULFORD
(Minister for Agriculture); by leave, ordered to be
read second time forthwith.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Personal explanations
The PRESIDENT — Further to the personal
explanation just given by Dr Carling-Jenkins, I wish to
make a brief statement to the house about personal
explanations. Standing order 12.14 provides that:
… with the consent of the President, a member may explain
how he or she has been misrepresented or explain another
matter of a personal nature.

In the past 20 years there have been only six personal
explanations that have involved matters outside the
chamber rather than correcting or explaining matters
that have arisen in the chamber. In all six external
matters the member was responding to something
reported in the media about the member.
On this occasion I have granted the personal
explanation to Dr Carling-Jenkins on the basis that,
firstly, it clearly meets the standing order test of being
‘of a personal nature’; secondly, it is a matter that
already has some level of publication, because it is
known by more than just Dr Carling-Jenkins and her
family; thirdly, it is a matter that is highly likely to be
more widely published at some point, even if
Dr Carling-Jenkins did not make her statement today;
and fourthly and finally, Dr Carling-Jenkins has
complied with the standing order and cooperated fully
with me to edit her statement into something that stays
within the parameters of the appropriate content of a
personal explanation.
I make these points because I regard these
circumstances as being highly unusual and unlikely to
change the more usual practice of personal explanations
being used sparingly by members to address things said
in the house or being published widely outside the
house.

Statement of compatibility
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) 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 Domestic
Animals Amendment (Restricted Breed Dogs) Bill 2017.
In my opinion, the Domestic Animals Amendment
(Restricted Breed Dogs) Bill 2017, as introduced to the
Legislative Council, is compatible with human rights as set
out in the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined
in this statement.
Overview
The bill will amend the Domestic Animals Act 1994 (the
act) to:
a.

further provide for the keeping, registration and
identification of restricted breed dogs in Victoria;

b.

clarify the ‘dangerous dog’ status of guard dogs
that are retired to residential premises;

c.

increase relevant payments made by councils to the
Treasurer under the act; and

d.

deal with other minor and related matters.

Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to the
bill
The right to privacy and freedom of expression
Section 13(a) of the charter provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. An
interference with privacy will not be ‘unlawful’ where it is
permitted by a law which is precise and appropriately
circumscribed. Interferences with privacy will not be
‘arbitrary’ provided they are reasonable in the particular
circumstances, and just and proportionate to the end sought.
Section 15 of the charter provides that every person has the
right to freedom of expression, which includes the freedom to
impart information and ideas of all kinds. The right has also
been held to include the right not to impart information.
However, special duties and responsibilities attach to this
right; the right may be subject to lawful restrictions
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reasonably necessary to respect the rights of others or for the
protection of public order and health (amongst other things).
The rights to privacy and freedom of expression may be
relevant to the extent that the bill inserts provisions that have
the effect of requiring persons to provide certain information
about ‘dangerous dogs’ they have in their possession or those
they seek to sell or otherwise transfer to another person.
Specifically, clause 6 of the bill amends section 34A of the act
to clarify that the definition of a ‘dangerous dog’, which
includes a dog that is kept as a guard dog for the purpose of
guarding non-residential premises, or has been trained to attack
or bite any person or anything when attached to or worn by a
person, extends to dogs of this kind that are now retired. The
consequence of this amendment is to ensure that the provisions
of the act that apply to owners of dangerous dogs apply to
owners of retired guard dogs. These obligations relevantly
include, in section 37(2) of the act, obligations to notify local
council in the event of developments such as the owner
changing address, the dog going missing, or the ownership of
the dog changing; and in section 39 of the act, an obligation to
display a warning sign that a dangerous dog is kept on
premises. Clause 7 of the bill also inserts a new
section 37(1BA) into the act, to provide that an owner of a dog
that has at any time been kept as a guard dog must notify the
local council in which the dog is being kept within 24 hours of
commencing to keep the dog in that municipal district.
In addition, clause 8 of the bill makes it an offence for a
person to sell or otherwise transfer a dangerous dog to another
person without first advising the other person, in writing, that
the dog is a dangerous dog. The purpose of this provision is to
ensure that any person who takes ownership of a dangerous
dog is aware that the dog is a dangerous dog and will
therefore be aware of their obligations under the act and the
regulations with respect to that dog.
In my view, clauses 6, 7 and 8 do not limit the rights to
privacy or freedom of expression. Although clause 6 extends
certain obligations to a broader range of dog owners, it does
not increase the scope of the applicable regulatory provisions.
Therefore, I do not consider it to give rise to any interference
with the right to privacy. If a contrary view is taken, and
clause 6 is considered to interfere with the right to privacy, in
my view any such interference is neither unlawful nor
arbitrary; the applicable regulatory provisions that apply to
dangerous dogs are clearly set out in the act, and serve the
clear and important purpose of upholding public safety.
Guard dogs are deemed dangerous dogs on the grounds that
they are taught or have a natural propensity to guard and/or to
be aggressive. It is imperative that the general community is
protected from these dogs, even after retirement. Further,
clause 8 is a clear and necessary amendment; as such it is
neither unlawful nor arbitrary and so does not limit the right
to privacy.
Further, although the effect of these clauses is to impose
requirements to impart information, in my view they do not
limit the right to freedom of expression. The requirements are
reasonably necessary in the interests of public safety and the
responsible ownership of dangerous dogs, thereby falling
within the internal qualifications on the right to freedom of
expression.
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The right to property
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of their property other than in accordance with law. A
deprivation of property is in accordance with law, and therefore
does not limit this right, if the powers which authorise the
deprivation are conferred by legislation or common law, are
confined and structured rather than arbitrary or unclear, and are
accessible to the public and formulated precisely.
Clause 13 is relevant to the right to property as it amends
section 80 of the act to provide that if an authorised officer of a
council reasonably believes a dog to be a restricted breed dog,
they may seize the dog for the purpose of determining whether
or not the dog is a restricted breed dog. The act provides for
owners of such dogs to be notified of the seizure and of the
relevant recovery requirements. Clause 15 then amends
section 84L(2) of the act to provide that if the dog is a restricted
breed dog, it may be held until it is destroyed under division 6
of the act if the owner is not able to be identified for the purpose
of being served with a declaration that the dog is a restricted
breed dog (and that certain ownership requirements therefore
apply). In my view, any deprivation of property occasioned by
these clauses will be in accordance with law and therefore do
not limit the right to property. The power to seize and destroy
dogs in accordance with the amended provisions is clear and
necessary in order to protect the public from restricted breed
dogs that are being kept by owners who either do not know the
nature of the dogs in their possession, or are failing to comply
with the requirements that attach to the ownership of such dogs,
or simply cannot be identified.
Clause 17 is also relevant to the right to property as it amends
section 84O of the act to provide that a restricted breed dog or
dangerous dog must be destroyed if it has been seized and the
owner has failed to recover it in accordance with the relevant
recovery requirements under division 5 of the act. The power
to destroy a restricted breed dog or dangerous dog in these
circumstances is necessary as such dogs cannot be housed
indefinitely or rehoused, particularly given the nature of the
dogs in question and the specific requirements that relate to
them. Clause 17 further provides that a dog or cat (other than
a restricted breed dog or dangerous dog) must be either sold
or destroyed if it has been seized and the owner has failed to
recover it in accordance with the relevant recovery
requirements under division 5 of the act. This power is also
necessary as animals that have not been recovered by their
owners cannot be housed indefinitely. The consequences that
flow from a failure to recover an animal in each of these
circumstances are clear and reasonable; therefore, in my view
any resulting deprivation of property occasioned by clause 17
will therefore be in accordance with law and, as such, does
not limit the right to property.
Hon. Jaala Pulford, MP
Minister for Agriculture
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Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture).
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The government is following through on its commitment to
allow for the registration of restricted breed dogs in Victoria,
including the American pit bull terrier, Japanese tosa, fila
Brasileiro, dogo Argentino and presa Canario, while retaining
other protective measures.
There is a need to balance supporting the benefits of dog
ownership and protecting the community from dangerous
dogs and irresponsible dog owners. There is also a need to
protect dogs that may be in danger of being euthanased when
the moratorium ends on 30 September 2017.
The bill follows the recommendation of the parliamentary
inquiry conducted by the Economy and Infrastructure
Standing Committee. This bill is consistent with the
recommendation to keep other restrictions related to the
ownership and management of restricted breed dogs. This
means that owners of restricted breed dogs, such as pit bulls,
will still be required to have mandatory signage on their
property, microchip and desex their dogs and ensure their dog
wears a mandatory collar. Restricted breed dogs must also be
muzzled and leashed when outside of their properties.
These protections will ensure that the community continues to
be safe.
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Debate adjourned for Mr DAVIS (Southern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 14 September.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(BODY-WORN CAMERAS AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2017
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Ms PULFORD
(Minister for Agriculture); by leave, ordered to be
read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Body-worn Cameras and Other
Matters) Bill 2017.
In my opinion, the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Body-worn Cameras and Other Matters) Bill 2017, as
introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible with
human rights as set out in the charter. I base my opinion on
the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of the bill

There is currently confusion in the community regarding the
retirement of guard dogs, and their status as dangerous dogs.
Under the act, a guard dog refers to a dog kept for the purpose
of guarding non-residential premises.
It is the intention of the act, that once deemed dangerous, the
dog will always be deemed dangerous. This bill clarifies this,
by ensuring that owners of guard dogs who have retired their
dog from guard duties, must continue to register their dog as
dangerous for its lifetime.
The bill will also increase the existing payments to the
Treasurer to $4 annually for both dogs and cats. This payment
has not been increased since 2010.
The payment is used to fund a world-class program to
educate expectant parents, preschool and school-aged
children on dog safety and responsible dog ownership. In
2016–17, DEDJTR provided programs to around
2200 preschools, 900 schools, 70 hospitals and
500 maternal and child health centres in Victoria.
The payment is also used for promoting responsible dog and
cat ownership and animal welfare, research into domestic
animal management and the administration of the act.
I commend the bill to the house.

Body-worn cameras
The bill contains a number of measures to ensure that
body-worn cameras can be lawfully used by Victoria Police
and other prescribed persons in their day-to-day duties and to
protect against the unauthorised publication of footage taken
by the cameras. The need for these measures arises from a
recent investment in police equipment and technology so that
Victoria Police can remain at the cutting edge of fighting
serious crime and keeping our community safe.
A trial of body-worn cameras will be undertaken by Victoria
Police, followed by a full rollout of body-worn cameras for all
frontline officers.
The Surveillance Devices Act 1999 regulates the installation
and use of listening devices and optical surveillance devices.
Unless a warrant has been issued, the use of such devices to
record private conversations is prohibited. While body-worn
cameras can be used in most circumstances without
legislative amendment, it is likely that their use may from
time to time record private conversations, particularly when
used by police attending an incident at a private residence.
The bill amends the Surveillance Devices Act to ensure that
the use of body-worn cameras, as intended, is explicitly
permitted by the act. The bill will not provide a blanket
exception for the use of body‐worn cameras. The exception
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for body-worn cameras will only apply to their overt use, or
use that is incidental to their overt use or is otherwise
inadvertent. This will ensure police are still required to obtain
a warrant where they intend to covertly capture private
conversations.
The bill also amends the Surveillance Devices Act to ensure
appropriate protection against the inappropriate disclosure of
body-worn camera footage. The bill extends the current
protections under the act to footage obtained from covert
surveillance devices, so that similar protections apply to the
disclosure of body-worn camera footage. The bill will allow
for sharing and publication of body‐worn camera footage
under certain limited circumstances, including law
enforcement and training purposes.
Body-worn camera footage will be available to assist IBAC,
Victoria’s anti-corruption agency, in investigating allegations
of police misconduct. The bill ensures that body-worn camera
footage will fall within the broad scope of documents that
IBAC can compel production of as part of an investigation.
To provide for flexibility in relation to the technology used,
the bill provides for the same protections and restrictions to
apply to the overt use of tablet computers as will apply to
body-worn cameras.
As body-worn camera technology is relatively new, there
may be demand for the use of body-worn cameras by other
classes of workers. To provide for the lawful use of these
devices by other workers in the future, should the need arise,
the bill inserts a regulation-making power that will allow a
prescribed person or class of persons to be subject to the same
body-worn camera protections and restrictions as will apply
to police officers. Any new regulations are subject to a human
rights assessment and certification process, as well as being
tabled before the Parliament.
Human rights issues
Use of body-worn cameras
The bill provides for measures to ensure that body-worn
cameras can be lawfully used by Victoria Police and
prescribed persons in their day-to-day duties.
It has been demonstrated both in Australia and internationally
that there are many benefits attributable to the use of
body-worn cameras by police, including an increase in police
transparency and accountability; improving officer and citizen
behaviour; reducing instances of violence; and assisting
police officers in fulfilling their important role of preventing
crime and keeping the community safe. Accordingly, the bill
will promote rights under the charter where the increase in
oversight and transparency in police conduct will provide
greater protection in relation to rights such as section 9 (right
to life) and section 10 (protection from cruel, inhuman and
degrading treatment).
The use of body-worn cameras, however, like all cameras
used in public, may unintentionally or inadvertently record
private conversations between persons. Therefore, the right to
privacy and reputation in section 13 of the charter is relevant.
In my view, although provisions of the bill may permit
interference with the rights to privacy and reputation, for the
reasons outlined below they will not constitute a limit on the
right in section 13 and are therefore compatible with the
charter.
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The right to privacy (section 13)
Section 13(a) of the charter provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
Section 13(b) provides that a person has the right not to have
his or her reputation unlawfully attacked. If an interference
with a person’s privacy and reputation is lawful and not
arbitrary, then it will not come within the scope of s 13.
Limitation of the right to privacy arises only where there is
first an interference with the right, and second that
interference is either unlawful or arbitrary.
Clauses 4(1) and 5(1) of the bill amend the Surveillance
Devices Act to provide that the installation, use and
maintenance of body-worn cameras does not constitute an
offence under that act. It is possible that body-worn cameras,
used as intended, could inadvertently record third-party
private conversations. The bill therefore permits an
interference with a person’s right to privacy.
The bill clearly establishes an exemption to the prohibition on
the use of recording devices to body-worn cameras and
tablets and therefore any interference with privacy caused by
these devices is provided for by law and is not unlawful.
The requirement that all interferences with privacy must not
be arbitrary means that interferences with privacy that are
provided for by law, as in this case, should occur in
accordance with the provisions, aims and objectives of the
charter and should be reasonable in the particular
circumstances. The interference with privacy under the bill is
reasonable in the circumstances. The bill allows for the use of
body-worn cameras in order to achieve the legitimate aim of
promoting the safety of the community and allowing police to
remain at the forefront of cracking down on serious crime.
The bill only allows police officers and prescribed persons to
use body-worn cameras in an overt manner (where members
of the public will be aware that they are being recorded), and
in the ordinary course of their duties; it will still be unlawful
for a person to use a body-worn camera to record private
conversations in a non-overt manner or outside of the
ordinary course of a person’s duties.
Additionally, the bill contains safeguards to ensure that
private conversations are appropriately protected and
managed, namely:
Clause 7(2) amends the Surveillance Devices Act to
classify all body-worn camera footage of private
conversations or activities as ‘local protected
information’. Any unauthorised disclosure of this
information is a serious offence and carries penalties of
up to two years imprisonment or a fine of over $38 000,
or both. Body corporates face a fine of over $190 000. In
circumstances where disclosure of the information could
endanger a person’s safety or could prejudice the
conduct of an ongoing investigation, individuals face
heavier penalties of up to 10 years imprisonment or a
fine of over $190 000, and body corporates could face a
fine of over $950 000.
Clause 7(1) permits the use of body-worn camera
footage only under certain circumstances, being for
education and training, and for other purposes prescribed
by regulations.
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These measures are in place to ensure that any personal
information captured by body-worn cameras or tablets are
subject to rigorous protections from unauthorised disclosure.
There is an exemption to the offence of recording private
conversations, which only applies in specified circumstances,
that is, if a recording is inadvertent, unexpected or incidental
to that use.
There will be a general presumption that body-worn cameras
will be used by police when interacting with members of the
public and during their official duties. Officers will make
recordings on both private and public property. Victoria
Police will provide additional guidance to officers through
policy, procedures and training as to when they should and
should not record.
Like other evidence gathered by Victoria Police, the use of
body-worn cameras and the storage of body-worn camera
footage is intended to be done in accordance with the
information privacy principles contained within the Privacy
and Data Protection Act 2014 and the standards for law
enforcement data security as developed by the commissioner
for privacy and data protection.
For the reasons explained above, I consider that any
interference with privacy by the bill is lawful and is not
arbitrary and is therefore not a limitation on privacy within
the meaning of the charter.
Information sharing in sexual offence cases
Under the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004, courts are
required to provide details of the sentence or determination of
an appeal relating to the registration of a sex offender to the
Chief Commissioner of Police as soon as practicable.
However, there have been delays in the provision of this
information to Victoria Police due to the operation of the
Judicial Proceedings Reports Act 1958.
The Judicial Proceedings Reports Act prevents a person from
publishing, or causing to be published, any matter that
contains any particulars likely to lead to the identification of
victims in cases involving sexual offences. While these
provisions are designed to protect victims, the courts have
adopted an interpretation that requires them to anonymise
sentencing remarks before they are released. This causes
unnecessary delay and can impact on the ability of the sex
offenders registry to discharge its duties to monitor dangerous
sex offenders and keep the community safe from the risk of
reoffending by those offenders.
To address this, the bill amends the Judicial Proceedings
Reports Act 1958 to clarify that information about sentences
in sexual offence cases can be shared between the courts and
entities carrying out statutory functions, including the sex
offenders registry operated by Victoria Police.
The right to privacy (section 13)
The bill amends the Judicial Proceedings Reports Act 1958 to:
facilitate disclosure of information to the sex offenders
registry operated by Victoria Police; and
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create a regulation-making power in the act to facilitate
disclosure of information to other justice agencies as
appropriate.

Currently, the act allows for disclosure of information in
sexual offences cases to the Judicial College of Victoria and
the Sentencing Advisory Council. It is intended that these
agencies will be listed, together with the sex offenders
registry, in regulations made under the new
regulation-making power.
The information disclosed may relate to victims, offenders,
and in some cases relevant third parties. Therefore, the right
to privacy and reputation in section 13 of the charter is
relevant. As I have noted above, section 13(a) of the charter
provides that a person has the right not to have his or her
privacy, family, home or correspondence unlawfully or
arbitrarily interfered with. Section 13(b) provides that a
person has the right not to have his or her reputation
unlawfully attacked.
In my view, although the bill will permit an interference with
a person’s privacy and reputation for the reasons outlined
below the proposals will not constitute a limit on the right in
section 13 and are therefore compatible with the charter. First,
providing sentencing remarks to the sex offenders registry
arguably does not amount to ‘publication’ and is already
permissible under the act. The bill intends to clarify this
position and put beyond doubt the legality of sharing such
information in order to reduce unnecessary delay.
Second, any information disclosed to the sex offenders
registry will be subject not only to the strict non-disclosure
provisions in the Sex Offender Registration Act 2004, but
also to the information privacy principles contained within the
Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014; the sex offenders
registry will treat any information of a personal nature
contained in sentencing remarks accordingly. Victims’
identities will remain secret.
Third, and most importantly, any interference with a person’s
privacy or reputation is for the purpose of reducing delay and
allowing the sex offenders registry to perform its duties in a
timely and efficient manner. The importance of the duties of
the sex offenders registry in protecting the public against
dangerous sex offenders can be balanced against a victim’s
right to privacy or reputation. The bill’s very limited impact
on the privacy rights of victims can also be balanced against
the important purpose of protecting the community and the
rights of members of the community including, for instance,
the right to protection of families and children (section 17)
and the right to life (section 9). The interference is therefore
not arbitrary and is appropriately justified.
For these reasons, I am satisfied that the provisions in the bill
relating to information sharing for sexual offence cases will
not unlawfully nor arbitrarily interfere with a person’s right to
privacy and reputation.
The Hon. Gayle Tierney, MP
Minister for Corrections
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Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture).
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
On 17 April 2016, the government announced a $596 million
public safety package, delivering on its promise to give
Victoria Police the necessary resources to continue cracking
down on serious crime and keeping our community safe.
The package includes a major investment in equipment and
technology so that Victorian police remain at the cutting edge
of responding to gang-related crime, gun crime, terrorist
threats, family violence and the scourge of ice.
A key part of this investment is the deployment of body-worn
cameras to be used by all frontline police. The footage
captured by these devices will be used to support
prosecutions, as evidence in police disciplinary matters and
for police training.
The Justice Legislation Amendment (Body-worn Cameras and
Other Matters) Bill 2017 ensures that these devices can be used
lawfully and the footage is appropriately protected. The bill is
the first tranche of body-worn camera legislation, paving the
way for a subsequent bill to support the use of body-worn
cameras for recording statements in family violence matters and
allow these statements to be used by victims as their
evidence-in-chief. This subsequent bill will allow for acquittal
of recommendation 58, one of the 227 recommendations of the
Royal Commission into Family Violence that this government
has committed to implementing.
The bill also facilitates the disclosure of sentencing
information to specific government agencies in sexual offence
cases. This will reduce unnecessary delay in sharing
information and allow the sex offender registry to continue to
perform its important task of keeping the community safe
from dangerous sex offenders.
Body-worn cameras
Body-worn cameras are small, battery-powered cameras
worn on the body of a police officer. They allow audio and
video capture of interactions between police officers and
members of the public and real-time capture of video
evidence at the scene of a crime.
These devices are already used by police forces in a number
of jurisdictions in Australia and abroad. New South Wales
has been using body-worn cameras since a successful trial
conducted in 2013. Queensland began a statewide rollout of
2700 cameras in July last year. Tasmania, Western
Australia, the Northern Territory are following suit. The
technology has been successfully used throughout the
United Kingdom for years.
Experiences in these other jurisdictions have demonstrated
that body-worn cameras offer a range of advantages to both
the police and the wider community.
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Body-worn cameras improve police transparency and
accountability. They prevent frivolous complaints against
police, saving taxpayer dollars. The devices also encourage
good officer and citizen behaviour and are associated with
reductions in the use of force.
The footage obtained by the cameras will also allow for a
greater range of reliable evidence that can be used in court.
This new technology will assist police in fulfilling their role
responsibly, preventing crime and keeping us safe.
The use of body-worn camera footage, in most circumstances,
is already permissible under the same laws that govern the use
of CCTV footage. However, a body-worn camera, used as
intended, may from time to time inadvertently record private
conversations, particularly when used by police attending an
incident at a private residence. Due to the operation of the
Surveillance Devices Act 1999, such instances may constitute
an offence.
To address this issue, the bill amends the Surveillance
Devices Act to ensure that the use of body-worn cameras is
explicitly permitted. Without these amendments, police
would need to obtain a warrant every time they record a
private conversation.
The bill does not provide a blanket exception for the use of
body-worn cameras. The exception will only apply to the
overt use of body-worn cameras, or use that is incidental to
their overt use or is otherwise inadvertent. This will ensure
police are still required to obtain a warrant where they intend
to covertly capture private conversations.
The bill ensures there are adequate protections against the
unauthorised disclosure of footage captured by the cameras.
Use of this footage will only be permissible in certain
circumstances, such as for police training and the use in law
enforcement duties.
The bill also adds a regulation-making power to allow for
certain persons or classes of persons to be lawfully able to use
body-worn cameras in the same way as police. This flexibility
is in recognition that body-worn camera technology is new
and there may be demand for lawful use of the technology by
other classes of workers, particularly those at risk of
occupational violence. Rather than being reactionary, this
government is proactively creating a mechanism for other
classes of workers to use body-worn cameras in the future,
when and if the need arises. Any addition of a new class of
worker to this category will, of course, be carefully
scrutinised.
Sharing information between the courts and entities such as
the sex offenders registry
The harm caused by sexual offending has devastating impacts
on the emotional wellbeing of victims. The sex offenders
registry, maintained by Victoria Police, helps to protect the
community from the serious physical and psychological harm
posed by sex offenders. This government does not want vital
information that should be shared with the registry held up by
bureaucratic red tape.
Currently, courts are required to provide details of sentences
and determination of appeals relating to the registration of a sex
offender to the Chief Commissioner of Police as soon as
practicable. However, the Judicial Proceeding Reports Act
1958 restricts a person from publishing any information likely
to lead to the identification of victims in cases involving sexual
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offences. This has led to sentencing remarks being anonymised
before they are provided to the sex offenders registry.
Redacting court documents imposes a significant
administrative burden on the courts. It is also the cause of
undue delay in the provision of details to the police, making it
difficult for the sex offender registry to execute its duties in a
timely and efficient manner.
This bill amends the Judicial Proceeding Reports Act to
facilitate disclosure of information to the sex offenders
registry. It also creates a regulation-making power to facilitate
disclosure of information to other justice agencies as
appropriate.
These amendments will enable courts to share sentencing
remarks with the sex offender registry without the
requirement to redact them first.
Subsequent amendments to support the use of body-worn
cameras in family violence incidents
The government supports the recommendation of the Royal
Commission into Family Violence that there be a trial into the
use of body-worn cameras to record statements from victims
in family violence incidents, for use as evidence-in-chief in
court proceedings.
As the legislation needed to support this trial is complex, the
policies underpinning the legislation must be carefully
developed. For this reason, the government intends to introduce
these amendments as part of a subsequent bill. The government
is currently working with Victoria Police, the courts and other
justice stakeholders to progress these changes.
Conclusion
The measures contained in this bill will ensure that Victoria
Police have the equipment they need to continue fulfilling
their important role in our society. It will also ensure that the
sex offender registry will be able to continue protecting the
public from dangerous sex offenders without being delayed
by unnecessary red tape.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern
Victoria) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 14 September.

PARKS AND CROWN LAND
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Ms PULFORD
(Minister for Agriculture); by leave, ordered to be
read second time forthwith.

Statement of compatibility
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) 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 Parks and
Crown Land Legislation Amendment Bill 2017 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with the human rights as set out in the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of the bill
The bill will:
add the Anglesea Heath to the Great Otway National
Park and make amendments to several parks and
reserves, including amending the names of two parks;
streamline the process for making, amending and
revoking codes of practice under the Conservation,
Forests and Lands Act 1987;
remove government representatives from the
memberships of an advisory council and two boards,
and enable the two boards to appoint their chief
executives;
enable the minister to prescribe sitting fees and other
expenses for various advisory committees, and remove
the prohibition on public sector employees receiving
payments for their services on two statutory entities;
enable the minister to consent to a reasonable right of
access across a park to a person whose land is
surrounded by the park;
make other amendments to several acts, including in
relation to appointing litter enforcement officers for
Crown land, the definition of ‘central plan office’, the
preparation of reports and corporate planning
documents, the granting of certain leases and licences,
and the Royal Botanic Gardens board carrying on a
business of selling plants.
Human rights issues
Section 12 — Freedom of movement
Section 12 of the charter provides for the right for every
person to move freely within Victoria and to enter and leave it
and to have the freedom to choose where to live. It includes
the freedom from physical barriers and procedural
impediments.
Clause 32 will insert new clauses 29 and 30 into
schedule one AA to the National Parks Act. These clauses
provide that certain areas of land cease to be roads when
they are included in the Great Otway and Greater Bendigo
national parks respectively. Clauses 10, 34, 35, 36, and 38
provide for the addition of Crown land to several existing
parks and reserves.
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These provisions could be perceived to affect the right to
freedom of movement, to the extent that a person can move
freely around Victoria by passing across the sites which are
subject to those clauses. However, the provisions do not
restrict a person from moving freely within the new reserve or
park areas or within Victoria. Therefore, the bill will not limit
the right protected under section 12 of the charter.
Section 18 — Taking part in public life
Section 18 of the charter provides that every person in
Victoria has the right, and is to have the opportunity, without
discrimination, to participate in the conduct of public affairs,
directly or through freely chosen representatives. It further
provides that every eligible person has the right, and is to
have the opportunity, without discrimination, to have access,
on general terms of equality, to public office.
Clauses 19, 52 and 57 of the bill will amend relevant sections
of the National Parks Act 1975, the Royal Botanic Gardens
Act 1991 (RBG act) and the Zoological Parks and Gardens
Act 1995 (zoos act) to have the effect of removing
government representatives or their nominees from the
memberships of the following statutory entities: National
Parks Advisory Council, the RBG board and the zoos board.
In all other respects, the criteria for membership remain
unchanged. New section 60 of the RBG act (as inserted by
clause 50 of the bill) and new section 51 of the zoos act (as
inserted by clause 65 of the bill) are related provisions.
The removal of government representatives from the
memberships of the three statutory entities may be perceived
as discriminating against certain persons. However, these
persons are public sector employees and, despite the removal
of the positions, there is no discrimination against those
members, or any other person, which prevents them from
applying for membership of the entities. The skills or
experience requirements for members do not engage any
attribute protected against discrimination, or conduct
constituting discrimination, under the Equal Opportunity Act
2010 that is also discrimination under the charter. Therefore,
the bill will not limit the right protected under section 18 of
the charter.
Section 20 — Property rights
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance with
law.
Clause 32 of the bill will insert new clauses 29 and 30 into
schedule one AA to the National Parks Act. Those clauses
provide that certain areas of land cease to be roads when
they are included in the Great Otway and Greater Bendigo
national parks.
This could be perceived to affect the rights of those who own
adjoining freehold land because the roads provide legal access
to the freehold. However, in the case of the Great Otway
National Park, legal access will continue to be provided along
the main access road to the freehold land. In the case of
Greater Bendigo National Park, the road closure is
accompanied by an excision from the park to enable the
creation of a government road along a more suitable route. In
both cases, there will be legal access to the freehold land.
Therefore, the bill will not limit the rights protected under
section 20 of the charter.
Hon. Gavin Jennings, MLC
Special Minister of State
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Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture).
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
In summary, the bill will:
deliver the Andrews Labor government’s 2014 election
commitment in Our Environment, Our Future to
incorporate the Anglesea Heath into the Great Otway
National Park;
make additions or other amendments to several other
parks;
amend the names of Mount Eccles National Park and
Canadian Regional Park in relevant acts to reflect their
Aboriginal names;
streamline various administrative processes in several
acts so that they are more efficient and ‘fit for purpose’;
modernise the governance arrangements applying to
several government boards and advisory bodies in the
Crown land portfolio; and
make several other improvements and amendments.
Protecting exceptional biodiversity — adding Anglesea
Heath to Great Otway National Park
Maintaining and enhancing a world-class system of protected
areas is a key priority of Victoria’s recently released
biodiversity plan Protecting Victoria’s Environment —
Biodiversity 2037. Incorporating the Anglesea Heath in the
adjoining Great Otway National Park will be a major
contribution to achieving this objective.
The Anglesea Heath has exceptional biodiversity
conservation value. It is considered internationally significant
for its floral diversity, has the richest flora recorded in
Victoria and is one of the most orchid-rich sites in Australia.
It supports several rare or threatened plant and animal species,
and has considerable biogeographic significance, including
plant species that are endemic to the area and plant
communities which are rare or uncommon in Victoria. As a
place to visit, the heath is renowned for its exceptional
wildflower displays in spring and it is a quiet haven away
from the popular coastal areas around Anglesea to the south.
The permanent protection of the remarkable conservation
values of the area has been a long-held goal of many,
including ANGAIR (Anglesea, Aireys Inlet Society for the
Protection of Flora and Fauna), the Australian Conservation
Foundation, the Geelong Environment Council, the Great
Ocean Road Committee and the Victorian National Parks
Association, as well as members of the broader community.
From 1961, Alcoa held rights to occupy more than
7000 hectares of the heath under the Mines (Aluminium
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Agreement) Act 1961. This enabled it to explore for and mine
brown coal to fuel the Anglesea power station which, until
2015, supplied power to the Point Henry aluminium smelter.
Notwithstanding this arrangement, much of the area has
remained substantially undisturbed and since 2000, with
Alcoa’s agreement and strong support, Parks Victoria has
managed a large part of it for conservation in a similar
manner to the adjoining park — initially Angahook-Lorne
State Park and, since 2005, the Great Otway National Park.
In December 2016, Alcoa surrendered its rights over most of
the area. This now enables a large proportion of the heath to
be incorporated into the national park in line with the
government’s election commitment.
The bill will provide for the addition of approximately
6420 hectares to the park. This is mostly land over which
Alcoa has surrendered its rights but it also includes a
contiguous area of the Otway Forest Park (52 ha) and other
small areas of Crown land which are more logically managed
as part of the national park.
As part of rehabilitating the mine site, Alcoa may need to
access some of the additions to obtain seed for revegetation
works or to carry out rehabilitation works. The bill allows for
this, provided that any such works are authorised by the
Secretary to the Department of Environment, Land, Water
and Planning (the secretary).
Other park additions and amendments
The bill will also make amendments to several other parks,
including the following:
Croajingolong National Park — the addition of
27 hectares east of Mallacoota Inlet which was acquired
some time ago for inclusion in the park;
Greater Bendigo National Park — the addition of a short
section of mostly vegetated government road and the
excision of a smaller area along a cleared powerline
easement (to become a government road), with a net
addition to the park of 0.2 hectares; and
Warrandyte State Park — minor amendments to the
park boundary in the vicinity of the Warrandyte Bridge.
Of particular interest, the bill will add the recently acquired
Monster Meeting site (1.66 ha) near Chewton to Castlemaine
Diggings National Heritage Park. This park has outstanding
cultural significance related to the gold rush era and is of
potential World Heritage significance. Its historic value will
be enhanced by the addition. The meeting held on the site on
15 December 1851 and attended by up to an estimated
15 000 people is considered to be the first mass protest
against a government in Australia and a direct precursor of
the Eureka rebellion and the battle of the Eureka Stockade
three years later.
Recognising Aboriginal culture — renaming Canadian
Regional Park and Mount Eccles National Park
The bill further recognises the connection of traditional
owners to country by amending the names of two parks in the
Crown Land (Reserves) Act and the National Parks Act. The
new names follow extensive consultation processes and were
registered by the registrar of geographic names on
23 March 2017.
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The new name of Canadian Regional Park — Woowookarung
Regional Park — fulfils the government’s commitment when
the park was created in 2016 to investigate a suitable
Indigenous name for the park that acknowledges its location in
Wadawurrung country. ‘Woowookarung’ means ‘place of
plenty’ in the Wadawarrung language. The connection to the
history of the name ‘Canadian’ will continue to be recognised
in the neighbouring suburb Canadian and features such as
Canadian Creek and Canadian Lead.
The new name of Mount Eccles National Park — Budj Bim
National Park — recognises the original name of the peak
previously known as Mount Eccles — Budj Bim. This means
‘high head’ and is recognised by the traditional owners as part
of the ancestral creator’s body. Restoration of the name ‘Budj
Bim’ complements the work being done by the Gunditjmara
people and the Australian and Victorian governments to seek
World Heritage listing for the Budj Bim Cultural Landscape,
following its inclusion on Australia’s World Heritage
tentative list earlier this year. The national park is a critical
part of this exceptional cultural landscape.
Streamlining administration
In recent years, several bills have amended various acts
related to Crown land to improve their workability and to
update various provisions. This bill also includes amendments
to several acts to streamline administrative processes so that
they are more efficient and ‘fit for purpose’. The amendments
aim to reduce administrative red tape and make better use of
resources while maintaining appropriate checks and balances.
Streamlining the process for making codes of practice
The Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987 (CFL act)
enables the minister to make codes of practice to specify
standards and procedures for the carrying out of any of the
objects or purposes of a relevant law. The act sets out a process
for making, varying or revoking a code, involving consultation,
tabling in Parliament and possible disallowance. Since 2011,
codes prepared under the CFL act have been prescribed as
legislative instruments under the Subordinate Legislation Act
1994 and are therefore also subject to the consultation, tabling
and disallowance requirements of that act.
The processes under the two acts duplicate each other to a
large extent. For example, under the CFL act, a draft code
must be tabled in Parliament and is subject to disallowance. If
not disallowed and the code is made, the code must be tabled
again under the Subordinate Legislation Act and is again
subject to disallowance.
The bill will remove unnecessary duplication so that only the
requirements of the Subordinate Legislation Act will apply to
making, varying or revoking any code that is a legislative
instrument. The bill will also align the minimum period for
making submissions on a draft code or a proposed variation
or revocation with the Subordinate Legislation Act, and will
remove the need to give notice of the proposed making of a
code or a variation if it is fundamentally declaratory or
machinery in nature.
The bill will also remove the requirement in the CFL act to
table incorporated documents associated with a code since
these duplicate the requirement to do so in the Interpretation
of Legislation Act 1984.
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Simplifying the process for appointing litter enforcement
officers for Crown land
The Environment Protection Act 1970 enables litter authorities
to appoint litter enforcement officers. The management of
Crown land falls under several acts and, depending on the act
under which the land is managed, the responsible minister, a
committee of management or the secretary is responsible for
the land. This complicates the appointment of employees of the
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
(DELWP) or Parks Victoria as litter enforcement officers
across Crown land generally.
To simplify the appointment process, the bill will amend the
Environment Protection Act to enable the secretary to appoint
persons as litter enforcement officers for the purposes of all
land managed under the land management acts.
Standardising the definition of Central Plan Office
The Survey Co-ordination Act 1958 requires DELWP to
maintain a Central Plan Office (CPO). The CPO is Victoria’s
virtual storeroom for state government surveys and plans and
is referred to in many acts and some regulations.
The CPO is commonly defined in legislation by reference to the
name of the department in which it is located at a particular
time. Machinery of government changes mean that the name of
the department may subsequently change. Although there are
statutory processes to assist in interpreting the current name of
the department administering the CPO, inevitably the many acts
which refer to the CPO need to be updated.
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actions, the bill will require the secretary to include in the
annual report on the National Parks Act a summary of the
actions taken to establish any new national or state park in the
12 months after the creation of the park. The annual report is
tabled in Parliament.
Simplifying the requirements for preparing corporate
planning documents
The Royal Botanic Gardens Act 1991 and the Zoological
Parks and Gardens Act 1995 (zoos act) set out prescriptive
requirements for the respective boards to prepare and provide
corporate plans, business plans and statements of corporate
intent.
To ensure that corporate planning documents keep pace with
contemporary best practice and reflect
whole-of-Victorian-government policy, the bill will remove
from the two acts some of the prescription governing their
preparation. Instead, each board will be required to prepare
documents in a form approved by the minister, containing the
information required by the minister and by the date fixed by
the minister. The content will be informed, for example, by
whole-of-government documents such as the Department of
Treasury and Finance’s published requirements for corporate
planning for government business enterprises.
Streamlining the approval of granting leases and licences
The Royal Botanic Gardens Act and the zoos act currently
require the Governor in Council to approve the respective
boards granting any lease or certain licences over land for
which they are responsible.

The bill will avoid this by inserting a definition of the CPO in
the Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 which applies to all
acts and regulations. Instead of linking the CPO to a
department, the bill will define the CPO as the ‘Central Plan
Office maintained under the Survey Co-ordination Act 1958’
and will make consequential amendments to the many acts in
which the CPO is mentioned.

The bill will amend the two acts to enable the minister,
instead of the Governor in Council, to give this approval. This
will make for more efficient and timely administration while
retaining an appropriate level of scrutiny.

Modernising the fixing of sitting fees and allowances for
members of advisory bodies

The Victorian Environmental Assessment Council Act 2001
(VEAC act) and the zoos act prohibit members of the council
or the zoos board who are also public sector employees from
being remunerated for their service.

The National Parks Act and Reference Areas Act provide that
the sitting fees and allowances paid to members of the
National Parks Advisory Council, park advisory committees
and the Reference Areas Advisory Committee are fixed from
time to time either by the Governor in Council or by
regulation.
In more recent times, appointment and remuneration
guidelines administered by the Department of Premier and
Cabinet have standardised the fees paid to members of
advisory committees across government. The guidelines also
direct that allowances are to be paid in accordance with
departmental policies existing from time to time.
Recognising the whole-of-government role of these
guidelines, the bill will shift the responsibility for fixing fees
and allowances to the minister. This will provide
administrative efficiencies as well as promoting consistency
across government.
Refining the reporting process for new national and state
parks
The National Parks Act requires a report to be prepared and
tabled in Parliament within 12 months in relation to any new
national or state park. Instead of reporting on proposed

Enabling the remuneration of public sector employees when
serving as board members

Public sector employees are generally not appointed to
government boards, because of the risk of actual or perceived
conflict between their role and duties as public servants and as
board members. However, there are circumstances where
such appointments might be appropriate, such as when a
person with particular skills or experience is appointed in a
personal capacity and unrelated to their public sector
employment.
The government’s appointment and remuneration guidelines
referred to earlier set out when it is appropriate to remunerate
a board member who is also a public sector employee.
Recognising the application of these guidelines across
government, the bill will amend the VEAC act and the zoos
act to remove the prohibition on payment to members who
are public sector employees.
Modernising governance
The bill also includes amendments which will modernise
governance in relation to several government boards and
advisory bodies.
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Removing conflicts of interest
The membership of the National Parks Advisory Council
(NPAC), Royal Botanic Gardens board and the zoos board
variously include the secretary or the department head or his
or her nominee and the chief executive officer of Parks
Victoria. This raises conflict of interest issues. In the case of
the NPAC, the two government members are responsible for
overseeing or managing the parks under the National Parks
Act and therefore for many of the matters on which the
council may provide advice to the minister. In the case of the
two boards, the member is either the head of the department
which has responsibility for the oversight of the boards or is
likely to be associated with that department or government.
These arrangements are not considered best practice
governance. In the interests of good governance, the bill will
remove the potential for conflicts of interest by removing
government representatives from the memberships of the
council and the two boards. This will not change the
membership criteria for the appointment of other members
and will not impact on the ability of government
representatives to attend meetings to provide information or
to discuss issues.
Modernising appointment processes
The bill will clarify longstanding arrangements under the Public
Administration Act by shifting the statutory responsibility for
the appointment of the director, Royal Botanic Gardens from
the Governor in Council to the Royal Botanic Gardens board,
and for the appointment of the chief executive officer of the
zoos board from the minister to the board.
This will place the statutory accountability for the
appointment, remuneration and performance of the chief
executives with the relevant board, which is the body best
placed to discharge those responsibilities. It will also align the
arrangements with the other boards in the Energy,
Environment and Climate Change portfolio where there is a
statutory appointment of a chief executive.
Other improvements and amendments
Providing a right of access
The bill will amend the National Parks Act to include
Nooramunga Marine and Coastal Park in the list of parks for
which the minister can grant a reasonable right of access to a
person whose land adjoins or is surrounded by the park. The
amendment will enable access arrangements that have been in
place for many years in relation to an area of freehold
surrounded by the park to be formalised.
Enabling plant sales
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of the Anglesea Heath in the Great Otway National Park. It
will also recognise the important connection of traditional
owners to country through the amendments to the names of
two parks, and will deliver improvements and efficiencies to
several areas of administration, governance and land
management.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr DAVIS (Southern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 14 September.

RACING AMENDMENT
(MODERNISATION) BILL 2017
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Ms PULFORD
(Minister for Agriculture); by leave, ordered to be
read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) 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 Racing
Amendment (Modernisation) Bill 2017.
In my opinion, the Racing Amendment (Modernisation) Bill
2017, as introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible
with human rights as set out in the charter. I base my opinion
on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The bill amends the Racing Act 1958 (Racing Act) to clarify
that Racing Victoria will not become a public entity for the
purposes of the Public Administration Act 2004 (PA act) or
the Financial Management Act 1994 (Financial Management
Act) as a result of changes to the constitution adopted by
shareholders at the special general meeting held on
18 April 2017.

The bill will amend the Royal Botanic Gardens Act to remove
the prohibition on the Royal Botanic Gardens board carrying
out a business of selling plants to visitors to the gardens at
South Yarra and Cranbourne.

The bill will also amend the Racing Act to specify that the
minister may perform any functions, exercise any powers and
carry out any duties conferred on the minister by the
constitution in relation to the selection, appointment,
resignation and removal of directors of Racing Victoria.

Other amendments

Human rights issues

The bill will repeal several spent or redundant provisions and
make other, minor amendments or corrections.

The amendments to the Racing Victoria constitution adopted
by shareholders at the special general meeting provide the
Minister for Racing with the power to appoint the directors of
Racing Victoria following consideration of a report prepared
by an advisory panel.

Conclusion
The bill will significantly enhance Victoria’s world-class
parks system, particularly through the permanent protection
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The advisory panel will be constituted of the Secretary to the
Department of Justice and Regulation (or his or her nominee);
a nominee of the minister; a nominee appointed jointly by
Victoria Racing Club, Melbourne Racing Club and the
Moonee Valley Racing Club; a nominee appointed by
Country Racing Victoria; and a nominee appointed jointly by
the industry body members.

conflicts of interest are minimised and appropriately managed
and that Racing Victoria would not become a statutory body.

The Racing Victoria constitution will also give the minister
the power to remove a director from office by notice in
writing to the chair, if the minister considers that the director
has brought the Victorian thoroughbred racing industry into
disrepute. The removal of the director will be effective from
the date set out in the minister’s notice.

The new arrangements provide the minister with the power to
appoint the chair, deputy chair and directors of Racing
Victoria. The minister will also have the power to remove a
director if the minister considers that the director has brought
the Victorian thoroughbred racing industry into disrepute.

The bill confirms that the minister has the power to perform
any functions, exercise any powers and carry out any duties
conferred on the minister by the constitution in relation to the
selection, appointment, resignation and removal of directors
of Racing Victoria.
This may engage section 18 of the charter (the right to
participate in public life) if current directors are not
reappointed. However, the right will not be limited as
directors will be able to seek reappointment.
The Hon. Gayle Tierney
Minister for Corrections

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

I am pleased to advise the house that Racing Victoria
shareholders resolved at a special general meeting held on
18 April 2017 to adopt amendments to the company’s
constitution to amend the appointment process.

On 2 May 2017, a copy of the notification of the special
resolution was laid before the house for consideration.
The Racing Amendment (Modernisation) Bill 2017 makes
necessary reforms to support the changes to the constitution.
Firstly, the bill amends the Racing Act to make it clear that
Racing Victoria is not a public entity for the purposes of the
Public Administration Act 2004 (PA act) or the Financial
Management Act 1994 (FMA).
The PA act defines a public entity as a public body
(incorporated or unincorporated) that is established by or
under an act (including the Corporations Act), by the
Governor in Council or by a minister. In the case of a body
corporate, the government must have the right to appoint at
least one-half of the directors.
Racing Victoria operates within the strict regime of the
Corporations Act which sets out the requirements around
powers and functions, director duties, financial reporting and
auditing, disqualification criteria for directors and reporting
obligations to the Australian Securities and Investment
Commission (ASIC).
The bill clarifies that Racing Victoria is not a public entity for
the purposes of the PA act or the FMA and that it will
continue to operate under the Corporations Act.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The bill seeks to amend the Racing Act 1958 (Racing Act) to
support changes to the constitution of Racing Victoria that
will ensure that the board is independent and that conflicts of
management are minimised and appropriately managed.
The thoroughbred racing industry generates nearly
$2.1 billion in value annually to the Victorian economy and
sustains more than 19 600 full-time equivalent jobs.
Almost 72 000 people are engaged in the industry as an
employee, volunteer or participant with around two-thirds of
those residing in regional Victoria.
Racing Victoria is a public company limited by guarantee
established under the Corporations Act 2001. Directors of
Racing Victoria have previously been appointed the Victoria
Racing Club, Melbourne Racing Club, Moonee Valley
Racing Club, Country Racing Victoria and industry body
members including the jockey and trainers associations.
In short, the directors of Racing Victoria were appointed by
the people and organisations that they regulate.
In late 2016, the government made a commitment to amend
the Racing Act to ensure that directors are independent and

The bill will also amend the Racing Act to specify that the
minister may perform any functions, exercise any powers and
carry out any duties conferred on the minister by the
constitution in relation to the selection, appointment,
resignation and removal of directors of Racing Victoria.
This amendment will make it clear that the minister has the
power to determine the composition of the board.
The bill also repeals schedule 1 of the act. Schedule 1 sets out
the requirements for the establishing constitution of Racing
Victoria and is a spent provision. The bill makes
consequential amendments to deal with references to the
repealed schedule.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr ONDARCHIE
(Northern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 14 September.
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ELECTORATE OFFICE AUDIT
The PRESIDENT — I advise the house that
Mr Eideh, the Deputy President, has asked me to ensure
that there is a full audit conducted of his electorate
office. He has volunteered to have that audit; it was not
something that, at this stage, I had insisted upon or
sought. Mr Eideh himself has requested that audit, and
it will occur.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Voluntary assisted dying
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)
(322 signatures).
Laid on table.
Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan).
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By Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria)
(149 signatures).
Laid on table.
Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria).
Sitting suspended 9.58 a.m. until 10.03 a.m.

STANDING COMMITTEE ON LEGAL AND
SOCIAL ISSUES
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
Amendment (Pilot Medically Supervised
Injecting Centre) Bill 2017
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
presented report, including appendices, extracts
from proceedings and minority reports, together
with transcripts of evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be published.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) — I
move:
That the Council take note of the report.

I am very pleased to present this report from the
committee, and I thank all my colleagues on the
committee for working together to deliver it. Most
importantly I wish to record my thanks and that of the
committee to the secretariat staff, who ably and
helpfully supported us in conducting the inquiry and in
producing the report. I wish to pay tribute to Patrick
O’Brien, Kieran Crowe, Pete Johnston and Prue
Purdey. Thank you very much from all of us.

Crime prevention
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of residents in Victoria calls on the Legislative
Council to note that:
The surging rate of crime is a problem, and needs a solution.
Serious offences such as home invasions, burglary and
aggravated burglaries, drug use and possession, and car theft
are impacting on innocent lives in the Geelong and Bellarine
region. These offences impact our safety at home, at work
and on our streets.
The petitioners therefore call on the members of the
Legislative Council to urge the Andrews government to
allocate more funding to increase the number of police in the
Geelong and Bellarine region and implement legislation to
enable tougher sentencing, and tougher parole and bail
conditions.

This parliamentary inquiry has arguably become the
most obvious activity at state government level in
response to a situation that is clearly intolerable for
many who live and work in North Richmond. The
committee undertook a literature review, invited
submissions and conducted a day of public hearings.
We visited Australia’s only supervised injecting centre
in Kings Cross and met with its staff and local police.
We also visited North Richmond, where we had
roundtable discussions with staff and other stakeholders
at the North Richmond Community Health Centre and
another roundtable discussion with the Victoria Street
Business Association and representatives of the
Vietnamese community. We also walked through the
streets and laneways in the area to see conditions for
ourselves and speak to residents along the way. All this
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confirmed that the open trade and use of illicit drugs in
North Richmond is creating a dangerous, unpleasant
and intolerable situation for many residents, local
traders and healthcare providers. There is also a heavy
burden on emergency services.
The staff of the North Richmond Community Health
Centre and local residents are at the front line of what is
clearly a crisis: cleaning up the detritus of rampant drug
use, helping people who are heavily affected by drugs,
and most disturbing of all, responding to overdoses and
deaths in local streets. One resident who we met told us
he was originally from England and had lived in a
number of countries around the world before settling in
Australia with his wife and young children. He told us
that he had never seen conditions like this anywhere
before, and he simply could not understand how it had
been allowed to become so bad. This resident was
aghast that last summer people sat on abandoned
couches in his street and shot up and that no one did
anything about this. He was beside himself with worry
and angry that his young son had been pricked by a
discarded needle.
This report incorporates the words of people who are
dealing with these issues on a daily basis. It is important
that their words are heard, and the problems they are
confronting need to be addressed. The report makes a
series of findings about the bill and also compares it to
the equivalent legislation in New South Wales, which is
the Drug Summit Legislative Response Act 1999.
While the bill largely replicates the act, we noted
several differences. In particular, the NSW act has a
requirement for supervised injecting centres to have a
sufficient level of community and local government
acceptance. The bill does not include requirements of
this kind.
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was one of the most contentious issues that we dealt
with. I know this will be well covered by other
speakers, so I will leave it to them to explain their
views.
It is indisputable, however, that North Richmond is the
epicentre of heroin overdose deaths in the City of
Yarra, the local government area with the highest
frequency of heroin overdose deaths in Victoria for the
past seven years as well as that with the highest
frequency of heroin-related ambulance attendances.
Some note that the drug market in Melbourne has
moved around over time but fear that if an injecting
room trial happens in North Richmond, the area will be
stuck with it. I believe, and there was evidence of this
given to the inquiry, that there is a marked difference
between Kings Cross and North Richmond. Kings
Cross has been a red-light district for decades; North
Richmond is not that.
From my own perspective the inquiry provided answers
to many questions, but some remain unanswered. In
Richmond we saw a number of people heavily affected
by drugs and the most open illegal drug dealing that I
have seen anywhere in the world. Despite this, we did
not see any uniformed police on the streets, nor did we
meet with them formally during our visit. Again, from a
personal perspective, I am struck by the difference
between this and the consultative process that led up to
the New South Wales trial, which involved a royal
commission and then a community consultation process
that drew together stakeholders, some of whom had
quite different views on this subject to start off with. I
may be wrong, but it does not appear to me that there
has been the same kind of process to build community
consensus in favour of an injecting room. This could
have been led by the local member or by the council,
but it does not appear to have happened.

We also found that there is a shortage of doctors and
chemists dispensing methadone in North Richmond and
a shortage of drug rehabilitation beds across Victoria. In
2016 we had the second lowest number of drug
rehabilitation beds in Australia, and we understand that
there are currently 240 drug rehabilitation beds in
Victoria. There are plans for more to come online in the
coming years. Many of these will be allocated to places
very distant from Richmond or the city.

The other thing that is unanswered is the role of the
state government. The Victorian government
announced funding of just over $1 million, including
some funds to trial an overdose response service in the
City of Yarra. This was announced in February, but it is
not clear how much of this has actually been spent and
how much of it impacts on North Richmond. We asked
the question but do not have an answer.

The cost of over-the-counter naloxone was described to
the committee as prohibitive for many who may need it
locally. The committee believes that the views of the
community, all stakeholders and local government must
be considered when deciding matters relating to a
supervised injecting centre. We did not have the task of
confirming the level of local support and had practical
restrictions on our capacity to do so definitively. This

More profoundly, it is not clear to me that the Andrews
government has spent much time, if at all, working
directly with the community in North Richmond to
address the drug problem and its impact on the local
community. There is a clear role for state government
to play in the response, particularly through the
portfolios of health, police, housing and mental health,
but that is not happening. In my view it is long overdue
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that the ministers who hold those portfolios work
together to provide some immediate support, and they
are not required to have any reference to a committee to
do that. I commend the report to the house.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I too
would like to speak to this report, and I would very
much like to thank the secretariat staff and my
committee colleagues for the work that they undertook
on this report. We received some very emotional
submissions. The evidence was overwhelming and
compelling: a trial of a medically supervised injecting
centre can significantly address the escalating issues
facing North Richmond. Residents are having to
resuscitate people in the street, traders are dealing with
an open drug market on their doorstep and emergency
services are called out to hundreds of overdoses.
The people who are dying leave grieving families and
children without parents. The death toll is increasing,
and we have an opportunity to address it. A supervised
injecting centre is not a silver bullet, but it will save
lives, it will reduce open drug use on the streets, it will
reduce the number of discarded needles on the streets, it
will improve the amenity of the area and it will provide
a pathway to recovery for some of the most isolated
members of our community, many of whom suffer
significant mental and other health issues. It will not
increase drug use, and it will not reduce police efforts to
arrest drug traffickers. It will free up their time to do
this.
I think it would be somewhat arrogant of this
Parliament to ignore the experts that we heard from and
ignore not one but three coronial inquests. For me, I
cannot ignore the residents who are traumatised by
regular ambulance sirens and people dying in their
streets in front of their children. I cannot ignore the
medical experts, and especially I cannot ignore the
parents, sisters and children who have lost their loved
ones. I hope this report helps the Parliament find the
merit in and the urgency for a trial of a medically
supervised injecting centre. We can continue talking
about this, but as the mural in North Richmond says,
‘You talk we die’.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
think I am the only author of a minority report —
Ms Springle interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — There are more; my apologies. I
am one of the two authors. I certainly welcome
Ms Fitzherbert’s comments. I thought they were quite
comprehensive and highlighted some of the
deficiencies in the response to what is certainly
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perceived by the locals as a crisis. In particular I draw
attention to the fact that we have a quarter of the rehab
beds of New South Wales, that many of those who
come into the City of Yarra to inject — 85 per cent in
fact — are not locals, that there is a shortage of doctors
who are prescribing methadone, that there is a shortage
of pharmacies that are dispensing methadone, that there
is an absence of a police presence and that there is a
staunch and unwavering opposition to the use of
closed-circuit TV in order to apprehend those who are
peddling the drugs of death.
I am not unsympathetic to anyone facing an addiction,
no matter what it is. There is clearly a drug crisis. I am
equally moved by concerns about the use of ice in the
community. But I am not convinced, nor is there
uncontested evidence, that a drug injecting facility is
the policy response we need. I do not believe that it is
consistent with the National Drug Strategy. I do not
believe that the terms of reference allowed the
committee to fully consider all of the ramifications. I do
have a problem with the fact that the proponent of the
legislation serves on two related committees and is
able, unlike most other members, to drive and shape a
report such as that which has been tabled today. I think
that needs to be considered by this house to ensure that
there is an opportunity for the upper house as a house of
review to more impartially consider legislation that is
introduced into the house without the driver and the
proponent of the legislation being a part of that process.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — I rise to make
some brief remarks on the inquiry into the Drugs,
Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment (Pilot
Medically Supervised Injecting Centre) Bill 2017. It
was a fascinating inquiry for a country member whose
electorate covers half the state. There is this tiny little
triangle in the middle of Melbourne that you can walk
around in an hour. Although it is under most people’s
noses, I am not sure that a lot of Melburnians and
certainly country Victorians are aware of the crises in
that particular region.
I know that a lot of reports are tabled in this place, but I
would really urge members to have a look at this report
because it is actually one of those issues that should not
be ignored. The chair of the committee mentioned that
the voices come through in our report. I think it is really
important that people take note of this.
On the committee’s trip to Sydney we visited a safe
injecting room facility. It was the most unremarkable
facility that I reckon I have visited. You could not even
tell that people in there were receiving help for their
addictions; it was incredible. It was a health facility
which anyone can walk into and seek help. I think that
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is a great facility in Sydney. I urge members to read the
report. There is more work to be done. I give particular
thanks to the secretariat, and Patrick and Kieran in
particular. I commend the report to the house.
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
too would like to offer my thanks to the secretariat on
this report. As usual, they have provided us with
outstanding support and guidance through this process.
I too did write a minority report, probably quite
different to Mrs Peulich’s, as I found it quite
disappointing that we were not able to agree on
recommendations in terms of this issue.
This is not a new issue. We have been battling with this
issue for decades now. In my view it is a proposed
solution that is not the only part of the solution. It is a
piece of a puzzle that should be wideranging, and I
have explored that slightly in my minority report. There
are several things in addition that need to happen to
address the drug problem, particularly in Richmond. A
supervised injecting facility is but one small part of that
puzzle.
I did not go on the tour with the committee; I went on
my own tour, only because I was unwell on the day that
it was scheduled. What I saw was a little bit different to
what the committee saw. I did see police on the street
patrolling the area and engaging with people from the
community during that time. I also saw a lot of the
discarded syringes down alleyways and in the public
toilets, and I spoke with some of the traders. I do not
think there is any doubt that there is an enormous
problem there, far more so than in any other area that I
am aware of.
The evidence globally is unanimous in terms of these
facilities — that they do work. It is a pathway to
recovery for many people. It is not the only solution; it
is one stage of a pathway to recovery. It keeps people
alive. That is the bottom line, and I think that is what
we should be focusing on at this point.
Motion agreed to.
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FIRE SERVICES BILL SELECT
COMMITTEE
Final report
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade), pursuant to standing
order 23.30, presented government response.
Laid on table.

STANDING COMMITTEE ON LEGAL AND
SOCIAL ISSUES
Retirement housing sector
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children), pursuant to standing order 23.30,
presented government response.
Laid on table.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notice of motion given.
Mr YOUNG having given notice of motion:
The PRESIDENT — This is quite an extensive
motion because it is a procedural matter, and it is
imperative that as part of Mr Young’s motion he
actually defines the division of the bill. His motion is
being circulated to the house, and I would propose that
the house accept Mr Young’s motion as read, given that
if he has to read all the technical bits we will be here
until about 3 o’clock this afternoon just on this.

ELECTORAL MATTERS COMMITTEE
Membership
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — By
leave, I move:
That Ms Bath be appointed to the Electoral Matters
Committee.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Land Tax Act 2005 — Treasurer’s report on land tax absentee
owner surcharge exemptions for the period 1 June 2016 to
30 June 2017.
Ombudsman — Enquiry into the provision of alcohol and
drug rehabilitation services following contact with the
criminal justice system, September 2017 (Ordered to be
published).

Motion agreed to.

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Aboriginal children and young people
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I rise to update the house on how the
Andrews Labor government is addressing the
over-representation of Aboriginal children in the
out-of-home care system. Last week I had the pleasure
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of co-chairing the eighth Aboriginal Children’s Forum
with Mr David Morgan, the CEO of the Ramahyuck
District Aboriginal Corporation in Traralgon.
I began these quarterly forums in 2015 to focus on the
issue of the over-representation of Aboriginal children
in out-of-home care, and together we have made
significant progress. Aboriginal community controlled
organisations attend with community service
organisations and departmental representatives from
each division to discuss the progress that we are making
and to devise more effective strategies. As part of the
Beyond Good Intentions agreement with all parties
there has been a strong commitment to transitioning the
case management of Aboriginal children in
out-of-home care to Aboriginal organisations.
This is part of the Andrews Labor government’s
commitment to Aboriginal self-determination. I was
proud to match these words with action at the forum,
and I announced $1.1 million in funding for the
transition of 120 Aboriginal children in kinship care to
Aboriginal organisations. Community service
organisations also reaffirmed their commitment to
transition these children who are currently very much
under the management of either the department or
community sector organisations. By managing these
cases, the Aboriginal organisations will be responsible
for implementing the child’s case plan and working
with children and families to achieve the agreed tasks
and goals to address protective concerns.
This is the first part of the government’s commitment to
transition 30 per cent of all Aboriginal children in
kinship care to Aboriginal organisations by the end of
this year. We know that Koori kids do better when they
are supported within their culture, and this is why the
Andrews Labor government is ensuring that Koori kids
have the best start in life.
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Then there were the Labor red shirts rorts, where they
used taxpayers money to employ campaigners to go out
and campaign for them during the last state election.
There were the second home allowance rorts, where
members of the Labor Party claimed they were living
way, way outside their electorate, with Don Nardella
being investigated by police for rorting over $100 000
for his second residence allowance. Peter Marshall has
an unlimited pass into the Premier’s office, and it is no
wonder we are still trying to solve the CFA issue
because they will not give up until Peter Marshall gets
his way.
We have a minister who thinks it is okay to chauffeur
dogs in his limousine, and of course Daniel Andrews
has never come clean on the whole dictaphone scandal.
There has been bullying of Liberal MP Andrew Katos
about his weight, slurs about Donna Bauer and her
condition and $10 million given to the Trades Hall
Council, and now there is printergate. The guilty party:
once a guilty party, still a guilty party.

John McNally
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — It has been a sad time for the
Labor Party over the last couple of weeks, and I rise to
acknowledge John Anthony McNally, who passed
away on 15 August aged 62 years. John was known by
many as one of the Victorian Labor Party’s most
tireless servants. He stood for the seat of Hawthorn in
three consecutive elections, and as all party-political
activists know there is little greater service one can give
their party than standing in an extremely safe seat
against those we oppose. The fact that he did it three
times was a testament to his unwavering commitment
to the Labor Party, and I should add that he achieved a
pretty impressive 8 per cent two-party swing on his
third crack. He was also president of the Canterbury
branch of the Labor Party.
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Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — The
rorting party, the guilty party, just rolls on. The Labor
Party has received over $3 million in donations from
the CFMEU since 1998, and its state secretary, John
Setka, has been charged with 60 offences, 40 of which
he has been found guilty of, yet Premier Daniel
Andrews will never distance himself from John Setka.
Even Setka’s good mate Mick Gatto said:
John’s a good man, he’s a good union leader. He has got the
interests of the people at heart and he is doing the right thing
and I think Daniel Andrews is doing the right thing
supporting him.

His community service was far from restricted to just
elections. He was a dedicated former president of the
Camberwell United Tennis Club, and he provided
support and advocacy to victims of church-related
sexual abuse through the Broken Rites advocacy group.
He worked in vocational education and as a candidate
was a big advocate for increased investments in TAFE.
My sympathies go to John’s friends and family, but
particularly my thoughts are with John’s wife, Trish;
his sons, Lochie and Damien, and their partners; and his
granddaughter, Eva. May they look back on his life
with fond memories, as I am sure so many in the
community and the Labor Party will as well.
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Racial and Religious Tolerance Act 2001
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I want to
draw to the attention of the house the fact that earlier
this week we had a conviction under the Racial and
Religious Tolerance Act 2001. Such convictions, or
even such cases, have been relatively rare since the act
was first brought in. I want to say no more about that
because I gather that that will be appealed, but I want to
talk more broadly about the act and why it is important.
The provision in section 8(1) says:
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The allegations that have been raised this week are
extremely serious, and as the President has said, if true
they would likely constitute criminal activity.
Unfortunately it seems to be a bit of a pattern. We have
seen a string of allegations, usually from within Labor,
of MPs and their staff not being about serving the
people but actually being about serving themselves —
using cars to ferry around their pets and using electoral
officers out in campaign roles rather than actually doing
the work in electorate offices that they are paid to do.
Mr Elasmar — Time!

A person must not, on the ground of the religious belief or
activity of another person or class of persons, engage in
conduct that incites hatred against, serious contempt for, or
revulsion or severe ridicule of, that other person or class of
persons.

In fact that provision, section 8, is analogous if not
identical to section 18C in the federal Racial
Discrimination Act 1975, which the federal Liberal
Party made various attempts to get rid of. I think this is
an important piece of legislation. It is kind of surprising
in a way that there have only ever been three attempts
to enforce this section of the act, because such
vilification is unfortunately very common these days. In
the current political climate I think this is an act that
should be used more often for its demonstrative effect
and to demonstrate what are our Australian values.

Jewish National Fund
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
Last Sunday night I was very pleased to join a number
of my state parliamentary colleagues at the Jewish
National Fund dinner. It is, I think, the third time I have
attended the dinner. There were 1000 people present. It
is a credit to former member for Caulfield Helen
Shardey that such a crowd is drawn.
We heard from Tamir Pardo, who is the immediate past
director of Mossad, and also Dan Shapiro, the
immediate past US ambassador to Israel. It was a
terrific night. I was joined by Ms Crozier and Mr Davis,
along with Mr Southwick and Mr Tim Smith from the
other place and also Senator Mitch Fifield, but we were
very surprised that there were no ALP state members at
this event — very surprised indeed. It does make me
wonder what could have been a more important priority
than attending this important community event, and I
am struck by the term ‘printergate’, which
Mr Ondarchie has just coined. I wonder whether it was
these sorts of pressing issues — no pun intended — that
Labor members were more interested in.

Ms FITZHERBERT — I remind those on the other
side that it is not about serving yourselves, it is about
serving the people. Maybe you should start.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Thank you, Ms Fitzherbert, and thank you, Mr Elasmar,
for your assistance, but I also can see the clock and am
allowing a little bit of latitude this morning. I now call
Mr Melhem.

Melbourne West Jobs Fair
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — Last
Thursday I had the pleasure in opening the 2017
Melbourne West Jobs Fair, held at the Sunshine
Convention Centre at the Victoria University Sunshine
campus. It was an initiative of the state government in
conjunction with the federal government and Toyota as
part of the automotive workers transition plan. As we
all know, Toyota is due to shut its doors in October this
year, and Holden as well.
There were a number of workshop topics, including
improving job search and interview techniques and
improving cover letters for résumés. A number of job
providers were present, like the Level Crossing
Removal Authority, Victoria Police, Apprenticeship
Support Victoria, Careers in Local Government, and
many other companies who were there offering jobs.
Eighteen hundred jobs were advertised at that event,
60-plus employers were there advertising, 3058 people
actually came through the doors, 2570 résumés were
collected and there were 1384 visits to the booths.
I just want to take the opportunity to thank all the
participants, and I want to thank all of the staff of both
the state and federal governments who actually put the
event together to assist these workers in transitioning
from the automotive industry to new jobs. I wish them
well and thank Minister Noonan for his great work in
that field as well.
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Australian Labor Party

Field & Game Australia

Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — Today I
want to comment on the rorting Labor Party. It has
become clear that Labor is involved in systemic rorting
of electoral resources and doing this for its own internal
political purposes. It is disgraceful, it ought not be
allowed to continue and I note the mealy-mouthed
approach of many Labor MPs to this. There has not
been a preparedness to stand up and actually put on the
public record an absolute determination to root out this
rorting that is occurring.

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I congratulate Field & Game
Australia on hosting another successful politicians clay
target shoot last week. The event, at Willowmavin in
central Victoria, was a great opportunity to introduce
members of Parliament to recreational shooting,
culminating in a lighthearted competition between
19 teams aligned to the different political parties who
participated on the day. In all, around 100 MPs and
staff took advantage of the event to get a better
understanding of recreational shooting and hunting.
Following the competition, participants enjoyed a light
lunch which showcased dishes based on various game
meats. A gundog demonstration in the afternoon
highlighted the wider skill sets used in hunting beyond
basic shooting ability.

This follows the red shirt brigade activities at the end of
the last Parliament involving rorting by Labor of
electorate resources, again to pay directly campaign
workers. This is a scandal of major proportions. I
cannot believe that a Premier can remain in position
having presided over all of these scandals, whether as
Premier or as Leader of the Opposition. He has allowed
this party to run riot. He has allowed a number of these
characters to do what they will. They think that they
own public money and they can use it for their own
purposes. We have seen Mr Languiller in his former
role as Speaker in the lower house rort entitlements. I
have got to say — and the community agrees —
enough is enough. This rorting Labor has to go.

Hon. Fiona Richardson, MP
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — It is
with a sad heart that I dedicate my members statement
today to saying a few heartfelt words about my friend
and colleague Fiona Richardson, who was an
extraordinary cabinet minister and parliamentarian in
the other house. Fiona was a minister who
accomplished much in her short time in cabinet. I
watched her drive, ambition and determination in
relation to the Royal Commission into Family
Violence, and I knew that if anyone was a force for
change, it was Fiona. I met her several years ago. She
was an extremely sharp minded young lady with a clear
perception of where she thought she could do the most
good for the community, and I am glad to say I
encouraged her in her endeavours.

Field & Game Australia has been referred to as
‘Australia’s most surprising conservationists’,
recognising the role its members have played in
preserving and restoring natural habitat for recreational
use, and the skill, commitment and respect its members
bring to sustainable game hunting. It is important that
Victorian parliamentarians have an understanding of
shooting and hunting issues, and Field & Game
Australia are to be commended for providing an
opportunity for better engagement and understanding.

John Henry Primary School
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — It was fantastic
to have the Premier attend John Henry Primary School
last week. This school was opened just this year, and it
is already providing the highest of primary school
education services to a burgeoning incoming class. The
school provides high-quality science, technology,
engineering and mathematics (STEM) and performing
arts facilities and also the maths power rangers, in
which teachers dress up as power rangers in different
colours reflecting different attainment levels. It is one
of the best ways to engage students in STEM subjects
that I, and I suspect the Premier, have ever seen.

Deep Creek Reserve, Pakenham
Fiona was too young to pass away, and there is no
doubt she made a great impact in her short time in
office. I am certain that we in the Labor family and in
the government will continue her battle to purge family
violence from the Victorian community. We came to
Parliament together in 2006, and sadly she left us too
early. My sincere condolences and commiserations go
to Stephen, Fiona’s husband, her two young children,
Catherine and Marcus, and all her loved ones. May her
soul rest in peace.

Mr MULINO — Can I also acknowledge a major
landmark in the Deep Creek Reserve development, a
major project being undertaken by Cardinia Shire
Council, having received funding support from the
Growing Suburbs Fund. This is a 48-hectare council
greenfields site which has been redeveloped in
conjunction with Pakenham and District Golf Club. It
includes funding of $2.825 million from the state
government and over $7 million from council. When
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finished it will include an all-abilities playground —
indeed the largest in the region — an indigenous plant
nursery, wetlands preservation and significant
education facilities, including a 200-seat function
facility. This will be one of the best educational and
environmental preservation facilities in the region. I
commend this project to the house.

Lift Off scholarships
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — Last Tuesday
night it was my great pleasure to attend the Lift Off
education scholarships celebration dinner held at
Covers Restaurant in Shepparton. The Lift Off
scholarships are an initiative of the Community Fund
Goulburn Valley in collaboration with the Greater
Shepparton Lighthouse Project and are awarded to
young students primarily aged 17 to 24 who are facing
financial and other barriers to receiving a
post-secondary education. Forty scholarships have been
awarded since Lift Off was established in 2014,
including 27 scholarships totalling $80 000 this year.
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Eid-ul-Adha
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
would like to extend my best wishes to our Muslim
communities who recently took part in the celebration
of Eid-ul-Adha between 31 August and 4 September
and to thank all members of the coalition who also took
part in celebrations with their Islamic communities. In
my capacity as shadow Minister for Multicultural
Affairs it is always a great pleasure to share in these
important celebrations and functions. As communities
in Victoria and across Australia came together for this
important occasion we certainly heard of the prayers for
peace for those on the pilgrimage as well as the desire
of those of all beliefs to be heard and answered. Eid
Mubarak to our Islamic communities.

Jewish New Year

I congratulate all of the worthy recipients who have
been given the financial security to continue their
post-secondary education, and I wish to pay tribute to
the community fund and the Greater Shepparton
Lighthouse Project on their continued support for the
education of the young people of the Goulburn Valley.

Mrs PEULICH — Jewish New Year is a day of
celebration of the new year, and this year it begins on
20 September and ends on 22 September. I extend my
best wishes for a happy Jewish New Year to our Jewish
Victorian communities and say how much of a pleasure
it was to hear the sounding of the ram’s horn, or shofar,
in the Liberal Party room yesterday and to also share in
a festive meal. I wish all of those families celebrating
Jewish New Year a festive time and a reflection on the
past year, and I wish them a very positive year ahead.

Tatura Primary School

National Child Protection Week

Ms LOVELL — Last Thursday I was lucky enough
to be principal for a day at the wonderful Tatura
Primary School. Tatura Primary School has an
enrolment of 215 students under the leadership of
principal Susanne Gill, and I was proud to step into her
shoes for the day. My first official duty was to farewell
the grades 3 and 4 students who were off to camp, and
then it was time to do yard duty before the school day
commenced. It was great to meet the new Koori
educational support officer Travis Morgan, who is
working hard to engage and support the school’s
Indigenous students and their families. Another
highlight was meeting school leader Ben Andonoudis
and other students to discuss their thoughts on the
school and hopes for the future.

Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — This
week is National Child Protection Week and a great
reminder for everyone in the community to think about
the safety and security of some of our most vulnerable
Victorians. The week also includes the support of child
protection workers in the most difficult of
circumstances; however, genuine support from the
Andrews Labor government is absent. The churn of
workers through the system is just too large. The lack
of support by the Andrews Labor government for the
child protection system is disappointing for the
Victorian community but most importantly
disappointing for those affected and in need.

I congratulate Susanne on the wonderful job she is
doing at Tatura Primary School, and I thank the staff
and students for allowing me to be principal for a day.

Tragically there were 49 deaths of children in child
protection in 2016–17 — the highest number ever
recorded in Victoria. And when you look at the stats
you can see the deterioration of the child protection
system in Victoria since the election of the Andrews
government: an 80.71 per cent increase in assaults of
children in protection, a 142.23 per cent increase in
behaviour issues within child protection and a 73.93 per
cent increase in total category 1 child protection
incidents.
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Unfortunately we saw child protection in crisis under
the Brumby Labor government under now police
minister Lisa Neville. The system was restored by my
colleague Ms Wooldridge, but unfortunately we have
another developing crisis under Ms Mikakos, the
Minister for Families and Children. As Leesa Waters,
deputy CEO of the National Association for the
Prevention of Child Abuse and Neglect, stated:
Don’t wait until a child has been abused or neglected before
you do something. We need to work together as a community
to stop this from happening in the first place.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Postponement
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I move:
That notice of motion 407 be postponed until later this day.

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — On Mr Leane’s motion to postpone
this matter until later this day, we note that this motion
is around the government’s proposal to establish a
parliamentary integrity adviser, and this is something
that was put on the notice paper by the Leader of the
Government some months ago as a foil for a motion
from Mr Barber with respect to integrity. As time goes
on we increasingly see the need for a measure such as
this, because just this week we have seen the latest
demonstration of the complete lack of integrity that is
inherent in the Andrews government.
Mr Leane — On a point of order, Acting President,
I basically put up a procedural motion that this matter
be postponed until later this day, so I am not too sure
why Mr Rich-Phillips has suddenly begun to debate the
motion. If he wants to vote against that particular
motion, he should feel free to do so.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Mr Leane, in relation to your point of order I have been
advised that your motion is not a procedural motion and
that Mr Rich-Phillips does have the ability to debate it,
so I now call on Mr Rich-Phillips to continue.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — On the motion that this
matter be postponed until later this day we note that the
government has sought to continue to push this matter
off the agenda. This side of the house is concerned at
the continued lack of integrity which has been
demonstrated by the Andrews Labor government over
the last two and a half years. We have motions like this
brought here by the Leader of the Government seeking
to put in place an integrity framework, a body which
the Leader of the Government proposed would be a
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parliamentary integrity adviser, yet the government
consistently has not brought this on.
We have seen over two and half years example after
example of rorts and lack of integrity from this
government, going to the highest levels. Shortly after
this government came to office we saw the Labor
staffing rorts. We saw whistleblowers within the Labor
Party disclosing that at the end of the last Parliament,
potentially into this Parliament, we had Labor Party
MPs misusing their electorate office entitlements,
misusing their staffing entitlements to divert
parliamentary resources — public resources — to the
issue of Labor Party campaigning. We see this as a
clear demonstration of the lack of integrity around the
conduct of Labor MPs.
Following that we saw the issue with the then Minister
for Corrections, Mr Herbert, of the misuse of his
ministerial vehicle for the chauffeuring of his dogs.
More recently we have seen this go on to the issue of
the second residence allowance, where the most senior
officers of the Parliament — members of the
government in the other place — the then Speaker and
the Deputy Speaker, being caught out for the misuse of
their entitlement to second residence allowances,
purporting to live in places outside their electorates,
purporting to live in places which apparently they did
not live in, simply to claim a substantial second
residence allowance.
Now, this week we have seen the further issue of
integrity raised with respect to this government, with
allegations that again Labor members of Parliament
have misused their electorate office entitlements to
funnel money through a dodgy printing company in
order for those funds to then come back to the Labor
Party to support membership applications and
membership numbers within the Labor Party. So we
now have a narrative over two and half years of a lack
of integrity from this government, be it staffing rorts, be
it printing rorts, be it dogs being chauffeured around or
be it senior parliamentary officers rorting electorate
entitlements. We have a motion from this government
to set up an integrity adviser, which hopefully would
provide a framework for some advice on integrity,
which this government clearly needs but is not getting.
We are concerned about the government’s intention to
adjourn this motion off. It is clear this government
needs advice on integrity, and it should get it quickly.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will be supporting Mr Leane’s motion to move
this off without further ado. I just want to take the
opportunity to say that we are fully in support of the
course of action that the President announced at the
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beginning of this week. The conduct that was described
in the Herald Sun prima facie would represent a
criminal fraud. It is not really a question of privilege or
any other matter, and so it is appropriate that he move
ahead, collect the necessary forensic evidence and
provide it to suitable external agencies.
In relation to the government’s proposition that there
should be a parliamentary integrity adviser, I think
maybe the Labor Party wants to get itself an integrity
adviser. That would be a pretty good move right about
now, but they do not need support from the house in
order to do that. I have previously spoken on issues
related to this motion — that is, a parliamentary
integrity adviser vis-a-vis a parliamentary integrity
monitor — but I do not propose to take up much of the
house’s time today discussing this motion further.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am keen
to contribute to debate on the motion before the house,
which is whether debate on notice of motion 407
standing in the name of Mr Jennings to establish a
parliamentary integrity adviser should be adjourned
until later this day. The motion outlines in quite some
detail the function, reporting and appointment processes
for the parliamentary integrity adviser. In debating this
motion about whether debate on this matter should be
adjourned, I will pick up a remark made by Mr Barber
that perhaps the Labor Party needs its own internal
integrity officer. Like other speakers on this motion, I
congratulate the President on the swift action he has
taken following the allegations that have been aired in
the last 24 to 48 hours about the more than
inappropriate behaviour of Labor Party members.
These are very serious allegations, which give context
to the motion that Mr Jennings will move. This motion
has been with the house for some time now, and I think
the government needs to explain what its intentions are.
Mr Gepp — Later this day.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I pick up the interjection that
the adjournment would be until later this day. This is a
matter for consideration later this day, and I thank the
member for providing clarity that it is the government’s
intention to debate this motion later this day.
But as Mr Rich-Phillips articulated in his contribution
the allegations which have been revealed in the last 24
to 48 hours follow the red shirts issue, which the
government has fought all the way to the High Court of
Australia and back at taxpayer expense; the issues
around former Minister Herbert and the use of his
ministerial car to transport his dogs; the issues around
the second residence allowance involving Mr Nardella
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and Mr Languiller, the members for Melton and Tarneit
in the other place; and of course now the allegations
before us.
This context does bring into focus the motion standing
in Mr Jennings’s name on the notice paper, therefore I
wanted to put those issues on the record in debating this
procedural motion about whether to adjourn that
motion.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank all
contributors to the debate on my motion. I very much
appreciate it and agree that this is an important process.
If we had the commitment of the opposition, we
probably could proceed with it quickly, but we know
that they are unfortunately not committed to this
particular vehicle of integrity. I hear their concerns, that
if there are any breakdowns in integrity in the
parliamentary system or in the government, they need
to be addressed and they need addressed properly. If
people have a concern or if they have information about
breakdowns or any integrity issues of the government,
particularly if they are related to criminal activity, as
they believe, they should take it to the appropriate
authorities.
But I think there is some real short-term memory loss
among the opposition if they want to grandstand over
this issue, particularly after the recent highlighting of
their insatiable appetite for mobster mornay. They
cannot get enough of it. Their leader, Matthew Guy, has
been sitting at the Lobster Cave and calling for more
serves of mobster mornay. He wants more of it. He
went to this event and said that he did not know who
was going to be there. He thought there were going to
be 25 people. Then he said, ‘Oh, hang on, it was 12 —
no, hang on, it was six. And then there was this guy, I
don’t even know what his name was’. All you have to
do is watch the 7.30 Report and read the papers. Of
course he knew who was going to be there. Of course
he knew what was going to be on the menu. What was
going to be on the menu was seven courses of mobster
mornay. As I said, the opposition — The Nationals and
the Liberal Party — cannot get enough of the mobster
mornay; ‘Give us more mobster mornay!’.
Once again, I thank the contributors to the debate on
my motion. I thank the Government Whip for asking
me to fill in for her and to move the motion while she is
very busy doing important things. That gave me the
opportunity to be able to speak on this motion, so I
thank her again.
Motion agreed to.
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OWNER DRIVERS AND FORESTRY
CONTRACTORS AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 February; motion of
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children).
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise this morning to speak to the Owner Drivers and
Forestry Contractors Amendment Bill 2016, and no, I
did not misstate that. I said 2016 because this is a bill
that passed the Legislative Assembly in December
2016. It is so important to the government that it took
until today, 7 September 2017, to actually get here. This
is a government that came to government saying, ‘We
are getting on with the job’. This is a prime example of
not getting on with the job — something that was
passed in December 2016 in the lower house has taken
until September this year to get here. But this
government has form in saying one thing and doing
another.
Specifically on this bill, this bill provides for future
changes in the bodies entitled to nominate members to
the Transport Industry Council and the Forestry
Industry Council and provides a mechanism to update
the nominating bodies for the Forestry Industry Council
that are named in the act. It also contains a few minor
provisions to change references for nominating bodies
to the Forestry Industry Council. The Department of
Primary Industries is replaced with the Department of
Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources; the Australian Plantation Products and
Paper Industry Council Ltd is replaced with the
Australian Forest Products Association Limited; and
the Victorian Harvesting and Cartage Council is
replaced with the Australian Forest Contractors
Association Limited.
The bill also provides that if a nominating body for the
Transport Industry Council or the Forestry Industry
Council ceases to exist, the minister may select an
alternative body that in the minister’s opinion is
suitably representative of the former nominating body.
The minister will decide. That is an area of concern for
the opposition. When a body named in the act ceases to
exist the minister seems to be able to change the
alternative body whenever the minister wishes,
therefore allowing the minister to dump and replace
bodies that incur the government’s displeasure — for
example, anyone who stands up to the government on
some contentious issue is likely to get the tally-ho and
be replaced by the minister with someone who is of
their thinking. We see that time and time again. You
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just have to look across the number of boards that
receive government appointments to see they have
quickly gotten rid of people not of their thinking and
replaced them with Labor sycophants.
The government has recently announced a review of
the owner-driver elements of the act following the
Turnbull federal government scrapping the Road Safety
Remuneration Tribunal. This has raised concerns that
the Andrews government will try to use this to simply
drive owner-driver contractors out of the industry, just
as federal Labor and the unions have attempted to do
with the Road Safety Remuneration Tribunal. Over
time there have been some changes in some of the
organisations that under the 2005 act had the right to
nominate members to the Forestry Industry Council.
This bill updates those and the relevant names.
We were worried that the Road Safety Remuneration
Tribunal’s purpose to improve road safety was not
being achieved and that the measures that they said they
could achieve were not being achieved, so the
commonwealth government rightfully scrapped that
tribunal and has diverted the commonwealth
government funds to the National Heavy Vehicle
Regulator to invest in the most important thing that
occurs here — road safety improvements.
What the opposition is looking for this government to
do, and what the community expects this government to
do, is to ensure that the review they have underway
supports the industry. But this bill has arrived before
this house late, without explanation and with very
modest changes and no explanation as to what the
implications are for the transport industry. I have some
amendments standing in my name, and I ask that they
be circulated now.
Opposition amendments circulated by
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
pursuant to standing orders.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I will speak to the
amendments during the committee stage of the bill.
There will also be some other matters I will seek to
explore in the committee stage, subject to the
amendments being supported by the government. The
opposition parties do not oppose the bill but believe the
proposed amendments will improve it.
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) — I rise to speak on
the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors
Amendment Bill 2016. The Owner Drivers and
Forestry Contractors Act 2005 assists small businesses
in the transport industry by providing them with
information and support essential to the successful
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running of their operations. The act was established by
the Bracks government some years ago — in 2005 —
to improve the position of small business owner-drivers
and forestry contractors. It was established after a
departmental review found that owner-drivers and
forestry contractors earn particularly low incomes and
experience a high level of business failure. The Bracks
government at the time was concerned enough to enact
legislation to try to protect and give support to those
owner-drivers and forest contractors. They work long
hours and they face exceptionally high ongoing costs to
keep their businesses running, and the act operates to
help those owner-drivers and forestry contractors to
access the necessary information to help them
successfully operate their businesses.
In addition the act also provides a low-cost mediation
service to assist with the resolution of disputes that
inevitably occur between contracting parties from time
to time. The act also contains a couple of other things. It
establishes the two ministerial advisory councils that
Mr Ondarchie referred to, and I have already mentioned
the disputes settlement system that operates through the
Victorian small business commissioner. We also know
that this act applies to businesses that operate a
maximum of three vehicles where the owner also drives
one of those vehicles. It does not apply to employees of
owner-drivers.
Mr Ondarchie went through the amendments contained
in the bill. The first amendment updates the names of
certain industry bodies nominating members to the
Forestry Industry Council. That is one of the two
bodies; the other is the Transport Industry Council.
Two of the representative bodies that comprise the
Forestry Industry Council have changed over time, and
that is why one of the proposed changes is made in the
bill that is now before the house. The Australian
Plantation Products and Paper Industry Council merged
with the National Association of Forest Industries and
now operates as the Australian Forest Products
Association, and the Victorian Harvesting and Cartage
Council was wound up in 2015, becoming the Victorian
Forest Contractors Association.
As Mr Ondarchie also alluded to, the second
amendment allows the minister to select an alternative
representative body that can nominate a member to
either the Forestry Industry Council or the Transport
Industry Council. Rather than the assertion made by
Mr Ondarchie, we see this as a reasonable measure for
any minister to be able to take to ensure the quick
resolution of any change to those representative bodies
so that they continue to operate effectively for all of
those who operate within the industry.
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I will not take up too much more time, but I do want to
talk a little bit more about statistics and why this is an
important bill. The forestry industry employs
approximately 21 000 people in Victoria, including
some 10 000 in value-adding roles such as furniture
making. There are approximately 40 000 to
50 000 indirect jobs generated by the economic activity
of the jobs in the industry, many of them in regional
Victoria. The industry was worth $7.1 billion to the
Victorian economy in 2015–16, and it is an industry
committed to research and development. Research and
development is vitally important as we face the closure
of the car industry, which was a major driver of private
research and development investment in this state. An
example of this is the new radial sawmill which has
doubled the amount of wood per saw log.
In my electorate of Northern Victoria Region Black
Forest Timber Mill in Woodend is set to be powered by
solar energy, thanks to a $100 000 investment by the
Andrews Labor government, again as a result of the
commitment of the industry to research and
development. It will build a 30-kilowatt solar system as
well.
Mr Ondarchie also referred to the review that the
government is undertaking into this area. What this bill
does not do is attempt to pre-empt any outcomes from
that review, but the review will aim to update the act to
improve conditions for drivers and forestry contractors
and ensure that they are not being exploited.
Last year the Victorian inquiry into the labour hire
industry and insecure work heard evidence on a range
of issues from a range of different parties, individuals
and organisations regarding rates of pay, certainty of
working hours and occupational health and safety for
tip truck owner-drivers. The review will look at the
inquiry’s recommendations, including consideration of
the establishment of a code of practice for the tip truck
industry and threshold requirements on hirers to
provide applicable rates and costs to owner-drivers. We
hear more and more on a daily basis the concerns
coming from the Victorian and wider Australian
community about the low pay rates and static wage
rates in this country and how people are doing it
tougher and tougher. This review will assist in looking
at those matters in the owner-driver and forestry
contractors industries.
Therefore the changes proposed in this bill have been
kept to a minimum, and we hope that the review will
look at all of those key and critical areas, some of
which Mr Ondarchie touched upon. What we do not
seek to do in this bill is pre-empt any outcomes of that
review. We expect a full and thorough process with
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clear recommendations to the government. In terms of
the changes that this bill does seek to make, contrary to
earlier contributions I can inform the house that there
has been consultation with industry and there has been
consultation with all of the stakeholders. Concerns have
not been expressed, so we are confident that the
changes that we are proposing do have the support of
the industry. I commend them to the house.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise today to
speak to the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors
Amendment Bill 2016. In terms of this bill — it is a
reasonably technical bill — it basically sets out a
process for the minister to appoint alternative
nominating bodies to the Transport Industry Council in
the event that the original nominating body ceases to
exist. It also does similarly in relation to the Forestry
Industry Council, which for the purposes of this bill has
certainly caught the attention of the Greens because it is
a signal of the government’s failure to take up the
challenge of transitioning communities that are
dependent on failing industries.
We saw it with the Hazelwood power station — this
very old, very polluting brown coal power station was
clearly going to be closed down by its private owners
within this government’s term, yet the government
stuck its head in the sand and was caught without a plan
once Hazelwood’s closure was confirmed. If this
government had started transition planning two years
ago, we would already be down the path of investing in
new industries and reskilling the workforce in the
Latrobe Valley. With respect to the forestry and related
industries referred to in this bill, we are seeing it again
with native forest logging. The native forest logging
industry is literally logging itself out of existence, and
yet this state government refuses to do anything about
it. There are no excuses — the warning signs of
massive change are there for all to see.
I was delighted to hear Mr Gepp in his contribution talk
about 21 000 jobs, because most of those jobs are in
fact in the plantation sector and not in native forest
logging. Of course the Greens do not have any issue at
all with plantation forestry and think it is the most
sustainable way forward.
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2015–16 report it was the use of the depreciated
optimised replacement cost method to value roads
owned and maintained by VicForests. This method is
the same accounting trick that rationalised the gold
plating of Australia’s electricity networks, which has
been the main driver of electricity price increases over
the past decade. For VicForests to use the same dodgy
method of accounting is appalling but predictable. The
roads and tracks to each coupe maintained by
VicForests do not have any value once native forest
logging ends. This accounting method swelled its profit
and loss sheet by $4 million, and it would appear to
cover an operating loss.
Thirdly, there is stiff competition. Innovation in
plantation forestry means there are comparable timber
products on the market that are environmentally
sustainable and are highly competitive on price.
Fourth, the market is waking up to the reputational risk
of purchasing products sourced from native forest
logging. There are community campaigns gaining
traction that are calling for major retailers to cease
stocking paper and timber products derived from native
forest logging. These retailers are starting to feel the
heat.
Fifth, trust is eroding between the players in the
industry, and they are getting litigious. The big players
are fighting each other. VicForests has been sued by its
own customers for failing to fulfil supply contracts. In
the inquiry into VicForests we have heard credible
allegations that high-grade logs are being exported
overseas or sent to Australian Paper for pulp when they
should be used for higher grade purposes. Although
denied by VicForests, these are concerns that have been
raised by industry members themselves — by mills,
which are pretty upset by the fact that they do not get
access to those sawlogs. It would appear there are other
priorities.

Firstly, it is clear from VicForests’s latest timber release
plan that at current rates of logging all the native forest
available will be logged in a handful of years. That
means that regardless of whatever else happens this
industry is done for — what we say is by about 2022.

Highly pertinent to the actors covered by this bill is the
fact that the little guys are being short-changed. In
2015–16 the Victorian small business commissioner
received 38 disputes referred to it under the act which
this bill amends. This was a 9 per cent increase on
2014–15. This means that owner-drivers and forestry
contractors are reverting to the authorities to chase up
payments from the big players in the industry. If the
customers do not pay their bills on time or try to argue
their way out of paying, it is a sure sign of financial
stress.

Secondly, the economics of native forest logging just
do not stack up. There are accounting anomalies in each
of VicForests’s annual reports every year. In the

Here we are in September 2017, well past halfway
through this government’s term, and does this
government present a bill to transition workers from
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native forest logging into plantation forestry and other
industries? No, it does not. Does it present a bill to
provide assistance to haulage contractors to switch to
serving other industries? No, it does not. Does it present
a bill to end native forest logging and create a
substantial great forest national park to protect our
remaining native forests — the sources of Melbourne’s
pristine drinking water, with ancient carbon stores and
rich biodiversity? Does it seek funding for the
infrastructure that would be required to support the park
and create jobs in the process? No, it does not. Instead
we are presented with a bill that rearranges the
deckchairs on the Titanic. This bill is clerical, it is
definitive and it is reflective of this government’s lack
of ambition when it comes to the necessary transition of
the forestry industry from native forest logging to
plantations.
I will quickly touch on the proposed amendments from
Mr Ondarchie. These amendments essentially clarify
that when a nominating body ceases to exist the
minister can only replace that body if it does cease to
exist, not just whenever that minister chooses; there is a
direct linkage with a nominating body ceasing to exist. I
look forward to hearing more about that and the
government’s response in relation to that in the
committee of the whole.
The Greens will not oppose this bill. We note, however,
that this government clearly lacks a plan to move the
timber industry to 100 per cent sustainable plantations
and the small businesses and their workers in this
industry will be more vulnerable as a result. We also
note that opportunities to bolster regional economies
with a great forest national park will be squandered —
lost to woodchips.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I rise to speak
to the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors
Amendment Bill 2016, and in doing so I note that
Mr Ondarchie has foreshadowed some amendments. As
other contributors have said, this is a bill that is not
large in volume or in fact in detail. It really just seeks to
amend the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Act
2005 by updating the membership requirements of
ministerial advisory councils created under the act, and
it further amends the act to provide a procedural
mechanism to allow for future membership changes in
circumstances where a nominating organisation ceases
to exist or changes its legal form.
As I understand the bill, its purpose is to update the
membership of two ministerial councils: one for
owner-drivers and one for forestry contractors. I do not
intend to go into the bill’s lack of depth, but I note that
there were amendments in the Assembly as well.
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Obviously the first draft of the bill left a lot to be
desired. Thanks to the coalition, there is agreement
from the other side in relation to the amendments
foreshadowed by Mr Ondarchie. It will be a far better
bill than what was originally drafted and presented to
the Assembly.
An issue I want to quickly flag to the house, given we
are talking about forestry — and with respect to
Ms Pulford, I am not suggesting her portfolio is the
main contributor to this — is that there seems to be a
philosophical move from the Andrews government to
take away the opportunities for timber felling in East
Gippsland. I am sure if Ms Bath were here she would
like me to mention the significant impact on the
workers and the communities in East Gippsland —
their job security and obviously the added value that
presents itself from having a strong and robust timber
industry. I note that Ms Dunn, whose contribution was
prior to mine, has also been very proactive in doing
what she can to close the forestry industry down in East
Gippsland. She has made little contribution to finding
ways that could satisfy the environmental and
protection issues around the Leadbeater’s possum and
at the same time allow communities in East Gippsland
a continuous work opportunity in providing timber
supply. That also has an impact on the contractors, for
whom this bill is seeking to provide some surety.
There is no surety from the Andrews Labor government
in relation to wanting to close down the Heyfield mill,
if I can use that as an example, for the 65 to
100 workers that were impacted by that decision by the
Andrews government, and also in relation to the impact
that has on the community as a whole in relation to the
money generated out of that business. If you cannot
guarantee continuous supply of timber, you also cannot
provide a guarantee to those contractors who incur
significant financial obligations in relation to the
leasing of equipment and machinery to go about their
business and provide the service that they do. If I may
be so bold as to quote from the annual report of
Brickworks, which is the parent company of Auswest
Timbers, which states:
After many years of negotiation, the Victorian state
government continues to frustrate efforts to make the required
investments in our East Gippsland timber mills, by denying
certainty of log supply.
These operations now have only nine months supply
contracted, with no clarity being provided beyond that term.
As one of the largest employers in this region, these
investments would provide an important boost for the local
community, as well as enabling Auswest to cost-effectively
meet the strong demand for product from these mills.
However, if an acceptable log contract is unable to be
secured, the East Gippsland facilities will be closed.
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Now we are seeing the same sort of impact at the
Heyfield timber mill in relation to quite significant
exclusion zones that the state government seem to be
hell-bent on preserving despite the fact that within the
act there is a requirement to undertake a review to see
how endangered the Leadbeater’s possum, in this case,
would be if those exclusion zones were removed.
But for whatever reason — and I always found
Ms Pulford to be quite a pragmatic minister — she
refuses to review the exclusion zones whereby they
could be reduced to both facilitate the ongoing
population of the Leadbeater’s possum, which
Ms Dunn has a huge affinity to, and also allow those
timber workers in Heyfield, in the greater East
Gippsland area, to be able to continue to log, to
continue to supply timber, to continue to create ongoing
jobs within those communities and also to add value to
the East Gippsland economy. Unfortunately, for
whatever reason I cannot fathom, Ms Pulford continues
to refuse to have a relook at the exclusion zones to
allow a greater catchment of timber to be felled and
logged and provide ongoing supply.
The reason I am mentioning all of this — and you may
well ask what relationship that information has to the
bill, but it actually does have one — is that contractors
who oppose this sort of second ministerial council, as it
is, need some certainty in relation to their supply of
work because they have significant financial
obligations in relation to purchasing or leasing
machinery for that service. If they do not have that
continuity of supply, obviously some of those financial
obligations and their risk in relation to meeting them are
much greater.
I also want to refer to a local government, Banyule City
Council, that in its wisdom decided it would take a
stand against using Australian paper. Again, that is very
unpatriotic. It might well have been an opportunity, as
we were talking about the Australian flag yesterday and
about the importance of supporting our Australian
values and cultures — and obviously Australia Day,
26 January, is a very important part of this —
Ms Pulford — On a point of order, Acting
President, I refer to the requirement under standing
orders for the member to be relevant to the bill. I think
we have been pretty generous in allowing some
wideranging comments from both Ms Dunn and
Mr Ramsay about the forestry industry, but they are a
long way off from what is a very narrow bill. I would
encourage you to bring Mr Ramsay back to the topic
before the house.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) —
Mr Ramsay, if you would bring us back to the bill.
Mr RAMSAY — With respect to the Minister for
Agriculture, I am sure she does not need me to tell her
that there is a direct relationship between trees and
paper. What I was talking about was forest, and a forest
is a collection of trees, and trees are used for paper. The
point I am trying to make is that a certain council, a
metro latte-drinking mob of councillors that have a
socialist-green agenda, has decided that it will not use
Australian paper made from Australian trees in East
Gippsland timber mills. They prefer to buy their paper
from Austria. I am telling you, Ms Pulford, that I find
that to be unpatriotic, particularly in the context of the
discussions we had yesterday about the importance of
supporting our local industries in Australia and also
preserving the importance of our traditions and cultures.
But I will get back to the bill. I am actually
summarising now, Ms Pulford, and saying that we will
not be opposing this bill but in fact we will be
improving the bill. Mr Ondarchie will have an
opportunity in the committee stage to do exactly that.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank members for their contributions to this debate.
They have been wideranging. We have gotten onto all
sorts of topics that are broader than the very narrow
scope of this debate. I do thank members for their
intended statements of support for the bill, and look
forward to exploring a number of issues that
Mr Ondarchie, in particular, wishes to raise in the
committee stage.
I also ask that the amendment standing in my name be
circulated. It seeks to move the operative date of the
legislation from September of this year to March 2018,
given that we are already in September this year.
Government amendment circulated by
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) pursuant
to standing orders.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Minister, in relation to the Owner Drivers and Forestry
Contractors Amendment Bill 2016 there exists a bit of a
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dilemma in the industry — for example, for an
owner-driver who is a private entity with their own
ABN and does a range of services but is also part of a
broader network group, such as a towing group. A tow
truck driver might have his own little business, have his
tow truck for transporting a range of things around, not
just cars but also machinery et cetera. He has his own
ABN and runs his own business, but he is also part of a
wider towing group that gets called up to do a range of
services, including attending accidents. The issue is that
various state authorities have over time been
broadening their definition of what a worker is,
therefore setting up both the network group and
individual owner-driver so they can levy both payroll
tax and workers compensation premiums across two
bodies. My view is that these owner-drivers should not
be hit twice — once for being part of a network group
and once for being their own individual operation. They
are often small family businesses. Minister, how would
you respond to that to make sure that they are not
penalised twice?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — Thank
you. This is a question that is probably a bit beyond the
scope of the bill, but I understand that it is a matter of
interest to a number of small businesses. While we are
here I am happy to provide Mr Ondarchie with a
response so that people who are caught up in this
situation can be certain of where they stand. There is no
requirement that owner-drivers be charged for
premiums both as an individual and through their
network; however, it is possible that network operators
are incorrectly declaring remuneration for people they
engage who are meant to be treated as individual
owner-operators. We would encourage anyone who
feels that they are in this position to contact WorkSafe
to seek some advice about what to do to avoid having to
pay twice when there is no requirement to do so. I
certainly encourage Mr Ondarchie, if he has been
talking to people who are concerned about being in this
situation, to please convey our invitation to them, and
indeed to any employer who has got a question about
their premiums, to contact WorkSafe to make sure they
have got contemporary and accurate advice.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, the government is
currently undertaking a review of Victoria’s
owner-driver and forestry contractor laws. Could you
give us an update on where that review is, please?
Ms PULFORD — Yes, certainly. I can indicate to
Mr Ondarchie that the government has now received
submissions and that consultation is still underway.
That is occurring while the government is considering
the submissions, and we will have more to say about
this in coming months. Consultations are certainly
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ongoing and submissions have been received, so
progress is continuing.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Thank you, Minister, for the
update, which we will pass on to the industry. But there
is a concern among the industry that the review is
simply a sham to arrive at a predetermined outcome of
attempting to impose Road Safety Remuneration
Tribunal type laws on owner-drivers in Victoria in
order to send them broke, drive them out of business
and force them to become employees of transport
companies, thereby delivering more members to the
Transport Workers Union. It would be a huge increase
to them in members, revenue, votes and power going to
the Labor Party. There is a concern in the industry that
the government might impose mandatory rates for
owner-drivers in this very competitive market. Will the
government give a guarantee that they will not impose
or introduce mandatory rates for owner-drivers?
Ms PULFORD — Thank you. I can certainly assure
Mr Ondarchie that there is no sham review. As I
indicated, the review is underway. The consultation
with industry is still occurring. I am sure that if
Mr Ondarchie has had these concerns raised with him,
then the consultation and the opportunity for people to
make submissions to the review will have also flushed
out any similar concerns, and people will have had
ample opportunity to raise them. They have now been
raised here as well. But I can assure Mr Ondarchie that
the review is a serious and proper review.
Mr ONDARCHIE — The review’s call for
submissions had a closing date of January this year, but
none of the submissions have been published on the
departmental website; only the terms of reference have.
Will you then give a guarantee or a commitment or an
undertaking to the industry that you are not going to
introduce mandatory rates for these owner-drivers?
Ms PULFORD — What I will say to Mr Ondarchie
is that as the review is underway it would be
pre-emptive to determine any matter that is being
considered by the review here today. The consultation
and engagement with industry is ongoing, and when the
review is complete all parties who are interested in this
will be made aware of the outcomes of the review. In
regard to the question about submissions being made
public, they will not be made public because the parties
have made the submissions on the basis that they are
confidential so that we can have a very detailed and
meaningful set of submissions where people are able to
be very candid in the information they are providing.
The basis upon which people have been making
submissions is that they will remain confidential, and so
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we intend to uphold the undertaking we gave to all
participants in the review.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Thank you, Minister, for that
response. Minister, in independent reviews of the Road
Safety Remuneration Tribunal model the modellers
have found that setting minimum rates is an ineffective
and costly way to attempt to improve road safety. The
changes to the Heavy Vehicle National Law and other
direct targeting of unsafe practices are far more
effective to prevent accidents and save lives, so will
you rule out setting minimum rates?
Ms PULFORD — As I have indicated, there is a
review underway and I am not in a position to provide
Mr Ondarchie with the outcome of a review that is still
underway. Mr Ondarchie can keep asking as much as
he likes, but the review is still underway. When the
review is concluded, then all matters being considered
by the review will be made known to everyone who has
an interest in that.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, given Labor’s
frustration at the Road Safety Remuneration Tribunal
being disbanded by the federal government, is this an
attempt to simply introduce those types of laws back
into Victoria?
Ms PULFORD — Two points. One is that the
commencement of the review that Mr Ondarchie is
asking about preceded the decision that Mr Ondarchie
is seeking to relate to it. Secondly, I have tried to be
very generous and very helpful to Mr Ondarchie, but
this is well beyond the scope of the bill.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 2
Ms PULFORD — I move:
Clause 2, page 2, line 2, omit “September 2017” and insert
“March 2018”.

The amendment simply seeks to change the
commencement date for this legislation, as I indicated
in the second-reading debate.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, given that the
Minister for Industrial Relations in the other place
commented in a second-reading speech on how
important the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors
Amendment Bill 2016 is to the government’s
legislative program — and I note the change of date,
given we are now already in September — why did it
take so long to be introduced into this house?
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Ms PULFORD — Because sometimes there are
lengthy debates on legislation in this place. Sometimes
we have a committee stage that goes for 5, 6 or 7 hours.
The government manages the legislative program with
a clearly stated desire of its continual progress through
the house. We have had a couple of days in recent
weeks where the government has not been in a position
to progress legislation in government business time for
reasons that members are well familiar with. So we are
seeking to make this amendment to reflect that it has
taken a little longer than would have been ideal for this
to occur. It is a simple change of six months, and we
would seek the support of the committee for that
change.
Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clause 3 agreed to.
Clause 4
Mr ONDARCHIE — I move:
1.

Clause 4, page 3, line 3, omit ‘body.”.’ and insert
“body.”.

2.

Clause 4, page 3 after line 3 insert—
‘(2D) On the publication of a notice under
subsection (2B), the alternative body specified
in the notice is taken for the purposes of
subsection (2A) to be a nominating body
referred to in subsection (1).”.’.

The amendments seek to make clear that if the minister
specifies a replacement body when a nominating body
has ceased to exist, that replacement body is treated as
if it were named in the act, meaning the minister cannot
then replace it in future whenever the minister chooses
but only if it ceases to exist. They are relatively minor
amendments, but they seek to protect both the employer
and the employee nominating bodies from being
dumped and replaced at any time on the whim of the
minister, be it the current minister or any future
minister.
Ms PULFORD — The government is happy to
support these amendments. This is a cooperative body.
The amendments moved by the opposition codify
current and intended practice, so we have no problem
with them.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — In terms of the
amendments moved by Mr Ondarchie, the Greens will
be supporting those amendments. It seems that the
amendments really seek to clarify the intent of the bill
anyway.
Amendments agreed to; amended clause agreed to.
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young people out of prison is one of the best ways of
lowering the risk that they will reoffend in the future.

Clause 5
Mr ONDARCHIE — I move:
3.

Clause 5, page 4, line 16, omit ‘body.”.’ and insert
“body.”.

4.

Clause 5, page 4, after line 16 insert—
‘(2D) On the publication of a notice under
subsection (2B), the alternative body specified
in the notice is taken for the purposes of
subsection (2A) to be a nominating body
referred to in subsection (1).”.’.

Amendment 3 is a consequential amendment to the
more substantive amendment 4, which relates to notice
of an alternative body to be nominated to the Forestry
Industry Council.
Amendments agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clause 6 agreed to.
Reported to house with amendments.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

CHILDREN AND JUSTICE LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (YOUTH JUSTICE
REFORM) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 August; 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’.

Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise to speak
on the Children and Justice Legislation Amendment
(Youth Justice Reform) Bill 2017. I will keep my
contribution brief. My colleagues Ms Springle and
Ms Pennicuik have outlined the Greens’ position on
this bill. There are two elements of this bill that the
Greens very much support: one is the diversion regime;
the other is the new youth control orders, which if they
work as they are intended to work should keep more
young people out of prison — and we know keeping

Then there is much in this bill that the Greens do not
support. What I want to emphasise today is that the
government’s bill is not supported by the government’s
own commissioned report authored by Professor James
Ogloff and Ms Penny Armytage. The Ogloff-Armytage
report very sensibly recommends that young people be
assessed in terms of the risk they pose when
determining questions of bail, placement in a youth
justice centre and sentencing. Unfortunately the
government’s bill takes a very different approach to
making these decisions. The bill invents a new category
of what it calls ‘serious youth offences’. Based on that
offence type, a young person might have their charges
heard and determined in a higher court instead of the
Children’s Court. They might go to an adult prison
instead of a youth justice centre. They might not get
recommended for release from custody.
Recommendation 6.25 of the Ogloff-Armytage report
calls for Victoria’s nation-leading dual-track system to
be available to young adults who have been assessed as
not posing too high a risk of harm to others.
Recommendations 7.9 and 7.12 call for parole
decisions to be based on an assessment of risk, but the
bill ignores these recommendations. There is all the
evidence in the world which cautions governments
against making decisions about offenders based on the
type of offence they commit. It is unsupported by the
evidence. It is against the Ogloff-Armytage report’s
recommendation, but it is all the way through this bill.
Clause 40 of the bill would authorise the secretary to
grant permission to publish identifying information
about any young person who has escaped from a youth
justice centre. There is nothing in the Ogloff-Armytage
report that supports this. There is no evidence that
anything like this is necessary. Everyone who escaped
from the Malmsbury youth justice centre on 25 January
this year was recaptured very quickly thereafter. Police
knew exactly who they were and where they were
headed. The huge evidence-based risk is that this
provision would operate in practice as a kind of
‘naming and shaming’ provision which both promotes
vigilantism in the general community and provides
young persons with a public identity as a known
criminal.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
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PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Clerk — I lay on the table two documents in
part received in response to a resolution of the Council
of 23 August 2017 relating to the production of the two
security reviews of critical incidents in the youth justice
system in October 2015 and March 2016, being the
Muir reports.
I have also received the following letter from the
Attorney-General:
I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 23 August
2017 requiring that the Minister for Families and Children
table in the Council copies of ‘two security reviews of critical
incidents in the youth justice system in October 2015 and
March 2016 (the Muir reports)’.
The government has assessed the 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.
In final satisfaction of the Council’s order, the government
has determined to:
(1) produce two documents in part (which are
enclosed);
(2) not produce parts of the two documents referred to
in (1) above.
The government considers that producing the parts of the
documents, referred to in (2) 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 parts of those documents, on the grounds set out in the
enclosed schedule.
The documents produced by the government contain the
personal information of individuals. In the interests of
personal privacy, those details have been excluded.

I also lay on the table 23 documents in full and one
document in part received in response to the resolution
of the Council of 21 June 2017 relating to the
production of 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 21 June 2017.
I have also received the following letter from the
Attorney-General:
I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 21 June 2017
requiring that the Leader of the Government table in the
Council copies of ‘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
21 June 2017’.
The government has assessed the documents against the
factors listed in my letters to you on 14 April 2015 and
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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.
In final satisfaction of the Council’s order, the government
has determined to:
(1) produce 23 documents in full (enclosed);
(2) produce one document in part (enclosed);
(3) not produce parts of the one document referred to
in (2) above;
(4) not produce three documents in full.
The government considers that producing the documents
referred to in (4) above, and parts of the documents referred to
in (3) 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 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.

The PRESIDENT — I asked the Clerk to table
those documents because under our standing orders
those responses are required to be conveyed to the
house at the earliest opportunity. They were due by
12 o’clock today, and therefore I have allowed them to
be brought to the attention of the house. I would
indicate that because they came in on a very tight time
frame to that 12 o’clock deadline the table office has
not yet had a chance to make copies available to
members, but that will proceed as quickly as possible.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Electorate office budgets
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Leader of the Government. Minister,
yesterday you confirmed you had spoken to Mr Eideh
earlier in the morning. Did you discuss the use of
Mr Eideh’s electorate office budget for printing
purposes at that time?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
President, I can confirm to the house that the issues that
I raised with Mr Eideh yesterday related to concerns
that we may have in relation to whether the invoices
that were associated with printing and other costs in
relation to his electorate office expenses were valid and
appropriate records and indeed that they had been
scrutinised to make sure that they could satisfy
community expectations. Mr Eideh and I also
understood that it was essential for him to openly and
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fulsomely have those matters considered and an
evaluation undertaken of those matters.
Supplementary question
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for his answer. Minister, in question
time yesterday you said the only person implicating
Mr Eideh in the issue in relation to the use of electorate
office budgets for printing purposes was the Leader of
the Opposition. Why then had you already had
discussions with Mr Eideh on the issue?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — In
fact there is a whole series of questions that the
opposition has raised both in the other chamber and
today where they then put a number of pieces of either
evidence that is available to them or allegations that
have been made together with imputations about other
people’s actions. In fact I think it is very important that
there is very little evidence that has actually been put
into the public domain outside of the Parliament. Very
little evidence has been relied upon by any media
reporting or any commentary in relation to this matter.
Mr Ondarchie — It doesn’t add up.
Mr JENNINGS — What do you mean ‘It doesn’t
add up’? At no point in time did I indicate to the
chamber at what time I spoke to Mr Eideh in relation to
these matters. It could well have been, rather than the
assumption that you have made, that it relates to what
had occurred in the Legislative Assembly after your
leader in the Legislative Assembly —
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — The Leader of the Opposition
raised those matters in the Assembly —
The PRESIDENT — Thank you, Minister.

Electorate office budgets
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question is also to the Leader of
the Government. Minister, 24 hours have now passed
since the matter was first raised in the house. With the
exception of Mr Eideh, have you been made aware of
any other Labor MPs that have used F & M Printing or
the second printing firm now named, Cheson Printing,
for printing funded through their electorate office
budgets?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Rich-Phillips for his question. In relation to
my knowledge of these matters can I say to you that at
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no stage have I formally been made aware of these
matters beyond the conversations that I have actually
had with the relevant members of the Labor Party in
relation to any formal advice that I have obtained
through any source that actually confirms the nature of
these, apart from advice that I have received internally
within the Parliament — within the Parliament itself —
through the way in which I have been advised upon
what the instances of these invoices may be.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — I am making sense. You are
choosing not to make sense of this.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — No, no, no. What I am actually
saying is that I have not received any formal advice in
relation to the inquiries that have been made within the
Parliament on these matters.
In the questions that have been asked in the other place
the Premier has indicated in the other place that the
Parliament itself is undertaking an examination of these
matters and that the Parliament itself is examining
invoices that have been collected by the Department of
Parliamentary Services and due consideration is being
given to the evaluation of invoices that have been
provided by the Parliament.
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — I am indicating to you that I
have not received formal advice in relation to the
Parliament’s considerations of these matters. I am
making it crystal clear to you that, on the basis of three
members of the Labor Party, I know that in fact there is
confirmation that three members of the Labor Party
have used J & M Printing. That is what I know beyond
the individuals themselves, and I do not formally know
on the basis of the Parliament’s considerations of those
relevant invoices where the evidence lies in relation to
those invoices.
The Leader of the Opposition in the other place talks a
lot about information that he may hold — a lot of
evidence that he may hold.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — I have indicated to you that I
have not received formal advice on the Parliament’s
inquiries. Until I receive formal advice from the
Parliament in relation to its inquiries, then I think it is
inappropriate for me to give inconclusive evidence on
the public record in relation to my knowledge of these
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matters and in relation to the wellbeing of the
Parliament. That is not to protect any members of the
Labor Party in relation to the consideration of this
matter.
The PRESIDENT — I am concerned that there has
been a reflection on a printing company inasmuch as it
has been questioned whether or not they have been
involved in a rorting process. Can I indicate that the
company that has been raised by Mr Rich-Phillips has
not submitted any invoices to this Parliament since
2011, and indeed certainly had none in respect of
Mr Eideh.
Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for his answer and
the President for his additional information, which was
more useful than perhaps the minister’s answer.
The PRESIDENT — The minister is not to know.
Only I am to know, because I am the one who is
conducting the investigation.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, President.
Minister, what information has the Andrews
government actively sought from Labor MPs to
ascertain which members of Parliament have been
involved in using these printing firms through their
electorate office budgets?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — As
members of this chamber would be aware, yesterday I
said the government has made very clear the
expectation that not only should government members
furnish that advice within the realms of the government
but they should make sure that they fully comply and
open their books in relation to the Parliament’s scrutiny
of these matters and that of any other relevant agencies
in relation to these matters. On that basis, I am aware of
three members of the Labor Party who have used — in
fact I referred to the printing organisation as J & M
when I should have said F & M Printing. But in fact we
are talking about three members of the Labor Party who
have used those printing services, and that was
basically volunteered and confirmed by the three
members in question. And any other further advice that
I might have on this matter will be subsequent to the
formal advice that comes through the Parliamentary
Services examination of these issues.
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Heyfield timber mill
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My question is to
the Minister for Agriculture. Minister, in March your
colleague Ms Shing, a member for Eastern Victoria
Region, told ABC radio:
We have indicated very clearly that we are very committed to
making sure that jobs aren’t lost, and as a buyer of last resort
government has made it absolutely clear that the workers in
Heyfield will not lose their jobs and will not lose jobs overall.

Minister, do you stand by your colleague’s comments
that all workers at Heyfield mill will not lose their jobs?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Bath for her question about the mill at
Heyfield. The mill at Heyfield was facing certain
closure. Ms Shing, in that radio interview that I did not
hear but that Ms Bath is claiming that she heard, has
indicated our government’s preparedness to be a buyer
of last resort, and that is certainly what we have done.
We have announced that we have reached an agreement
with the owners of the mill at Heyfield to purchase the
mill, and we are certainly very much looking forward to
the conclusion of those matters at the earliest
opportunity. The mill at Heyfield was closing; it now is
not closing.
Ms Bath — It’s probably closing now; you lost its
timber supply.
Ms PULFORD — It was closing because the
owners said on a bunch of occasions that they were
closing it. If Ms Bath wants to invite me to comment on
the pressures on timber supply, then I would encourage
her to talk to her coalition colleague the member for
Warrandyte in the Assembly, who put in place special
protection zones that have placed constraints on the
timber that is available to industry, and to her leader,
the Leader of The Nationals in the Assembly,
Mr Walsh, who, when he was the minister, led the
owners, the Hermal Group, to believe that there would
be substantially more timber than his colleague the then
Minister for Environment and Climate Change was
ever going to allow to be the case. What we have in
Heyfield is a situation where the former government
has told the owners of the mill at Heyfield what they
were hoping to hear and put in place some
environmental protections that have brought these
things into conflict. So you know where to go for the
back story, Ms Bath — you go to your colleagues for
the back story on this.
The mill was closing. The owners of the mill had
announced on numerous occasions that they were
closing the mill, and the mill is now not closing because
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the government has, as Ms Shing indicated, been
prepared to be a buyer of last resort. As I think
everyone here knows well, the timber that will be
available to the mill at Heyfield is less than it had been
previously. This is well-known and well understood by
the workforce at Heyfield, by the management at
Heyfield, who will be — as Ms Dunn has indicated in
previous questions and as I think is well known and has
been widely reported — our partners in the future of
this mill going forward and indeed by the union that
represents the workforce. But we are doing the
responsible thing in purchasing this mill, in ensuring
that it stays open and in putting it on the most
sustainable footing that it possibly can be.
Supplementary question
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the minister
for her response. Minister, when you were asked about
jobs at the Heyfield mill you said ‘Less timber for the
mill does mean that there will be a need for some
change’ and you told this house ‘there will be no job
losses’ while the sale of the Heyfield mill is finalised.
Minister, can you explain to the Heyfield community
why, unlike your colleague Ms Shing, you refuse to
guarantee workers in Heyfield will not lose their jobs?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — What
we have guaranteed is that the mill has a future and that
the mill will remain open. Less timber obviously means
that there will be change required, and we have been
up-front about that the entire time. The undertaking that
we sought from the owners of the mill, the Hermal
Group, was that there be no redundancies during the
period of the settlement and resolution of the purchase.
That is the undertaking that they have given us, and
there is no reason to believe that that undertaking has
been breached. If The Nationals were still in charge,
you would have the certain closure of that mill, but
because our government will do whatever it takes to
save jobs in regional Victoria — we have created
60 000 jobs in regional Victoria in the time since we
came to government, which is a fair bit more than the
5000 that were created over four years under the
previous government — we will do everything we can
to secure this mill’s future.

Brighton incident
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister for Corrections. Minister, on
Tuesday it was revealed that the government had
commissioned three reports into the management of
Yacqub Khayre and the Brighton terrorist siege.
Minister, what changes have been fully implemented in
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Victoria as a result of the recommendations of those
reports?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — I thank
the member for his question. Those reports have been
provided to the State Coroner and to the expert panel on
terrorism and the prevention of violent activities, and
we are awaiting the conclusion of that work. As the
Premier said at the time of the incident and in the days
following, if there are learnings that we can adopt from
those reports, learnings that arise from that incident,
then we will look at them and look at the ways in which
we can implement them.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I note that
the minister failed to identify a single thing that has
been done as a result of those reports, and I ask by way
of supplementary: is it not a fact that despite having the
three reports for more than 60 days nothing has been
done by the Andrews government to protect Victorians
and that the failure to do so is the reason those reports
have not been released?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — I reject
the assertion that is embedded in the question. This is
all about due process, and the due process is that there
are a number of processes underway at the moment.
That work will be concluded and we will, as a
community, hopefully learn from the work done, and
from that we will be able to work out the best way of
implementing the learnings or recommendations of
those reports and the work carried out by both of those
investigations.

Brighton incident
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
question is again to the Minister for Corrections.
Minister, can you now advise the house: was the
Brighton terrorist suspect, Yacqub Khayre, released on
parole in clear contravention of Callinan
recommendation 13?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — I thank
the member for his question. Again, I will not go to
matters that pertain to an individual. Matters to do with
parole are matters that are dealt with by the independent
parole board. They are the organisation and the body
that deal with parole decisions. They are the body that
deal with —
Mr O’Donohue interjected.
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Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Minister,
recommendation 13 of the Callinan review says:
no person … should be granted parole who has not behaved
satisfactorily for at least the second half of that person’s time
in prison. Failure to meet these requirements should be clear
disqualifications for parole.

On 1 April 2015 the Minister for Corrections, Wade
Noonan, endorsing this recommendation, said that it
would be enacted that day and stated that:
No violent or sexual offender can be granted parole who has
not undertaken the required prison programs and behaved
satisfactorily for at least the second half of that person’s time
in prison.

The midpoint for Yacqub Khayre’s jail time was
August 2014. He set fire to Barwon Prison on
21 February 2015, during the second half of his prison
sentence.
Minister, what new evidence has been made available
to indicate that Khayre was not released in
contravention of recommendation 13?
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Minister D’Ambrosio. These are responsibilities that
are jointly administered by us, and so I would seek your
agreement, President, for two days for the written
response to Ms Dunn’s question.
Supplementary question
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — Thank you,
Minister. Minister, are you or your department stalling,
opposing or delaying the signing off of the interim
conservation order to allow for continued logging of
Guitar Solo coupe and other coupes in the Hermitage
Creek forest in Toolangi, even though the minister for
the environment has recognised that less than
1 kilometre away the very same forest is high-priority
greater glider habitat?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — No.

Child protection
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the minister representing the
Attorney-General. The Attorney-General has told
journalist Sylvia Rowley that he has referred the
historic matter of children in need of protection having
this recorded as an offence to the Department of Justice
and Regulation for further investigation. Have these
investigations commenced, and if so, has the
department been given a deadline for reporting on this
matter?

Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — I thank
the member for his question. The fact of the matter is
that the Callinan report was handed down in August
2013. There were 23 principal recommendations or
measures. Recommendation 13 was fully accepted by
the then coalition government. It was fully
implemented in 2015, as Justice Callinan intended in
his review, and the Victorian Auditor-General found in
February 2016 that this recommendation had been
implemented as per the recommendation and that it was
an appropriate response.

Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills) —
I thank Ms Springle for her question, which deals with
an investigation and seeks the time frame for it. I will
confer with the Attorney-General, and I am sure that he
will provide a response within the time restriction.

Timber industry

Supplementary question

Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question
is to the Minister for Agriculture. Logging persists
where greater gliders are located, putting the listed
species at further risk. Today, on Threatened Species
Day, it comes to light that 27 areas have been logged in
breach of the timber code of practice yet there have
been zero prosecutions. As the minister responsible for
VicForests and logging, can you advise why the interim
conservation order has not been signed off on to protect
greater gliders as committed to by the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change in the other
place?

Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Thank you, Minister, for your answer. Will these results
be made public?

Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Dunn for her question. I will take Ms Dunn’s
question on notice. I will confer with the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change,

Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills) —
I will ensure that that question gets passed on to the
Attorney-General for his decision.

Firearm regulation
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — My question
today is to the Minister for Training and Skills
representing the Minister for Police in the other place. It
is no secret that I have little regard for the
behind-the-scenes shenanigans relating to advice given
by various bureaucrats, both federal and state, regarding
legal firearms. It is also no secret that there is a firearms
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and weapons policy working group in the federal
sphere which is pursuing an agenda that does nothing to
combat illegal firearms but furthers a ‘Be seen to be
doing something’ agenda, which is costing lives.
Imagine my surprise when I heard of yet another
federal body working quietly behind the scenes with the
states on reclassifying firearms to a higher category
based on appearance and so on. What a tangled web we
weave. So my question is: does the government receive
or give advice to the Australian Federal Police firearms
identification and armoury team?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills) —
I thank Mr Bourman for his question and acknowledge
his ongoing concern in this area. I will refer the matter
to the Minister for Police.
Supplementary question
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for her answer. My supplementary question is:
will the government publish a list of all bodies it
consults before deciding on the classification of a
firearm?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills) —
I thank Mr Bourman for his question. Again, I will refer
that question to the Minister for Police.
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Supplementary question
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — Thank
you, Mr Jennings. New South Wales and South
Australia have undertaken a similar privatisation
process, and it has not been without criticism. In fact
when South Australia privatised its land titles office it
privatised land valuation in the same move. Can the
Treasurer confirm that when the government tried to
take away valuation functions from our councils earlier
this year it was not done so that it could be included as
a sweetener in the sale of the land titles office?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
think I can deny that allegation or concern
immediately — I am pretty certain I can do that — but I
am certain that the Treasurer will be more fulsome in
his discussion on that matter when he responds to you.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
have a written answer prepared to question on
notice 11 064.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

Land Use Victoria

Written responses

Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Treasurer, represented in this house
by the Special Minister of State, and it relates to the
government’s proposed sale of Land Use Victoria, also
known as the land titles office. The land titles office
generates $300 million in revenue annually. The office
would generate significantly more than its purported
$2 billion sale price in the long term were it to remain
government owned. Selling this asset for a short-term
gain may assist with the government’s balance sheet
this term, but it will create a sizeable hole in future state
budgets. Will the minister release the business case
underpinning this sale?

The PRESIDENT — In regard to today’s questions
I require a written response to Mr O’Donohue’s second
question to Ms Tierney, the substantive question, within
one day; Ms Dunn’s question to Ms Pulford, the
substantive question, two days; Ms Springle’s question
to Ms Tierney, both the substantive and supplementary
questions, two days; Mr Bourman’s question to
Ms Tierney, both the substantive and supplementary
questions, two days; and Ms Patten’s question to
Mr Jennings, both the substantive and supplementary
questions, two days.

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Ms Patten for her question, which almost
sounded as if we were debating the matter in relation to
the evidence she compiled, the assertions she made and
the point she made during the course of this question. I
think on balance it is a good idea for the Treasurer to
respond to that, and I will speak to the Treasurer about
that matter and ask him to furnish you with a response.

Northern Metropolitan Region

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS

Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Public Transport and it
regards the Aurora Estate in Epping North. When
residents first looked at moving into the Aurora Estate
in Epping North in 2002 the then Labor government
promised them a whole lot of things, including a train
line. They still do not have their train line, and many of
them are stranded because they bought in expecting a
train line to be built by the then Labor government and
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yet here we are, 15 years later, and they still do not
have a train line. A local group, the Aurora Community
Association transport working group, headed by Tony
Francis, has put together a strong document that
presents a case for building a train line to Epping North
and on to Wollert. My constituency question to the
Minister for Public Transport is: can the minister tell
me when the commencement of the train line to Epping
North and Wollert will occur?

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Education, James Merlino, and it pertains to Blackburn
High School. In asking a follow-up question I want to
thank the minister for arranging a new building audit of
the Blackburn High School at my request. There had
been an audit done on the state of the buildings, which I
believe and the principal and the community also
believe was incorrect, so a new audit has been arranged
to make sure it reflects the current standard and the real
standard of the buildings. The follow-up question,
which the principal of the school asked me to ask the
minister, is: when and how soon can this new building
audit occur?

Eastern Victoria Region
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My constituency
question is to the Minister for Sport. On 10 March this
year the Andrews Labor government made a funding
announcement about building a new $46 million
regional aquatic and leisure centre in Traralgon. The
push to renew the existing 1959 facility has had huge
community support over the years. We hear plenty of
talk and many promises from the government and the
much-hyped Latrobe Valley Authority on their plans
for investments in the Latrobe Valley, but where are the
results? Where is the action? Given the government’s
media release states, ‘Construction will start on these
projects in the coming weeks’, my constituents are
asking what progress has been made on the aquatics
centre in the last six months. As industries close across
the Latrobe Valley, constituents are asking me: what is
the time line, where are the plans and when will the
local contractors be able to tender for work? So my
question to the minister is: what is the planned
completion date of the Gippsland regional aquatic and
leisure centre in Traralgon?

Western Victoria Region
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. Earlier this year my community was very
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pleased to see an extra train service to Warrnambool,
and during the consultation process it was identified
that the linking of train and bus services to outside
towns needed to be adjusted to reflect the new train
timetable. However, it appears that this has not
happened. It is my understanding that the weekday
service from Melbourne to Warrnambool leaves
Southern Cross at 7.23 a.m. and arrives at
Warrnambool at 11.16 a.m. The connecting bus to
Hamilton, Coleraine and Casterton does not leave
Warrnambool until 5.00 p.m., so passengers have to
wait at the train station for 6 hours. There are also no
connecting buses from the Warrnambool train to
Hamilton, Coleraine and Casterton over the weekend.
My question is: will the minister improve the
connecting public transport services so there are more
timely connections in these regional areas?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question today is for the Minister for
Public Transport. People in this chamber would be
familiar with my concerns about the sky rail project, a
project that nobody voted for and that has been put
forward without —
Ms Crozier — Rammed through.
Mr DAVIS — It has been rammed through without
an environment effects statement, without the proper
design ever being released and indeed without it being
finalised at this point, without the release of sound
studies and without proper engagement with the
community. But today there have been reports of a
major engineering issue with the sky rail pylons. They
are said to be sinking into unstable ground. Will the
minister confirm the reports today of a major
engineering issue with the sky rail pylons sinking into
unstable ground and make a public announcement
about the safety of the sky rail project with its ugly
height and impacts on the local community?

Northern Metropolitan Region
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events. We are seeing incredible growth in tourism in
Melbourne and indeed across regional Victoria. On
13 August the Herald Sun reported that annual visitor
spending is expected to grow from $25 billion to
$35 billion by 2025. The Herald Sun also reported that
more than 4500 new hotel rooms are planned across
Melbourne, and the recent announcement that
Melbourne has been named the world’s most livable
city for the seventh year in a row will surely encourage
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a few tourists to visit our great city in coming months.
So that people flock to Melbourne, we show the best
we have to offer, whether it is our food culture and our
schedule of major events or our cultural institutions and
our wide variety of hotels to choose from. My question
to the minister is: can he outline the benefits that the
tourism and hotel boom will have on residents in
Northern Metropolitan Region?

Western Victoria Region
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, the Honourable Luke Donnellan, and it is
an issue I raised in an adjournment debate some weeks
ago in relation to a potential delay in the progress of the
duplication of Princes Highway west between
Winchelsea and Colac. The situation is that BMD, one
of the contractors doing a section of that duplication
work, has been frustrated by a potential VCAT
challenge in relation to accessing clay for a raw
material base for the road material. That has come
about because of a permit objection of the company that
has currently got a planning permit for a quarry. The
issue is that this is a $363 million project that could
well be delayed and cost the VicRoads budget a
considerable increase in expenditure. My question to
the minister is: is he aware of the ongoing problems
associated with the contractor accessing the borrow pits
for the clay, and what is he to do about it?
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Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My question
is for the Minister for Mental Health. My constituents
are concerned about the Andrews government’s
inadequate response to those suffering mental health
and drug addiction issues in the Shepparton
community. These concerns were heightened recently
in light of a frightening incident that occurred near
Wanganui Park Secondary College in Shepparton. On
Wednesday, 23 August, a potentially drug-affected
18-year-old male threatened a 16-year-old youth with a
machete outside Wanganui Park Secondary College, a
school of 1200 students. I commend the quick actions
of local police to protect staff and students by locking
down the school while they searched for the male. I
also commend the mature response of the students and
the actions of staff, led by principal Ken Murray, during
the frightening incident. The incident was resolved with
the arrest of the male several hours later, thankfully
without injury to any person.
The incident highlights to everyone the importance of
identifying and helping those in need of assistance to
ensure the safety of the entire Shepparton community.
Minister, services in Shepparton are under-resourced
and therefore difficult to access. Will you allocate
additional funding to assist those in the Shepparton
community suffering mental health and drug addiction
issues?

Northern Metropolitan Region

Western Metropolitan Region

Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Energy, Environment
and Climate Change. Mark Jones, the president of the
Thornbury Turf Strokers Cricket Club, has contacted
me outlining a number of issues regarding Parks
Victoria, which reports to the minister. In 2015 Parks
Victoria took control of Yarra Bend Park, which
includes Corben Oval, a cricket ground used by the
Turf Strokers. This ground was previously maintained
by Yarra City Council, but since falling under Parks
Victoria control it has not been maintained and is
falling into disrepair. The ground, shared with the
Richmond Cricket Club, has a small pavilion with
limited dilapidated facilities. The clubs have written to
Parks Victoria about enclosing the roof and installing a
small kitchen and an external cage for bins and storage
but have not received any response. I ask the minister
why Parks Victoria has not responded and whether they
will commit to these minor upgrades to this important
facility for northern metropolitan residents.

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. Accidents on the Tullamarine Freeway
and Western Ring Road this morning made the usual
horrendous trip from Melbourne’s north-western
suburbs an absolute nightmare. Traffic was gridlocked
in every direction as far as the eye could see. This sort
of scenario has become all too common for my
constituents, and I ask the minister on their behalf:
instead of preparing to flush $5.5 billion away on the
discredited and entirely dodgy West Gate tunnel
project, will the minister give some thought to
providing genuine relief to the long-suffering motorists
of Melbourne’s west?

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The PRESIDENT — Members, it is my pleasure to
acknowledge in the gallery today Senator Oliver Cadic,
senator for French citizens living abroad. He is
accompanied by Ms Julie Duhaut, deputy head of the
French Embassy, and Ms Myriam Boisbouvier-Wylie. I
always find these pronunciations difficult, despite
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having done French at school. Myriam is of course a
good friend of the Parliament as the consul-general
representing France here in Victoria.
Mr Cadic, I would just make the comment that this
Parliament on a number of occasions has expressed its
sadness and indeed its solidarity with the people of
France in respect of a number of terrorist incidents. We
are obviously a very close friend in the global
community of France, and many of us — probably
nearly all of us — have travelled to France and to some
of those places that have been involved in those terrorist
attacks. We have been very mindful of the emotional
issues that those attacks created for all French people,
including the diaspora here in Victoria and Australia.
We welcome your visit here and the opportunity that
you will have to meet with that diaspora to perhaps
understand some of their feelings as they process those
nefarious activities that have occurred in France over
recent times.
You are assured of our continued support, prayers and
hope that these sorts of incidents do not occur again and
that we are able to overcome this dreadful menace that
has impacted on so many of our communities around
the world. Welcome to our Parliament.

CHILDREN AND JUSTICE LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (YOUTH JUSTICE
REFORM) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — Picking up
where I left off in terms of the bill, naming and shaming
has failed everywhere it has been tried — from
Queensland and the Northern Territory to the United
States. Recommendation 6.46 of the Ogloff-Armytage
report addresses the issue of assaults on justice centre
staff. However, that recommendation calls for the issue
to be dealt with administratively through a youth justice
behaviour management framework.
Unfortunately this bill ignores that recommendation
and seeks to make a very lazy legislative change to
simply increase the maximum penalties which might
apply to young people found guilty of assaulting staff
members.
The bill also appears to ignore the recent findings of the
Victorian children’s commissioner, the Ombudsman,
Peter Muir, the Supreme Court of Victoria and the
Victorian Court of Appeal, which all found that recent
behavioural issues in youth justice centres can largely
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be put down to the fact that young people have been
locked away alone in their cells for very long periods of
time and far too often, not only in breach of the
Victorian government’s human rights obligations but
also against all the evidence that predicts that
lockdowns lead to violent behaviour among people in
custody.
The bill would also increase the maximum penalties for
young people who commit crimes. Increasing
maximum penalties is lazy and populist. The changes
the bill makes to simply increase the maximum
sentences without making any reference to course or
program completion times is inconsistent with the
Ogloff-Armytage report.
It is worth reminding ourselves of how we got to this
point. In October last year the government
commissioned Professor James Ogloff and Penny
Armytage to comprehensively review Victoria’s youth
justice policy framework. It was appropriate for the
minister to order such a review, but then well before
that review was complete the minister began to make
major announcements about the future of Victoria’s
youth justice system. First, we had a raft of reforms
announced before Christmas last year. Then we had the
announcement of the new youth justice facility in
Werribee, or somewhere else in Wyndham, and then
we had this bill. All of this so-called reform happened
while Professor Ogloff and Ms Armytage were still
undertaking their review. Then, when the review was
completed, it was delivered to the minister, who sat on
it for weeks — for months. She sat on that report for a
very long time. When did she release it publicly? She
released it two days before this chamber was due to
vote on this bill.
When we finally got to read the report, we learned that
the bill is mostly not consistent with the report. I do not
know whether the minister was hoping last sitting week
to push the bill through before anyone had an
opportunity to properly consider the report. In the end
that did not work because we in the Greens delayed that
ministerial juggernaut by voting in favour of an
otherwise ridiculous opposition amendment, which had
the effect of buying everybody some time. That
opposition amendment effectively asked the
government to get rid of the new youth control orders,
which are aimed at keeping more young people out of
detention. We in the Greens expected the government
would not seriously consider that option. The
Ogloff-Armytage review was public by then. The
government had spent big money on that review. We
assumed the government would be committed to the
findings of its own review.
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We were very surprised, then, when the minister wrote
to us to say she was prepared to capitulate to the
opposition and cut away its youth control orders just to
get a win in this chamber. So the choice was clear to us:
support the bill or vote against the bill and lose youth
control orders. We were prepared to negotiate with the
government. We tried to get the government to give
greater discretion to the courts to deal creatively with
young people who breach their youth control orders,
but the government was not having any of that.
What the Greens did succeed in doing was to get the
government to commit to a review of these changes
after three years. That review will inquire into the
effects these changes have had on rates of offending
and on the dual-track system. The review will look at
whether these changes have had a positive or negative
effect on the rate of young Aboriginal or Torres Strait
Islander people being incarcerated in Victoria, which is
horrifically high and rising. The review will also look at
how the new youth control orders and the new
legislative diversion program are working and will
recommend any changes that need to be made. The
review will be made public.
The Greens are proud to have negotiated this review,
the provision for which will appear in the legislation
itself. The Greens also acknowledge the work of Smart
Justice Australia, a coalition of expert organisations,
which all work tirelessly to improve the justice
outcomes and human rights protections of young
people, indeed all people in the justice system. We have
been working closely with Smart Justice Australia on
this bill, and we lament the fact that we have not been
able to secure more of the changes necessary to lessen
what will surely be the negative impacts of this bill on
justice outcomes for young people and the community
more broadly.
It is a very great shame that the government and
opposition have been more concerned with playing
discredited tough-on-crime politics without securing a
win at any cost than committing themselves to the kind
of evidence-based reform that is in the government’s
own commissioned report.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — It was quite some time ago now that we
commenced debate on this bill. In fact it was in the last
sitting week before the winter recess that we were very
keen to have debate on this bill. As a result of the
opposition’s filibustering on other pieces of legislation,
the bill was, sadly, delayed until after the winter recess.
Nevertheless, I am very pleased that we are debating
this bill here today.
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It is a very important bill that contains a range of
measures that seek to strengthen Victoria’s youth
justice system by addressing community concerns
about crimes committed by children and young people.
It also seeks to improve the safety and security of our
youth justice facilities.
Members of our community deserve to be safe from
crime and protected from young people who commit
aggravated home invasions, aggravated carjackings and
other serious offences. This bill makes it very clear that
serious violent offending will not be tolerated.
Community safety is a top priority for the Andrews
Labor government, and from mid last year I have
announced a range of initiatives aimed at strengthening
and modernising Victoria’s youth justice system. We
are investing more money than any other government
into our youth justice system following four years of
neglect by the previous government.
Ms Crozier — What a lot of rubbish! Ms Mikakos,
it is in disarray after you.
Ms MIKAKOS — Those opposite in fact sat on the
business case for the Parkville youth justice facility. I
have provided to this house documents that are
unprecedented in nature that go to the very heart of the
security of our youth justice facilities. I challenge
Ms Crozier and Ms Wooldridge, who was then the
responsible minister, to give permission to have the
business case for Parkville made available to the youth
justice inquiry so that the Parliament can in fact inform
itself as to why that business case was not acted upon
during the entire four years of the previous government.
By contrast, we have invested more than any other
government. We have put a record amount into the
youth justice system. Those opposite are entirely
hypocritical when it comes to these issues and they are
just interested in cheap political headlines rather than
the safety and wellbeing of Victorians. Nothing speaks
more to that than to have Ms Crozier, after everything
she has said in this house, come in here and move a
reasoned amendment to effectively kill this bill. She
wants to effectively kill a bill that puts in place a range
of reforms, including greater consequences for young
offenders who assault our staff in youth justice facilities
or escape or conduct property damage in these
facilities. The shadow minister opposite has had so
much to say about these issues, but when it comes
down to it she wants to knock off a bill that seeks to
address these issues, that seeks to respond to issues like
home invasions and carjackings. She seeks to kill this
bill off.
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But I will have more to say about these matters when
we talk about the reasoned amendment. We are
absolutely committed to reforming the youth justice
system. We have had a significant review of the justice
system undertaken — the Armytage-Ogloff review
which has been referred to in contributions.
Ms Crozier — Reviews, reviews, reviews!
Ms MIKAKOS — Ms Crozier is making light of
the fact we have a review, and then she has given
herself six months to go on junkets overseas and push
back the parliamentary inquiry to the end of February
next year. She thinks her inquiry, her political
exercise —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Crozier — I raise a point of order, Acting
President. Ms Mikakos, I have not been overseas. You
are talking about junkets in the last —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) — It is
a point of order, not a debate. I do not uphold the point
of order.
Ms MIKAKOS — I look forward to seeing whether
or not the parliamentary inquiry will be heading
overseas in the course of the next six months. They
have extended their inquiry completion date to the end
of February next year. It has been a complete political
exercise because not once has that parliamentary
inquiry asked for a single document that predates
November 2014. I put the challenge out to those
members of the inquiry who have been participating in
this reference to look at the history of the system and
the context of why these issues have occurred. Why
have these issues occurred? It is because those opposite
did nothing. They moved young offenders out to
Malmsbury, and yet Ms Crozier comes in here and
complains about the consequences for the local Country
Fire Authority and that local community. She
complains about what has happened at Parkville, and
yet they did not act on their own business case. I put the
challenge to them to actually release those documents,
release the reports that Ms Wooldridge commissioned
during her time as minister, and make them available to
the parliamentary inquiry. Unless you do that —
Ms Crozier interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Through the Chair, Ms Mikakos; otherwise you are just
inviting a response.
Ms MIKAKOS — it is an entirely political
exercise. What we can say here is that we have a very
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important bill before this Parliament. We are getting on
with addressing issues in relation to our youth justice
system. We have delivered a record investment,
including a new $288.7 million fit-for-purpose
high-security youth justice facility to be built at Cherry
Creek. We have invested $72 million to upgrade
security at Parkville Youth Justice Precinct and
Malmsbury Youth Justice Centre to make them fit for
purpose and have adequate security measures. They
certainly have had many years of neglect at those
facilities.
I am proud to have undertaken a root-and-branch
examination of the system through the
Armytage-Ogloff review, which is the first time in
17 years that such a root-and-branch examination of the
entire system was undertaken. I made the point when I
spoke about the parliamentary inquiry that was
proposed last year that I had in fact commissioned this
independent review, and that is why I had the view then
and I have the view now that this parliamentary inquiry
was unnecessary. We have publicly released that
review, which spans more than 700 pages, and the
government has accepted, or accepted in principle, all
126 recommendations. In fact we got on with
implementing those recommendations immediately on
receiving it. This is why we took the time before the
report was publicly released to consider the
recommendations.
On the day that I publicly released that report I also
announced $50 million to address the 42 priority
recommendations of the report. That investment will
cover things like a new custodial operating model to
better manage young people in custody, greater
workforce capability by providing better training and a
targeted recruitment campaign, 21 additional safety and
emergency response team staff, a new risk and needs
assessment system to reduce the risk of reoffending,
and addressing Aboriginal over-representation by
employing additional Aboriginal staff as well. As part
of this $50 million investment, there was also the
biggest ever expansion of rehabilitation programs in our
youth justice system. There is other work that is
underway now to implement those recommendations.
The reforms contained in this bill, however, could not
wait for that review to be completed. We sought to
address immediate issues that went to the safety and
security of young offenders, our youth justice staff and
the broader community, and that is why we brought the
bill to the Parliament when we did.
The recommendations of the Armytage-Ogloff review
will be very important in terms of how we go forward
with the new facility at Cherry Creek and how the
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whole system operates into the future. I do not accept
the comments that have been made that there is
somehow some inconsistency in our approach, as was
suggested by the Greens party. There is a very big piece
of reform work underway, and it is disappointing to
hear the views that have been expressed by opposition
members, who cut youth justice staff during their time
in government.
We have put in place increased staffing levels to make
sure that young offenders at our youth justice precincts
can be appropriately managed. Late last year we funded
41 custodial staff positions, which was included in the
December budget update. We have launched a new
recruitment and retention campaign. There are many
things underway. In the Attorney-General’s space,
$3.4 million was allocated to establish a fast-track
remand court to speed up the processing of young
people on remand. We have also provided additional
funding for additional bail supervision. Through the
Minister for Police’s portfolio a record boost to Victoria
Police was announced by the Andrews Labor
government, and that will see nearly 3000 police
officers recruited.
Can I just say that we have put in place very significant
reforms, including ones contained in this bill that
enshrines into legislation for the first time a youth
diversion system, something that Mary Wooldridge
committed to doing in the last government. She put out
a discussion paper and then did not take the matter
further.
Debate interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) — I
recognise in the gallery a former member for Western
Victoria Region, David Koch. Welcome, David.

CHILDREN AND JUSTICE LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (YOUTH JUSTICE
REFORM) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I appreciate the opportunity to conclude
my remarks before we break for lunch. This is an
important bill we have before us. We have had some
discussions with various parties about the bill. It is
important that we have enshrined into this bill things
like the statewide diversion program, which I have just
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referred to, but also the youth control orders, which will
be introduced through this bill. The government
believes there should be opportunities for young
offenders to be appropriately rehabilitated, whether
they are on community-based orders or whether they
are in custody. The youth control orders will not be an
easy way out. They will require intensive supervision
by youth justice and regular court monitoring, and they
will require young people to engage in education,
training or work.
It was very disappointing that Ms Crozier moved a
reasoned amendment. She gave, I think, a one-sentence
explanation about why youth control orders were a
source of concern to the Liberal Party. There was no
case put as to why in fact they had any concerns about
youth control orders at all. Yet despite that they are
prepared to try to effectively kill off this bill, which
contains a range of measures designed to improve the
safety and security of our youth justice facilities and
which will also ensure that young offenders who
commit serious crimes are appropriately dealt with by
our courts.
In concluding my summing up remarks, I want to flag
that following discussions with other parties, I will be
moving some house amendments in the committee
stage, and I am happy for them to be circulated to
members before we break for lunch.
Government amendments circulated by
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) pursuant to standing orders.
Ms MIKAKOS — I make the point that they were
circulated to representatives of all the parties earlier
today, so people have had the opportunity to be across
them. Essentially what they seek to do is put into place
a review mechanism in the future in relation to the
effectiveness of the changes contained in this bill. The
Greens party sought this proposal. I say at the outset
that we have already had the most comprehensive
review of the entire youth justice system in 17 years —
it has just been completed. Nevertheless it is important
that we get this bill through. I am grateful for some of
the compromises shown by the Greens party on these
matters; therefore the government is prepared to put a
review mechanism into the bill. We are always
prepared to review the effectiveness of all of our
initiatives, whether they are in legislation or whether
they are budgetary ones. I am prepared to foreshadow
those house amendments at this juncture.
Sitting suspended 1.04 p.m. until 2.05 p.m.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! The question is that the reasoned amendment
moved by Ms Crozier be agreed to.
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Unfortunately there was no legislation or any formal
commencement of a program at that time. There was
some small-scale funding that was announced just
before the change of government.

House divided on amendment:
Ayes, 15
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr (Teller)
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms

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

Noes, 23
Barber, Mr
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Dalidakis, Mr (Teller)
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr (Teller)
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr

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

Pairs
Morris, Mr

Shing, Ms

Amendment negatived.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I have
just got a couple of questions I would like to get on the
record in relation to diversion programs. I will go to this
clause and ask these questions here. I am wondering
how many diversion programs are currently in place,
Minister. You might not have that information on you,
and I am happy for you to provide it later, but if you do,
could you inform the house?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — What I can advise the member is that, as I
alluded to in my summing-up remarks, this goes back
some time. I certainly would hope that there is some
bipartisanship around the issue of diversion programs.
The previous government — the previous minister in
fact — did put out a discussion paper during her time in
government which related to examining the possibility
of establishing a diversion scheme in Victoria.

When we came to government we did start discussions
with the Children’s Court in relation to these matters,
and a pilot program commenced very soon afterwards
in 2015. It was trialled in select locations across the
state, and on 1 January this year a statewide youth
diversion program was implemented. This followed
extensive additional funding in the budget last year. It
was in fact a recommendation of the Royal
Commission into Family Violence that a statewide
youth diversion scheme be introduced. This is why the
government, as part of its very significant response to
the family violence royal commission, did in fact put
funding in the budget last year. I think, from
recollection, it was $5.6 million for the diversion
program. That statewide program commenced this year.
I am not quite sure what further details the member
would like, but effectively what the bill is seeking to do
is to put in place dedicated legislation to put this youth
diversion scheme on a legislative footing. Up until now
there has not been dedicated unique legislation relating
to young offenders in the diversion scheme, and this is
seeking to address that particular issue. The youth
diversion amendments in this bill largely mirror the
provisions that relate to the adult scheme that has been
in place for quite some time, but they also provide for
greater flexibility and do recognise the particular unique
circumstances of young people.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you, Minister, for that
answer and undertaking. You said you were hoping for
bipartisan support. I think it is pretty clear that the
coalition when they were in government commenced
this process, so you do have that bipartisan support for
the diversion programs. There has never been any
doubt about that. I am just wondering, since the
commencement of the statewide scheme, how many
have participated in the programs.
Ms MIKAKOS — I do not have that information at
hand, but I would be very happy to provide that
additional information to the member. The information
that I have seen in relation to participants is that it has
proven to be very successful in terms of outcomes.
Certainly the pilot that was in operation before the
statewide expansion had very good outcomes. We have
now introduced this statewide. My understanding is that
there are approximately 342 young people who have
been placed on diversion since the statewide program
commenced, but I will certainly seek confirmation of
that number and provide that to the member once the
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information is at hand, perhaps at the conclusion of the
debate.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you very much, Minister.
Just in relation to that, did those programs also include
drug and alcohol counselling programs? The reason for
that question is to ask if you could give me an
indication of what the current wait times are for
counselling and also for drug and alcohol rehabilitation
for young people.
Ms MIKAKOS — We are really steering away
from matters that directly relate to the provisions of the
bill here. If there are waiting lists and so on or issues
around accessing programs funded by Minister Foley in
his portfolio, then I think it is a bit of a stretch, really, to
seek to ask me questions about that. But what I can say
to the member is that it is in fact the Children’s Court
that makes the decision about the appropriateness of
placing a young offender under the statewide diversion
scheme and as part of that obviously the court could
make particular orders or attach particular conditions to
that. Then the youth justice staff and those who work
with those young offenders need to ensure that there is
access to those particular programs.
I should explain that the diversion program, in terms of
what is contained in the bill, is going to be addressed in
a pre-plea process by which the court will adjourn a
young offender’s case so that they can undertake
specific activities. It is only on the successful
completion of those activities that the magistrate,
satisfied that those matters have been successfully
completed, could then discharge the case. If the young
offender does not complete the diversion, they will be
required to return to court and enter a plea and be dealt
with through the normal court process. So there is
certainly a very clear incentive there to make sure that
those young people can access those particular
activities that the court might regard as being
appropriate in those circumstances.
It is really important that we have a system that can
seek to divert low-level offending as much as is
possible. The court will make those decisions, of
course. The system is geared to the young offender
acknowledging responsibility for their offence and
consenting to the diversion as well, but a key feature of
the bill is that the prosecutor must also consent to the
diversion before it will be considered by the Children’s
Court. This is consistent with the approach that the
diversion scheme has in the Magistrates Court. The bill
sets out factors that prosecutors must consider when
determining whether to consent to diversion, including
the young person’s history of offending, the seriousness
of the offence, and community safety. If the prosecutor
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and the young person both consent, the Children’s
Court then makes its own decision about the young
person’s suitability for diversion. There is a list of
factors that the court has to consider in deciding
whether a young offender is suitable for diversion and
what types of activities they will need to undertake.
I think it is a very important reform. I am really
heartened that Ms Crozier has put on the record the
bipartisanship on this issue. I assume the Greens party
also — Ms Springle is nodding — are supportive of this
statewide diversion scheme. As I said, there was that
discussion paper that came out some time ago. It is
really pleasing that we will finally have through this bill
a statewide diversion scheme enshrined in legislation in
Victoria for the first time. As I indicated to the
chamber, that scheme is already underway — from
1 January this year.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you, Minister. In relation
to the diversion schemes, of course they are designed
for low-level crime, but some of those children who
might be involved in some of those crimes might have a
drug problem or be at risk of being exposed to drugs. In
your opening statement you said it is straying a little bit
from the bill. I think it is really important and that is
what I was asking you about in terms of the wait times.
I will follow that up with Minister Foley, as you
suggest that I do, in terms of what are the wait times for
these people. You also said the prosecutors have a role
in deciding who is appropriate for these diversion
programs and what that might be. I am assuming that
drug and alcohol rehabilitation and counselling might
part of that; is that correct?
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you. What I can advise
the member is that it is obviously, as I explained, at the
magistrate’s discretion as to the types of conditions that
they might attach to the types of activities that the
young person would have to undertake as part of this
diversion program. That may well involve drug and
alcohol rehabilitation programs. In fact a referral will
occur from the court to the service, and then obviously
it is a matter for the service to provide that access to
that young person. As I indicated to the member — it is
not that I am trying to be unhelpful here — in terms of
funding and those types of programs they are matters
that sit with Minister Foley in his capacity as Minister
for Mental Health in terms of drug rehab programs
more broadly in the community, and that would also be
the case for young people.
I would also make the point to the member, given the
opposition’s concern about youth control orders, that in
a similar way young people might be required to
undertake drug and alcohol rehabilitation programs as a
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condition of a youth control order. The attraction of the
diversion system that we are putting in place in the
legislation, as well as the very rigorous conditions that
we are attaching to the youth control orders, means that
we can put in place more onerous obligations on a
young person to make sure that they do address the
causal factors of why they are offending in the first
place. So, if there are drug and alcohol issues that have
been involved or anger management issues or whatever
it might be, it is important that the court has the ability
to attach these specific activities and conditions as part
of these orders to ensure that these matters are
addressed.
I do make the point that both the diversion scheme and
youth control orders have been very strongly supported
by our Children’s Court. They are very pleased by the
fact that the legislation is now going to arm them
effectively with more ability to ensure that young
people must comply with particular conditions attached
to those orders in terms of addressing the causal factors
of their offending. If we are serious about making sure
that we can rehabilitate young offenders, then that has
to be the case.
I know that there are other regimes that exist, including
New Zealand, which I visited. I looked at issues around
the ability of the courts there to make exactly these
types of orders and ensure that young offenders can
effectively get some therapeutic assistance with causal
factors to their offending. So we are really putting in
place here some additional measures so that the court
can ensure that young people can try and turn their lives
around and get them back on track. That has got to be
something that we should all be supportive of as we try
and address the issue of youth crime and youth
offending in our state.
I also want to make the point, given that we are talking
about funding and so on around drug rehabilitation
programs, that in introducing the youth control orders
in this bill the government did announce a package of
dedicated funding late last year for a range of measures,
including the youth control orders and more intensive
bail supervision as well. Some of that funding that we
have set aside for the youth control orders could
potentially be used to provide drug and alcohol
rehabilitation if that is what the court decides a young
person needs. So we have put some additional
resources into the system through the youth control
orders to ensure that we can prioritise access for those
young offenders accessing drug and alcohol
rehabilitation.
I think that should really be a matter that is beyond
politics. I think most people in the community would
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say it is a bit of a no-brainer, really, to make sure that
we try and nip in the bud youth offending. Some young
people will make mistakes, and they will make some
very stupid and big mistakes, but when we look at how
we can save the community a whole lot of angst and
cost and also ensure that that young person can live a
productive life it is important that we are serious about
trying to link young people into appropriate programs. I
am very proud of the fact that in the $50 million
package that I announced recently in response to the
Ogloff-Armytage review a really important feature was
the biggest ever expansion of rehabilitation programs
for young people in custody. None of these things are
about saying anybody is tough on crime or not tough on
crime; it is about being smart. Labor governments
always pride themselves on putting in place initiatives
that go to the causal factors of crime, because we want
to make sure we can turn people’s lives around, and the
earlier we can do that work and the younger people are
when we do, the better off the whole community will
be in terms of making sure that those young people get
that additional chance.
Just recently I was with the Minister for Industry and
Employment, Mr Noonan, when he announced some
new money for employment programs and prioritising
young people in the criminal justice system. I met a
young woman there who had had issues with the
criminal justice system from a very young age; she had
disengaged from her school from a very young age, and
as part of this employment program she was working
for a chocolate company, Pana Chocolates in
Richmond, and had gone on to get her first certificate
qualification — the first formal qualification that she
had had in her life. The pride that I saw in this young
woman’s eyes from her having managed to achieve
this, to get her life on track and to end her antisocial
behaviour was tremendous. That is what we are seeking
to achieve here — making sure that we can provide
more support to young people, whether it is through
accessing diversion or drug rehab or employment
programs or through keeping them engaged in school to
help them to be productive citizens in our society.
Ms CROZIER — Minister, you mentioned
community and integration activities. I am just
wondering what percentage of young people
participated in those integration activities and programs
in the 2016–17 year. Were drug and alcohol
rehabilitation programs a part of that?
Ms MIKAKOS — Are you asking, so I am clear,
Ms Crozier, in relation to young people in the diversion
program or on community-based orders more broadly?
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Ms CROZIER — You talked about the example in
the general community, but even in youth justice — in
those community integration activities that they might
be coming out of from youth justice facilities back into
the community — how many of those were there in the
last financial year? What numbers entered into drug and
alcohol rehabilitation programs as well?
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you for that question. The
advice I have is that there is a reference in budget
paper 3 to clients participating in community
reintegration activities. The figures there are expressed
as a percentage, so I refer the member to that. For the
2016–17 year the target was 65 per cent, and in fact the
expected outcome for that financial year was also
65 per cent.
Ms CROZIER — Was that a reduction from
previous years?
Ms MIKAKOS — In fact it is an increase. The
2015–16 actual was 59 per cent. However, the 2015–16
actual was lower than the target due to fewer young
people in youth justice centres being eligible to
participate in a community reintegration activity. I am
certainly happy to seek further advice on this matter. If
there are specific numbers that we can provide to the
member, I am happy to provide those. The
departmental officials in the box are indicating to me
that it is very unclear exactly what the activities are that
you are interested in because it could be a range of
things. It might be difficult to quantify, but we will
certainly look to see what data we can provide to the
member at the conclusion of the debate.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you for that undertaking,
Minister. I am interested in the drug and alcohol
rehabilitation figures, actually. This is part of the
Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS)
reporting data, I think, as you are well aware.
I know Ms Springle has some questions, and I want to
go to clause 13. I do not want to be too flippant about
this, but before I do go to that I will just make one other
point in relation to what you and your department have
done previously, Minister, in relation to some freedom
of information documents. This is in relation to the
passing of this bill. I know that this is an important one
to you, but I just want to try and understand why these
celebrations are taking place. A morning tea was held
to celebrate the passage of the Children Legislation
Amendment Act 2016 in March 2016, and with the safe
access zones legislation you also celebrated another
passing of a bill. Those figures sort of add up over time.
Are you going to have similar celebrations for your
department for this? Minister, there are hundreds of
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dollars here that are being spent by your department to
celebrate the passage of bills, so I just want to know if
you will be doing it for this one.
Ms MIKAKOS — Acting President, we have had a
very serious committee stage up until now. I would
certainly hope that we can continue in that vein. The
member has referred to costs for the passage of the safe
access zones legislation. That was not even my act; it
was a health minister act. I do not think it is helpful in
debating an important piece of legislation here that the
member is making flippant comments along those lines.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 4 agreed to.
Clause 5
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My questions pertain to when certain proceedings may
be heard in the higher courts. My first question is: what
is the current procedure for having matters where
children are charged with murder, manslaughter, arson
causing death or culpable driving causing death heard
in the higher courts? What is the implication of having
a matter heard in the higher court for a young person?
Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for her
question. There are already certain types of offences for
which young offenders could be tried in the higher
courts, as the member has referred to, and these relate
to homicide offences — for example, murder,
attempted murder, manslaughter, child homicide, arson
causing death and culpable driving causing death. All
homicide offences will continue to be uplifted to the
Supreme Court. The bill establishes or creates two new
categories of serious youth offences to increase the
consequences for young offenders who commit very
serious offences, such as aggravated home invasion,
and those who repeatedly commit serious offences. I
am sure we are going to get into more discussion about
this — the category A and B offences — so I will leave
that for the moment. The bill creates a presumption that
cases involving category A offences when the accused
is aged 16 or over will be uplifted from the Children’s
Court to a higher court. Essentially the consequence,
which is what the member’s question was about, is that
there will be a broader range of sentencing options
available to a higher court that apply under the
Sentencing Act 1991 rather than the Children, Youth
and Families Act 2005. If the matters go to the County
Court or the Supreme Court and the accused pleads not
guilty, they would potentially have a jury trial as well.
Those are the two big changes in terms of a young
offender who has committed one of the serious offences
being uplifted to the higher courts.
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Ms SPRINGLE — Just to clarify, is that what
happens now or what will happen with the introduction
of this legislation?
Ms MIKAKOS — To be clear, Ms Springle,
currently certain types of offences go to the higher
courts if the accused is a young person, and I explained
that homicide offences are examples of those.
Terrorism offences are another example. What will
happen through this bill is that a broader range of
offences could potentially go to the higher courts.
Ms SPRINGLE — My question of clarification
pertained more to which act applies with this piece of
legislation. Is it the Children, Youth and Families Act
or the Sentencing Act?
Ms MIKAKOS — I think the easiest way to explain
this is that the higher court will have sentencing options
available to them under either of those two acts, so they
could sentence a young offender to youth justice
custody under the Children, Youth and Families Act or
they could apply a longer sentence under the
Sentencing Act such as that which would apply to an
adult offender. They have the option to choose, in the
appropriate circumstances, which sentencing option
they want to go for under either of those two acts.
Ms SPRINGLE — So it would be at the discretion
of the court. Are you able to tell us how often the higher
courts use the Sentencing Act as opposed to the
Children, Youth and Families Act for crimes involving
death?
Ms MIKAKOS — Whilst I do not have these
figures at hand, I would be happy to provide them to
the member later. But what I can advise the member is
that thankfully there are few young offenders who
commit homicide offences every year — let us hope
that remains the case — and therefore it would be a
small number of young people who would currently be
uplifted to the higher courts for those very serious
offences.
Ms SPRINGLE — Thank you, Minister. I would
just like to move on to ask about how this clause fits in
with the victims charter, which requires that victims are
able to participate in decisions about their cases, such as
through the group conferencing that is currently used in
the Children’s Court.
Ms MIKAKOS — The types of offences where
group conferencing is used tend to be, I guess, not
typically these very serious offences that we are talking
about that will now go to the higher courts. I am not
saying that it will never be the case, but that is not
typically the case. Coming to the issue that was at the
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heart of the member’s question around victims having a
voice, there is a requirement for victim impact
statements and that would still apply in the County
Court and the Supreme Court, so victims would
certainly have an opportunity to explain to the court the
impact of the crime on them. I do think that is a really
important feature of our justice system — that victims
do have that opportunity. I make the point to the
member that, having sat in on a group conferencing
matter myself many years ago, I have also seen the
power of those processes as well and having a young
offender presented with a victim was a very powerful
aspect of that particular process. But it is important that
the member does understand that victims will continue
to have a role through these reforms, even if matters are
uplifted to a higher court.
Clause agreed to; clauses 6 to 12 agreed to.
Clause 13
Ms CROZIER — Minister, in your summing up
you spoke about the intensive supervision by court and
youth justice workers for the youth control orders. I
note that clause 13 in this part of the bill, part 3, does
speak about providing ‘intensive, targeted supervision
to the child, to help him or her to develop an ability to
abide by the law’. How will monitoring be undertaken
under youth control orders?
Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for the
question. I guess it is important to give a little bit of
context first about youth control orders. Youth control
orders are being introduced to provide for intensive
monitoring and supervision of young offenders. They
are based on a successful therapeutic model that
operates in New Zealand and they have the strong
support of the Victorian Children’s Court. They are
designed for those young offenders who are regarded as
having the potential to be rehabilitated with intensive
support from youth justice and ongoing supervision by
the court.
In answer to the member’s question, there will be
intensive supervision both by the court, at least monthly
in the first half of the youth control order, and by youth
justice staff themselves as part of the commitment of
the government to introduce these orders. We have also
provided additional funding, which I alluded to earlier.
A package was announced in the budget. The
government’s investment includes additional funding
for Victoria Legal Aid as well as funding for the
Children’s Court and funding for the department to
implement the youth control orders and intensive bail
program. That means that additional youth justice
workers will be recruited as part of this process to make
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sure that there is adequate supervision of young
offenders under these orders.
Ms CROZIER — I thank the minister for that
answer, but could I get some clarification? I am not
sure about what the supervision means, and I presume it
is on an individual basis. You said you have put in
additional resources that — correct me if I am
wrong — the court would be monitoring on a monthly
basis and youth justice workers would be in place. How
often will those youth justice workers be engaging with
a young person on a youth control order is what I am
trying to determine.
Ms MIKAKOS — A youth control order will
involve intensive community-based monitoring and
supervision for a sentenced young person. It will also
require the young person to come back before the court
on a regular basis for the court to monitor compliance.
The order could provide for a variety of optional
conditions. It could, for example, include restrictions on
the young person’s use of social media if their use of
social media has created genuine concerns for
community safety. Every young person on a youth
control order will need to participate in education,
training or work and will receive the support and
assistance they need to do so. In terms of the level of
supervision by youth justice workers, obviously it will
vary according to what the court regards as appropriate,
but it could potentially be as frequently as every day.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you, Minister. With the
orders that we already have in place, the non-custodial
orders, why could the things that you have just
mentioned — the monitoring of social media — not be
applied to those orders?
Ms MIKAKOS — There is the ability of the court
to attach some conditions to other community-based
orders, but the bill is very prescriptive in relation to
youth control orders. It is certainly far more prescriptive
than is the case in relation to any other
community-based order in terms of eligibility, in terms
of conditions that could be applied and in terms of
prescribing in considerable detail things such as the
planning meetings that will need to happen in relation
to these young offenders. So taking it to a new level is I
guess how you could describe it. There is some ability
at the moment to do so under the existing orders, but
this is being far more prescriptive in nature than has
been the case in relation to other community-based
orders, which leads me to the point that I want to make.
I do not want to harp on this too much, but given that
that is the case, hence my big surprise that the coalition
would actually have opposed the youth control orders,
because what you would hope to achieve is that, if you
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have got younger people in community-based orders,
you would want the court to have the ability to ensure
that they engage in appropriate programs to rehabilitate
and be productive members of the community.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you very much. Minister,
we have got diversion programs in place that are
running across the state for low-level crimes. We have
got the new categories in this bill for very serious
crimes — the category As and the category Bs. What
sort of offences will be applied to these youth control
orders?
Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for her
question. As is the case at the moment with all
community-based orders, it is a matter for the court’s
discretion as to the suitability of a young person to be
sentenced to such a community-based order. That will
not change in that sense, but I do make the point to the
member that the bill is very prescriptive about the
eligibility requirements for the court to be able to
consider someone for a youth control order.
For example, the bill includes a number of provisions
that ensure that only a suitable young person is placed
on a youth control order. These include that the court
will make inquiries of the secretary and be satisfied that
the child or the young person is a suitable person to be
placed on a youth control order; that the court has
regard to the person’s behaviour on any bail
supervision program in which he or she has
participated; their behaviour on remand if that is
applicable; the extent to which they have acknowledged
responsibility for their offending; the availability of
education, training or work opportunities for that
person; their willingness to engage in education,
education, training or work; the report of the youth
control order planning meeting held for that person; and
any other matter the court considers relevant. So it is
prescriptive in terms of eligibility, and the court does
have to have regard to a number of matters as well in
terms of determining whether to make a youth control
order.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you, Minister. Minister,
you have just said that the bill is fairly prescriptive in
relation to the what the court must do if they make a
youth control order. In the Attorney-General’s
second-reading speech he said:
The youth control order is a new sentencing option targeted at
children who would otherwise be sentenced to detention
because of the seriousness or ongoing nature of their
offending …

My concerns and the coalition’s concerns are in relation
to some of those offences, and that is why I asked that
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question — because of what the Attorney-General said
and the serious nature of these youth control orders.
You used social media as an example — if social media
was putting the community at risk. Can you guarantee,
then, that the community will be safe from somebody
who is on a youth control order?
Ms MIKAKOS — I think it is important to explain
to the member that there already is a hierarchy of
sentencing that exists under the act, and it was the case
under the previous government. It has been a
longstanding provision that does provide for
community-based orders to be put in place as a
sentence by the Children’s Court in relation to
offending, and it does not prescribe what those types of
offences are. That has been in place for a long time, and
in fact all of those community-based orders in terms of
how the hierarchy works are effectively an alternative
to custody. There is no change to that; the only change
is that a new type of order has been inserted into this
hierarchy that is far more prescriptive in nature in terms
of eligibility, firstly, and in terms of the mandatory
conditions for a youth control order. I gave the member
one example about social media; there is a very long
list, and I am happy to go through it. If a person is
placed on a youth control order — and this is all spelt
out in new section 409F(1) — the order will be subject
to the following requirements to:
… not commit another offence, whether within or outside
Victoria, during the period that the order is in force;
… report to the Secretary within 2 working days after the
order is made;
… report to the Secretary, as required by the Secretary, during
the period that the order is in force;
… comply with any lawful and reasonable directions given
by the Secretary;
… attend the Court as directed by the Court …
… participate in education, training or work (whether paid or
unpaid), for some or all of the period that the order is in force;
… notify the Secretary of any change in the child’s residence,
school or employment within 2 working days after the
change —
… not leave Victoria without the permission of the Secretary.

In making a youth control order, the court may have
regard to a young person’s youth control order plan and
personal circumstances and can also impose the
following requirements as additional conditions. These
include, to be inserted in new section 409F(2), that
they:
… participate in one or more community service activities;
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… undergo treatment for drug or alcohol dependence —

and we have discussed that already —
… attend a counselling or treatment service of any kind;
… reside at a specified address;
… not leave his or her place of residence between specified
hours on specified days;
… not contact specified persons;
… attend and participate in a group conference;
… participate in cultural programs or attend culturally
specific community support services —

and social media is also in my list, which I have
referred to already —
… not visit particular places or areas, or only visit the places
or areas at specified times —

and —
… if a pre-sentence report includes a statement from the
Secretary that the child has an intellectual disability within the
meaning of the Disability Act 2006, that the child participate
in disability services available under that Act as directed by
the Secretary —

and finally —
… any other requirement that the Court considers appropriate,
having regard to the circumstances of the child.

The point I would make to the member is that there is a
very prescriptive list of mandatory conditions that could
be put in place in relation to youth control orders — a
very long list of mandatory conditions — and the court
has available to it a further list of additional
requirements that they could impose. I referred to drug
and alcohol counselling earlier. I talked about how the
additional funding that we have put in place could also
prioritise access. There is a very prescriptive list.
I know the opposition has sought to characterise this in
some way as a soft option. Nothing could be further
from the truth. We want to make sure that if a young
person is put on a community-based order that they
have to undertake a whole range of things whilst they
are out in the community. They will be subject to a
higher level of supervision than they would otherwise
be subject to under the existing community-based
orders. This is a very important reform, strongly
supported by the court, and it puts in place far more
prescriptive conditions for young offenders.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you, Minister. I note that
you did not answer the question. That is a long list, but
as the Attorney-General himself said, these youths are
not in detention because of the seriousness or ongoing
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nature of their offending. However, they have got these
options. These options are prescriptive — you have just
listed them — but do you concede that youths could go
on and commit serious crimes even with these
prescriptive orders in place?
Ms MIKAKOS — I made the point to the member
that under the regime that existed during the time of the
previous government there were community-based
orders and young people were sentenced on
community-based orders. They were under maybe a
youth supervision order or a youth attendance order and
they had far less prescriptive conditions attached to
them whilst they were out in the community. Guess
what? Some of them did go on to reoffend. If the
member wants to come in and ask ridiculous questions
like that, she can do so, but the whole point of putting a
young person on a youth control order and attaching all
these additional conditions to them and putting in place
all the additional supervision is to minimise risk to the
community. That is absolutely what it is about. It is
about minimising risk. It is about making sure we can
address the causal factors of their offending so that they
do not go on to reoffend, and that is certainly what we
are all seeking to achieve here. It is a range of reforms
that seek to ensure that we can reduce crime and youth
offending in the community.
Ms CROZIER — In the definitions that are in
part 1 of the bill a child is defined as being under 18
years of age. In part 3 of the bill new section 409B(2)
states:
The term of a youth control order must not exceed 12 months
and must not extend beyond the child’s twenty-first birthday.

Could you just clarify that for the committee? I am
assuming that is concurrent, so if the control order was
applied prior to the 18th birthday of an offender this
would apply. Could you just clarify that part of the bill
for me, please?
Ms MIKAKOS — I can advise the member that as
is the case currently with any community-based order a
young offender would need to have committed an
offence while under 18, but the matter can still be heard
by the Children’s Court provided that the proceedings
commenced before they turned 19. That is what
happens currently. The point I am making to the
member is that what will apply in terms of age
eligibility for a youth control order is the same as is the
case at the moment for community-based orders.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you, Minister. And the
youth control order is for a period of 12 months,
according to the Attorney-General’s second-reading
speech?
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Ms MIKAKOS — Yes, I can confirm that there is a
maximum of 12 months.
Ms CROZIER — I am sorry to be slightly tedious
on this, Minister, but if an offence is committed by a
youth prior to the age of 18, a youth control order goes
for up to a 12-month period and, as you said,
community orders are up to the age of 19. I am just
wondering why in the part of the bill I referred to it says
‘under twenty-one’?
Ms MIKAKOS — Can you just explain to me
where you are looking in the bill?
Ms CROZIER — It is in part 3, new
section 409B(2). It is that period between the ages 19
and 21 that I am querying.
Ms MIKAKOS — I think I understand the
member’s question now. The eligibility for a youth
control order, as I explained, is the same as any
community-based order, and the court’s jurisdiction
relates to an offence that is committed whilst the young
offender is under 18 and the proceedings have
commenced, as I explained before, before they turn 19.
Now, a youth control order must not exceed 12 months
under the provision that the member referred to and
also cannot extend beyond the young person’s
21st birthday.
The reason there might be a discrepancy, I guess is how
the member would see it, between the time lines is that
there is an outer limit, an end age of 21, and that is
because there may well be some delays for the matter to
go through the courts. Whilst the jurisdiction of the
court says that the proceedings have to commence
before they turn 19, it might well be the case that the
matter has been adjourned off for some reason. It takes
some months to go through the court process, and then
they get their sentence. Their sentence is a maximum of
12 months, and they might be getting a little bit
over 20, if that makes sense. Hence the bill specifies
that we do not want this to be a continuous, ongoing
process — that there is an end date in terms of
eligibility of a youth control order not extending
beyond that young person’s 21st birthday.
Ms SPRINGLE — I would like to go back to when
Ms Crozier was talking about the different orders that
currently exist, and this is obviously a new one that is
added to that list. With the introduction of these, there
will obviously be a range of different community-based
orders which can apply to young people, including
youth supervision orders and probation orders. Was
there any consideration of bundling them all up into a
community correction order-style catch-all that gives

CHILDREN AND JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (YOUTH JUSTICE REFORM) BILL 2017
4574

COUNCIL

maximum discretion to the court based on its
assessment of the needs of the young person and their
community?
Ms MIKAKOS — I can advise the member that
obviously the government would have considered a
range of options in terms of addressing youth offending
issues. There are already a number of community-based
orders, and the member gave us examples of some in
her question. They do have some conditions that the
court can put in place on a young person, but they are
not as prescriptive as the youth control order. There is
considerable discretion for the court already in relation
to those matters in terms of the suitability of conditions
under those other orders, but the difference here with
the youth control orders is there is a far more
prescriptive list of mandatory conditions. The
government did consider it appropriate to be able to
mandate a very long list of conditions that the court
could put in place. Whilst some might characterise that
as a punitive thing, I think it is an appropriate balance to
be sure of what the court has available to it. We are
sending a message to the court as a Parliament that the
court should consider a higher level of supervision and
prescription in terms of the types of programs and
activities that we would expect a young offender to
undertake whilst they are on that youth control order.
I guess the short answer to the member’s question is: of
course we considered a range of options, but we did
think it was more appropriate to put in place a higher
level of prescription in this case. There is still
considerable discretion available to the court in relation
to the broad suite of community-based orders, but we
thought in relation to this and where it sits in the
sentencing hierarchy that it was appropriate to be far
more prescriptive in nature.
Ms SPRINGLE — Thank you, Minister. You have
talked about the prescriptive nature of these orders and
how closely involved the youth justice workers will be
with those on these orders. Leading on from that, and I
suspect that is part of the answer to this question but
what I would like to know is: if there were a scenario
where a youth justice worker was not giving the support
that the young person needed, and that young person
breached the conditions of the order — and it may well
be that the breach was a far lesser offence than what
they were put onto the order for in the first place, so it
would actually be an improvement in behaviour but be
still a failure and a breach of the order — is there some
appeals mechanism that the young person has access to
in that case, if they were to breach the order but had not
really been given access to the supports and services
that they needed?
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Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for her
question. If a young person breaches a youth control
order, the court must impose a sentence of detention
unless there are exceptional circumstances supporting
an alternative outcome. This is set out in new
section 409R. These exceptional circumstances mean
that a breach of a youth control order does not equate to
mandatory sentencing. It is a narrow discretion which
will enable the courts to impose appropriate sentences
in each case, for example, where a youth control order
is breached by a young person with a severe intellectual
disability.
The point that I would make to the member is that there
is now going to be far more regular monitoring by the
court of young people under a youth control order, and
I would imagine that a magistrate who had a sense that
a young person was not getting access to the supports
they needed would have something to say about that.
Ms SPRINGLE — I am sure they would. I am
certainly not suggesting that they are not well equipped
to make those assessments. What I am asking is: is
there an appeals process if a young person feels like
they have not been supported properly by the worker
that they have been assigned to or they have not had
access to services? As Ms Crozier was pointing to
earlier, there is a deficiency in services and access to
services and perhaps they should have a right to natural
justice in that way.
Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for her
question. The point I was making to the member earlier
is that there is going to be a lot more ongoing
monitoring by the court and also by youth justice
workers. The bill has in place a range of processes
around youth control order planning meetings. A young
person would be able to have an advocate potentially
through those processes as well. They would be able to
raise these issues around access to services, for
example, through those services. I make the point that
our youth justice workers set out to help young people
to succeed. They are very committed individuals who
work to make sure that young people can be supported
to turn their lives around. Certainly in that sense there
will be opportunities through those processes for young
people themselves or their advocates to raise any issues
of concern.
Obviously, as I indicated earlier, the court itself may
well express a view about these matters. There are,
however, very limited exceptional circumstances set out
in the bill in terms of a potential breach. In that sense
there is not an appealable mechanism, I guess, around
the breach, but once young person is sentenced — if
they committed a breach and they were sentenced to
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custody — then they could potentially appeal that
sentence as they could appeal any sentence.
Ms CROZIER — Minister, you referred earlier to
your visit to New Zealand and the model there. You
have based this bill on the model from New Zealand. I
am just wondering: what percentage of young offenders
are on youth control orders in New Zealand?
Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for her
question. I certainly did not want to give her the
impression that we have brought to Victoria New
Zealand’s system or a specific type of order from New
Zealand. I am not aware if there is anything directly
referred to as a youth control order in New Zealand.
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more broadly I make the point to the member that in
terms of remand issues the budget this year invested
$3.4 million to establish a fast-track remand court to
speed up processing of young people on remand, and
that commenced operation at the Melbourne Children’s
Court on 29 May of this year. Additional resources also
went to staffing and resources at the Children’s Court,
Victoria Legal Aid and Victoria Police.
In addition, in relation to the youth control orders
themselves more specifically, I indicated to the member
that there is also additional funding for the
implementation of youth control orders and additional
funding for the Children’s Court and for Victoria Legal
Aid, as well as for the department itself in terms of
recruiting more youth justice workers to implement
both the youth control orders as well as the intensive
bail supervision program being implemented as part of
this package of reforms. Obviously we will continue to
talk to the Children’s Court about their particular needs
going forward. The Attorney-General has very regular
discussions with the court, as do I, and obviously we
will be continuing to have a dialogue with the court.
We have provided additional resources to the court in
relation to this particular reform.

The point I was seeking to make was that an important
feature of the New Zealand system is a far greater
emphasis on judicial monitoring and also case planning
meetings than we have had in the past. Those two
aspects, those two features of their system, which I was
impressed to see, are a key feature of what we are
introducing in the youth control orders here as well.
There will be, as I explained, far more judicial
monitoring and oversight by the court through the
regular reports that will now occur on any young person
subject to a youth control order, and also through case
planning, with the experts and workers coming together
through the use of control order planning meetings —
various people working together to make sure that there
is a successful outcome for that young person whilst
they are subject to the order. Those two features from
New Zealand are key features also of our youth control
orders, but I think it would be an incorrect
characterisation to suggest that we have transplanted a
particular order from their regime to our jurisdiction.

Ms SPRINGLE — This is pertaining to the
non-accountable parental undertakings as part of the
youth control orders. My question is: given that so
many young people in the youth justice system have
had experiences in child protection, including in
long-term foster care, how will the increase in family
members’ accountability for ensuring their child
complies with the youth control orders actually work in
practice and how will families undertake certain
measures or be able to support compliance?

Ms CROZIER — Thank you, Minister. I suppose
what I am concerned about is that we have huge
numbers of young people on remand. The Children’s
Court is very stretched at the moment with the current
demands within the system. With the increased
monitoring and the planning and supervision that will
be required because of this bill, even though you have
said you are putting more resources into youth justice
workers and also the courts, how will that really apply?
Are you envisaging further delays in the system, or do
you see the court being able to handle what this bill
proposes?

Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for her
question. Clause 13 inserts a new section 409 into the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005. It provides the
court with the ability to order a child’s parent to provide
an undertaking to support the child to comply with the
youth control order. The undertaking is not enforceable
because if parents were punished for failure to comply,
this may increase hardship for families already in crisis
and increase the risk of a child reoffending. The
Secretary of the Department of Health and Human
Services is excluded from the definition of ‘parent’ in
the act so will not be captured by this provision.

Ms MIKAKOS — I assure the member that my
department has been working very closely with the
Children’s Court in relation to this particular reform. As
I have indicated I think on a number of occasions now,
the Children’s Court is very supportive of the youth
control orders. In relation to pressures on the court

The point I would make to the member is that, yes, we
are well aware of the types of circumstances and
backgrounds of young people coming into our youth
justice system, but it has been changing in recent years.
I have talked about this in the house before. If you have
a look at the Youth Parole Board data around these
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matters, published in their annual report every year, it is
not the case that all young people come from a child
protection background. In fact increasingly there are
young people committing some very serious violent
offences who have no history at all with the child
protection or out-of-home care system, and we need to
be mindful of those issues as well. I accept the point
that the member makes — that some of these young
people may not have very strong family networks
around them. That is a very sad thing to see.
When I have attended Youth Parole Board meetings I
have actually been really heartened when I have seen a
parent present because I know that that additional
support from family probably increases the
opportunities for the young person to turn their life
around. What we want to encourage, through this
particular provision, is the engagement of families and
parents more in their child’s circumstances, because if
they do have that appropriate support provided to them,
they are more likely to be successful in complying with
all the conditions of the youth control order. So I can be
really clear about this: this is not designed to be
punitive of parents. This is designed to engage parents
in the welfare and the future of their children and to
make sure that they can be part of the process of turning
their child’s life around.
Ms SPRINGLE — I think you said initially that it is
not enforceable, so would that be the key element in
that?
Ms MIKAKOS — Yes.
Ms SPRINGLE — Thank you.
Clause agreed to; clauses 14 to 20 agreed to.
Clause 21
Ms SPRINGLE — My question pertains to the
exceptional circumstances in this clause. It would be
really useful if the minister could give me some
examples of what is meant by ‘exceptional
circumstances’ which may apply. For example, would
it be intellectual disability, mental illness,
homelessness, drug dependence or something like that?
Also, is there a definition of ‘exceptional
circumstances’ or is it left to the discretion of the court?
Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for her
question. The expression ‘exceptional circumstances’ is
not defined in the bill. I make the point to the member
that that expression is used in the act currently. It is a
concept that the court would be familiar with in terms
of the types of circumstances that it would regard as
falling within those exceptional circumstances.

Thursday, 7 September 2017

Certainly the types of examples that the member gave
could well fall within the scope of exceptional
circumstances.
Ms SPRINGLE — Can I just inquire about the
evidence base on which the government wants to,
seemingly, limit dual-track sentencing options
according to offence type as opposed to according to an
assessment of a young person and what is driving him
or her to offend?
Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for her
question. I make the point to the member, firstly, that
the dual-track system has been in place in Victoria for a
very, very long time — decades in fact — and I am
pretty sure it goes back to the 1950s. That would be my
recollection in terms of its duration. The dual-track
system allows adult courts in certain circumstances to
sentence young offenders aged 18 to 20 to serve a
custodial sentence in a youth detention facility rather
than an adult prison. It has really been designed to
protect young offenders with good prospects of
rehabilitation from entering the adult prison system at a
young age, and it goes to issues around vulnerability.
However, the dual-track system was not designed for
very serious or recidivist offenders. The bill will limit
the ability for serious young offenders aged between 18
and 20 to be sentenced to a period of detention in a
youth justice facility. Where an offender is convicted of
a category A or category B offence, after having
previously been convicted of a category A or B serious
youth offence, the option of youth detention will no
longer be available. Instead, if a custodial sentence is
imposed, it must be served in an adult jail. The bill is
proposing to limit the ability of serious youth offenders
aged 18 to 21 to be sentenced to a period of detention in
youth justice facilities. As I explained, in those
particular circumstances of serious offending, it really
is an issue of aligning with community expectations.
We have seen young offenders sentenced to dual track
who have committed quite serious offences, and I do
not believe that that accords with community
expectations in those circumstances.
Ms SPRINGLE — My understanding I suppose
would be that dual track would not necessarily be
deemed an option for those serious offences.
Ms MIKAKOS — It is currently the case. We have
had young people who have been sentenced to dual
track who have served a period of detention in what is a
low-security setting at the moment at Malmsbury. The
difficulty under the current legislation has been the
difficulty for our youth justice system to adequately
manage those young offenders in those circumstances,
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because there are no other options available in terms of
where they might be placed. I think it is appropriate to
reflect community expectations around violent serious
offending, and unfortunately, as I have explained, the
types of young people that we have seen more recently
have changed. The very violent offending that they
have been involved in is of concern to the government,
as it is to the community. This is why we are
responding accordingly.
It is also important that our youth justice system is
adequately equipped to be able to manage these young
offenders whilst they are incarcerated. The system of
dual track was really set up historically with a different
type of young offender in mind. Because of the changes
we have seen in youth offending in recent years, the
legislation really has not kept up with the type of
offending. This is why we are making these changes.
The dual-track system will continue to exist of course,
but it will exclude certain types of offenders in future
through this particular change.
Ms SPRINGLE — I am going to ask this question
just so I am clear, because perhaps I have a
misunderstanding of how this works. My understanding
is that when a young offender is sentenced they actually
do go into the adult criminal justice system first, then
the dual-track system is enacted after they have been
incarcerated and they are transferred to a youth
detention centre. Is that not currently the case?
Ms MIKAKOS — I just want to explain to the
member that it is possible that the scenario that she has
just given could occur, and the transfer could then take
place subsequently to a youth justice centre, but it is
also possible that the court could sentence a young
person to dual track and they would be serving their
sentence in a youth justice facility from day one. Either
of those scenarios is possible under the current act at
the moment. What we are seeking to do here is to
exclude very serious offenders from being able to serve
their time of custody in a youth justice facility.
Clause agreed to; clauses 22 to 64 agreed to.
Part heading preceding new clause
Ms MIKAKOS — I move:
1.

Page 80, before line 1, insert the following heading—
“Part 11 — Amendments relating to review of Act”.

I did foreshadow two house amendments much earlier.
Hopefully members have had some time now to
consider them. In essence this amendment and
amendment 2 seek to enshrine in the act a requirement
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that there be a review mechanism for these legislative
changes into the future.
The starting point in relation to this issue is to put on
the record that as a government we have just completed
a very wide reaching review. It was a root and branch
review of the entire system conducted by Professor Jim
Ogloff and Penny Armytage, two very knowledgeable
and experienced individuals. I thank them for their
considerable amount of work undertaken over many,
many months. They have produced a very extensive
report that goes for more than 700 pages, and the
government is currently in the process of implementing
its recommendations. I will not go into all the details of
that because I spoke about it earlier. I just make the
point that already we have announced $50 million in
funding to implement some of the priority
recommendations in this particular report. Considerable
work is underway to progress the recommendations of
that particular report. I certainly commend that report to
members but particularly to those who are involved
with the parliamentary inquiry because I believe that a
lot of work was done that effectively makes that inquiry
process redundant.
Nevertheless, having said that, we as a government are
always interested to ensure that legislation is effective
and that it is achieving its policy aims over time. I want
to put on the record that the government has had
discussions with Ms Springle on behalf of the Greens
party in relation to her desire to see a formal review
mechanism into the future. It almost makes the
parliamentary process a bit redundant yet again, I
would make the point, because there will be another
review mechanism coming in the future. Regardless,
there will be an opportunity through this legislative
provision to have a formal review mechanism put in
place.
Amendment 2 creates a new part 5.9 in the Children,
Youth and Families Act 2005. It contains a new
section 492B, which requires the minister to review the
effect of the amendments made by the Children and
Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice Reform)
Act 2017. The review will determine whether the
policy objectives of the act remain valid and whether
the amendments remain appropriate to achieve those
objectives. The review is to occur as soon as possible
after the third anniversary of the commencement of all
the provisions in the act. This will allow enough time
following the commencement of the act to collect
sufficient data for a robust review. The minister is then
to report to Parliament on the review not later than the
fourth anniversary of the commencement of all
provisions in the act.
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The review will consider the effects of the amendments
made by the act, whether adverse or otherwise, on rates
of offending and reoffending, incarceration of young
people, community safety and the long-term wellbeing
of children and young people in contact with the justice
system. The review will further consider the operation
of youth control orders; the operation of youth
diversion strategies and programs; the operation of the
dual-track system; the categorisation of certain offences
as serious youth offences and the effect of this
categorisation on decisions about bail, non-custodial
sentences and the placement of young adults in youth
justice centres; whether the incarceration of Aboriginal
or Torres Strait Islander children and young people has
increased or decreased as a proportion of the total
incarcerated population of young people in Victoria
following the enactment of the legislation; and whether
any additional legislative, administrative or policy
reform is necessary to improve the operation of
Victoria’s youth justice system.
I make the point to the member that in fact the
provisions in the review clause that we are inserting
into this bill are far more prescriptive in nature than the
terms of reference of the parliamentary inquiry that we
have underway at the moment. Anyway, I think it is an
appropriate mechanism to put in place. I thank
Ms Springle for the spirit in which she has engaged
with the government in relation to this particular review
mechanism. I think it has been a very constructive
discussion.
I certainly would hope that those kinds of constructive
discussions and dialogue could continue into the future,
because if we are all serious about addressing young
offending in our state and if we are serious about trying
to rehabilitate young people in this state, then there
needs to be some degree of working together on these
issues. Sadly, I believe that to date there has not been
any sense of cooperation around these issues. There has
been a lot of politics around these issues, and I think it
is important that we as legislators do fulfil our
responsibilities to our communities — that is, to make
sure that we can work together if possible to achieve
important reforms. I commend the amendment to the
committee, and I would certainly hope that all members
would support it.
Ms SPRINGLE — I would also like to commend
the amendment to the committee. I do thank the
government for taking on board our suggestions. They
have come directly from the sector. I do have a few
issues with the idea that we are all trying to play politics
with this issue, because that is certainly not the intent of
the Greens. In fact we worked very closely with the
sector the whole way through in our dealings with this
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issue, and we have stuck to our principles, I would
suggest. I am not rising to my feet to have an argument
about it. What I am very glad to see is that this is in the
legislation. It is important. It is different, in my view, to
the inquiry because there will be a review of exactly
how the legislation will work on the ground. There is a
lot of anxiety around this legislation in the sector. I
think we really need to acknowledge that. This provides
a vehicle so that they can express to the government
their views on any unintended repercussions at the end
of that three years to improve the system, and that is
what we all want. So I do thank Ms Mikakos for
agreeing to make the amendment to the legislation.
Ms CROZIER — I also rise to say that the
opposition coalition will be supporting the amendment
put by the government in relation to this review. Like
Ms Springle I believe that the current inquiry that is
being undertaken is a very important process. It is quite
different from this. Despite the government thinking
that this bill will be the panacea to solve all their woes
within youth justice, it is necessary to review
legislation. The opposition does have concerns about
youth control orders, about the extent of serious
offenders who will be out in the community and about
whether the community will be safe. The minister has
not answered the question and guaranteed that the
community will be safe with these young offenders
having greater options now available to them. That is
why this review will be important. We have had
concerns around the current non-custodial orders, and
they could have been further enhanced rather than
putting this further provision into the bill. We will see,
and that is why the opposition will be supporting this
review.
Amendment agreed to.
New clause
Ms MIKAKOS — I move:
2.

Insert the following New Clause to follow clause 64 and
the heading proposed by amendment number 1—
‘A New Part 5.9 inserted
After Part 5.8 of Chapter 5 of the Principal Act
insert—
“Part 5.9— Review of Children and Justice
Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice
Reform) Act 2017
492B Review of Children and Justice
Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice
Reform) Act 2017
(1) The Minister must undertake a review of the
amendments made to this Act and other Acts
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by the Children and Justice Legislation
Amendment (Youth Justice Reform) Act
2017 to determine whether the policy
objectives of the Children and Justice
Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice
Reform) Act 2017 remain valid and whether
the amendments made by that Act remain
appropriate to achieve those objectives.
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(4) The Minister must cause a report on the
review to be laid before each House of the
Parliament not later than 12 months after the
third anniversary of the first day on which all
the provisions of the Children and Justice
Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice
Reform) Act 2017 have commenced.”.’.

(2) The review is to be undertaken as soon as
possible after the third anniversary of the first
day on which all the provisions of the
Children and Justice Legislation
Amendment (Youth Justice Reform) Act
2017 have commenced.

Essentially this is the substance of the proposed change
that I spoke about before. The previous amendment was
just a new heading, and the second amendment is really
the substance and the heart of the amendments. I have
already spoken about them at some length so I do not
propose to do so again.

(3) Without limiting the matters that the review
may consider, the review must cover the
following matters—

Amendment agreed to; new clause agreed to;
clause 65 agreed to.

(a) the effects of the amendments made by
the Children and Justice Legislation
Amendment (Youth Justice Reform)
Act 2017, whether adverse or otherwise,
on the following—
(i)

rates of offending and re-offending;

(ii) incarceration of young people;
(iii) community safety;
(iv) the long-term well-being of
children and young people in
contact with the justice system;
(b) the operation of youth control orders;
(c) the operation of youth diversion
strategies and programs;
(d) the operation of the system known as the
dual track system;
(e) the categorisation of certain offences as
serious youth offences, and the effect of
this categorisation on decisions about
bail, non-custodial sentences and the
placement of young adults in youth
justice centres;
(f)

whether the incarceration of Aboriginal
or Torres Strait Islander children and
young people has increased or decreased
as a proportion of the total incarcerated
population of young people in Victoria
since the Children and Justice
Legislation Amendment (Youth
Justice Reform) Act 2017 received the
Royal Assent;

(g) whether any additional legislative,
administrative or policy reform is
necessary to improve the operation of
Victoria’s youth justice system.

Reported to house with amendments.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I move:
That this bill be now read a third time and do pass.

I thank members for their contributions during the
course of the debate that has now gone over many,
many sitting weeks.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

FIREFIGHTERS’ PRESUMPTIVE RIGHTS
COMPENSATION AND FIRE SERVICES
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (REFORM)
BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 June; motion of
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture).
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — What a
mess! What an absolute mess, because as members will
recall, on 12 June last year the Premier said, ‘This
dispute is over, and I fixed it’. Here we are, after this
bill has been in the house for months and months, and
the government is frantically circulating amendments to
the bill, frantically trying to get support from anyone
they can talk to to try and get this bill passed — after
months and months. After this whole bill was thought
up in the office of the Premier or the Department of
Premier and Cabinet, here we are with the government
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frantically trying to reinvent the wheel, restart the
process, trying to get this deal done and get this bill
through.
If you listen to the members of the government and
some others out there in the community, they say this is
all about the nasty Liberals playing politics with fire
services. So I thought I would start by quoting
extensively from an opinion piece from a former
minister for emergency services. It is an opinion piece
that was published in the Herald Sun of 6 June 2016
not by the Liberal minister at the time but by former
Labor minister for emergency services, Andre
Haermeyer. He said in this opinion piece:
The CFA is made up of more than 37 000 active,
professionally trained volunteer firefighters and another
20 000 volunteers in supplementary firefighting and support
roles.
Over recent years it has also taken on an increasing number of
paid, career firefighters, now numbering up to 900, to support
its volunteer base in high workload areas. As well as serving
rural Victoria, the CFA also serves outer urban Melbourne.
The 15 000 volunteers it has in metropolitan Melbourne
represent most of the CFA’s most highly trained and
motivated firelighters.
On bad fire days, and during catastrophic events like Black
Saturday, these volunteer firefighters in Melbourne’s outer
suburbs provide a powerful and highly mobile force of strike
teams capable of being dispatched anywhere in Victoria to
support local brigades in rural areas, as well as protecting
lives and property on the outer-urban fringe.
Without them we’d have had a great many more Black
Saturdays.

It is a very poignant, clear, strong point that has yet to
be appropriately addressed by the government in this
restructure that they are proposing. Let me say it again:
‘Without them we’d have had a great many more Black
Saturdays’. Sobering words to consider from the former
Labor emergency services minister.
He goes on to say:
Full-time career firefighters work in a sometimes dangerous
and hazardous occupation. They deserve the support of a
union that resolutely advocates for their workplace safety as
well as fair pay and conditions.
Meanwhile, the volunteers work in similarly dangerous and
hazardous conditions for no pay. They do it out of a
commitment to their community. The volunteers ask for little
more than respect for the critical role they serve and the
professionalism, training and experience they bring to the
role.

I put it to you, Acting President, that the government
absolutely show the volunteers no respect. In fact they

Thursday, 7 September 2017

kick sand in the faces of Country Fire Authority (CFA)
volunteers by developing this whole plan, this whole
legislation, out of the Department of Premier and
Cabinet or the Premier’s office, with no consultation
and no engagement, for nothing more than what many
have described as a political fix.
Mr Haermeyer went on to say:
For the jobs they are dispatched to, CFA volunteers are
trained to comparable standards as those of their paid
counterparts.

Mr Leane interjected.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Mr Leane, I am just quoting
from Andre Haermeyer’s opinion piece.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I am happy to take up
Mr Leane’s interjection, Acting President, but I am
merely citing the opinion piece from Andre Haermeyer,
a former Labor minister for emergency services, who
said:
For the jobs they are dispatched to, CFA volunteers are
trained to comparable standards as those of their paid
counterparts.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I note many government
members are saying, ‘No, they’re not’. Again, it is
further disrespect to the volunteers. He continued:
With bush and grass fires they are generally more
experienced than most career firefighters.
Some work that was done for the Emergency Services
Commissioner around 2003–04 revealed that for call-outs in
outer-urban areas of Melbourne, high-performing CFA
volunteer brigades performed to at least the same standards as
many career brigades.

He went on to say:
The UFU, which represents paid firefighters, has been a very
passionate and effective advocate for its members. But its
attitude to volunteers has often been dismissive. Many of its
demands in its current dispute with the CFA are Trojan horses
that would sideline CFA volunteers and undermine their
interests, with little or no real benefit for the paid firefighters
the UFU represents.
It would also undermine the operational authority of the
CFA’s chief officer and operational commanders as well as
compromise the fiduciary responsibilities of the CFA’s board
under the Country Fire Authority Act —

and we will get to that point in due course.
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Full-time paid firefighters deserve to have their safety and
interests protected, but so do volunteers.
The volunteers are the CFA.
Volunteers are 97 per cent of the CFA’s workforce and it
would be nothing without them.

He went on to conclude:
I faced a similar situation as Minister for Police and
Emergency Services in 2000. It was not until I offered my
resignation to the then Premier that I was able to get people’s
undivided attention to what was at stake, that a perilous
situation was averted and the CFA volunteers were backed
with additional support and resources.
Those who would put at risk the CFA’s massive volunteer
base are literally playing with fire.

A sobering way to set the context for this debate is to
quote extensively from the words of a former Labor
emergency services minister and his take on these
reforms that were cooked up in the Premier’s office
without any consultation with anyone involved in the
CFA.
Moving to the bill —
Mr Dalidakis — Your side weren’t so
complimentary about Andre when he was a minister.
Do you want me to read to you what you used to say
about him?
Mr O’DONOHUE — Sure. Go ahead.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Thank you, Mr Dalidakis. Mr O’Donohue to continue.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Let me move to the bill. The
bill provides for a rebuttable presumption that, for the
purposes of claiming compensation under the
Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Act
2013, specified forms of cancer suffered by career and
volunteer firefighters are due to the nature of their
employment or service. The rebuttable presumption
applies to diseases that occur on or after 1 June 2016
during a period in which the worker is employed or
provides a service as a firefighter or within 10 years
after that time; or within a specified qualifying period
prior to that time; or the disease occurred outside the
qualifying period but the worker attended a unique and
exceptional exposure event in a firefighting capacity. A
disease is taken to have occurred on the earliest of the
day on which the worker is first diagnosed or the day
on which the worker dies by reason of the disease.
This is an element of the bill that I note the
parliamentary inquiry suggested — that is, that the bill
should be split into two and that this issue of
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presumptive rights should be addressed separately. I
believe if it was addressed separately in a separate piece
of legislation, as the parliamentary inquiry has
recommended, then it would enjoy the support of this
place and indeed of the other place. Speaking from the
opposition’s perspective as the shadow minister, the
member for Gembrook in the other place and others
have made very clear that we support this reform in the
interests of firefighter safety.
I think it is most regrettable that this important reform
has been put with a range of other reforms that are
unrelated. Making this part of a package is a cheap
political move for what is a very serious issue that
could enjoy, and should enjoy, the full support of this
house if dealt with as a separate discrete piece of
legislation, as the parliamentary inquiry has
recommended.
Moving to the other elements of the bill, it amends the
Metropolitan Fire Brigades Act 1958 to establish a new
statutory authority to be called Fire Rescue Victoria
(FRV), which will assume the existing functions and
responsibilities of the Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB)
as well as responsibility for the CFA’s 35 integrated
stations.
The bill also seeks to establish the office of the fire
rescue commissioner, which will have operational and
management responsibility for FRV, and it amends the
metropolitan fire district to the effect that the FRV will
have responsibility for the prevention and suppression
of fire in Victoria’s major cities and towns covering
what is presently the responsibility of the MFB and the
areas for which the CFA’s 35 integrated stations are
presently responsible.
The bill states that the CFA will be a volunteer-based
organisation with responsibility for the prevention and
suppression of fire in areas such as private land in rural
Victoria which is not serviced by FRV or the
Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning.
The bill also seeks to establish a strategic advisory
committee to provide strategic advice to the fire rescue
commissioner on organisational matters and seeks to
establish the Fire District Review Panel to review the
geographical scope of the metropolitan fire district and
provide advice to the minister.
That is a summary of the key elements of the bill. I
think that along with the context from Mr Haermeyer it
is also worth going through some of the history that has
got us to this place in early September 2017.
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After the election of the Andrews government, on
5 March 2015 the United Firefighters Union (UFU)
presented the CFA with a copy of their proposed
enterprise bargaining agreement (EBA), including a
range of flaws — including veto management and other
issues. On 16 February 2016, nearly a year later,
negotiations between the UFU and the state
government broke down and the UFU walked out of
the Fair Work Commission. Shortly thereafter, in April,
the divisions within cabinet became apparent, with
cabinet divided over the UFU’s EBA —
Mr Dalidakis — Says who?
Mr O’DONOHUE — with Daniel Andrews.
Mr Dalidakis — Says who? Last time I looked you
hadn’t sat in cabinet with us. Who says you do have
information?
Mr O’DONOHUE — I am happy to take up the
minister’s interjection. How did I get the information?
Well, it was leaked. Cabinet leaks like a sieve. You
know those colanders you pour your spaghetti into and
the water drips out? That is what cabinet is like.
Particularly at that time, Minister Dalidakis, cabinet
was leaking like a sieve.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Thank you, members. Mr O’Donohue to continue.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I know the minister is
extremely sensitive about this issue and members of the
government are extremely sensitive about this issue,
when —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Thank you, members. As we are all aware, interjections
are disorderly. Mr O’Donohue is making his
contribution. I note that there are several members from
all parts of this chamber who are going to speak on this
bill, and I would encourage them to make their
contributions whilst they are on their feet.
Mr O’Donohue to continue.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Thank you, Acting
President. As I was saying, cabinet at that time was
leaking like a sieve — like a colander, where the water
flows out the bottom — and it became apparent from
those multiple leaks that cabinet was increasingly
divided over the EBA arrangements. In April 2016 the
CFA board met for crisis meetings and decided to defer
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their decision on making a deal. There became an
increasing split between Daniel Andrews, with his
support for the UFU and its plans, and the CFA board,
which remained resolute about not signing the EBA.
On 5 June 2016 thousands of CFA volunteers
converged on Parliament House to rally against Daniel
Andrews’s deal to allow the UFU takeover of the CFA.
At about the same time the Victorian Equal
Opportunity and Human Rights Commission
(VEOHRC) ruled that up to 12 clauses in the deal could
be discriminatory against women, parents, carers and
people with disabilities, an issue that is yet to be
appropriately addressed. On 6 June 2016 the CFA
board formally rejected the EBA deal, and the Premier
backed down from sacking the Minister for Emergency
Services, Minister Garrett.
On 9 June 2016 the Minister for Industrial Relations,
Natalie Hutchins, used that famous phrase — that term
I first heard after Hillary Clinton said she was under
sniper fire in Eastern Europe — ‘I misspoke’. We all
know what ‘misspoke’ really means. Minister Hutchins
went into Parliament and claimed that the Fair Work
president informed her that the EBA would improve
diversity. It was only after the Fair Work president
denied that conversation that she said she misspoke. We
all know what ‘misspoke’ means in this context. It was
an embarrassing incident for the minister, and it was
most regrettable that she sought to misrepresent a
conversation that she had had with the Fair Work
president. The next day Minister Garrett was forced to
resign following a crisis cabinet meeting. Then of
course the Deputy Premier was appointed Minister for
Emergency Services.
Then the Premier said — who could forget that
statement, which I referred to in my introduction —
that the dispute was over and ‘I fixed it’. That was on
12 June 2016. Here we are, a year and a quarter later.
The dispute is not over. He has fixed nothing; in fact he
has made the situation much, much worse. If only he
had listened, consulted and worked in the interests of
Victorians, maybe this dispute could have been fixed,
but unfortunately it has not.
Then on 17 June the Premier’s chosen CEO of the
CFA, the highly respected former senior Victoria Police
officer, Lucinda Nolan, offered her resignation to the
minister.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Thank you, members. I note that this is a very
contentious bill and that there is a lot to be said, but
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when a speaker is unable to make their contribution due
to the interjections of others around the chamber, it
does make it quite disorderly. I would ask that members
refrain from interjecting and make their contributions in
their allotted times. I ask Mr O’Donohue to continue.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I think I was talking about
the day when the highly respected former Victoria
Police member Lucinda Nolan, who had been
personally hand-picked by the Premier, was forced to
tender her resignation because of the untenable
situation that the Premier had put her in following the
ultimatum and following the sacking of Jane Garrett.
Moving forward, on 1 August a United Firefighters
Union bulletin asked members not to participate in the
independent review of the Victorian Equal Opportunity
and Human Rights Commission, which was to examine
discrimination, including bullying and sexual
harassment in the CFA and MFB. You have to ask
yourself, ‘Why?’. Why would the UFU not encourage
its members to participate in an independent review by
VEOHRC? The former Chief Commissioner of Police,
Ken Lay, initiated a review of such alleged practices in
Victoria Police and that led to significant cultural
change. Why would the UFU not support and
encourage this important review, rather than seek to
shut it down and tell its members not to participate in
it? Those opposite, the great champions of equality and
diversity —
Mr O’Sullivan interjected.
Mr O’DONOHUE — What did they do,
Mr O’Sullivan? Did they stand on the steps of
Parliament and say, ‘This is an outrage. This is a
disgrace’? Did they stand up to Peter Marshall and the
UFU and say, ‘This is disgraceful behaviour’? No. The
silence of those opposite was deafening and remains
deafening.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I look forward to hearing the
contribution of the former adviser to the former
Minister for Emergency Services. I am sure he will
have much to say about this in due course, noting his
role in it and his support for the former minister. I think
his contribution to debate on this bill will be
exceedingly interesting. Will he toe the party line? Will
he just do what Daniel Andrews tells him to do or will
he be loyal to his former boss, the former minister, who
had the courage to stand up to the Premier? Will he
have the courage to stand up as well and do what is
right when it comes to this important piece of
legislation? I look forward to his contribution with
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much anticipation. It will be the first real test of this
new member in this place and I look forward to hearing
what he has to say about this bill and about his former
boss, who enjoys widespread support across the
chamber and across the Parliament for having the
courage of her convictions and standing up to bullying
behaviour and for what is right. The question is: will he
have the courage that his former boss showed and will
he have the courage of his convictions or will he just
toe the party line and do what Daniel Andrews tells him
to do? Time will tell.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Minister Dalidakis, I am
looking forward to that contribution. But I have much
more to say about this important legislation, because
this deals with so many serious and important issues.
Moving along, on 3 August 2016 the former CFA
chair, John Peberdy, revealed that the former CFA
board was bullied and coerced by Minister Merlino in
an attempt to have the EBA signed. On 17 August 2016
Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria (VFBV) obtained a
Supreme Court injunction to delay the signing of the
EBA in order to allow the court to investigate the
legality of the agreement and the issues contained
therein.
I move forward to September 2016, just around a year
ago. On 23 September last year the MFB chief officer,
Peter Rau — a highly respected, highly regarded
officer — resigned. Three days later, on 26 September,
the Minister for Police, Lisa Neville, informed the
media that Peter Rau resigned due to health reasons. Do
members remember that? She said, ‘Oh, he’s sick. He’s
resigned due to health reasons’. Then the truth comes
out in an email exchange between Mr Rau’s wife,
Tracey, on radio 3AW, which informed us that:
The main reason my husband has had to resign is due to stress
as a result of bullying by the UFU and the current situation
with the EBA.

What do those opposite say about this alleged bullying
behaviour — the great champions of diversity, respect
and equality? What do they say? They said exactly
what they said last time — nothing. They said
absolutely nothing. What a disgrace. Ms Rau went on
to say:
The culture in the MFB for a long time has allowed
management to be treated this way and my husband is not the
only victim of such behaviour.

As members would recall, Minister Neville was forced
to apologise for misconstruing — perhaps a kind way
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of putting it — the details. She was forced to issue a
humiliating apology after getting it so wrong.
On 9 October 2016 the MFB deputy chief officer,
David Youssef, resigned in the midst of the ongoing
EBA dispute and with allegations of bullying rife in
MFB management. On 13 October 2016 it was
revealed that more senior MFB figures were on
indefinite leave as allegations of union bullying
continued. On 17 October 2016 the UFU announced
they were going to challenge the federal government’s
Fair Work amendments in the High Court of Australia.
On 19 October 2016 — this was very distressing to a
number of CFA volunteers in my electorate that I spoke
to at that time — a Facebook page was set up
advocating that the public boycott small businesses that
publicly supported volunteer firefighters. Who would
do such a thing? Who would set up a Facebook page
advocating that the public boycott small businesses that
publicly supported volunteer firefighters?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I recall receiving very
distressing phone calls from hardworking, dedicated
volunteers in part of the electorate I represent that I
share with the Deputy Premier and Minister for
Emergency Services. They were shocked at such a
callous, nasty critique of hardworking, dedicated
volunteers. Then on 7 December last year the Country
Fire Authority Amendment (Protecting Volunteer
Firefighters) Bill 2016 was introduced in the Council to
protect the role of volunteer firefighters as set out in the
volunteer charter. On 12 December last year the UFU
blocked the release of the review into the mental health
of MFB firefighters, and two days later elements of that
report that were leaked to the media indicated that
bullying, sexism and drug issues had been found to be
linked to mental health issues in the MFB.
On 31 January this year the Productivity Commission
Report on Government Services, the RoGS report,
revealed that the number of CFA volunteers in Victoria
had dropped significantly under Daniel Andrews. It
showed that since Daniel Andrews became Premier the
number of operational volunteers plunged by 6.9 per,
from 38 048 in June 2014 to 35 585 in 2016. On
27 April this year it was revealed that the VEOHRC
report uncovered firefighter sexism and bullying
claims. That has been reported. On 19 May we had an
announcement about this legislation.
Shortly thereafter we had the first anniversary of Daniel
Andrews saying he had ended the CFA dispute, but
regrettably it is still going on. On 21 June this bill was
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sent to a select committee for inquiry and I will have
more to say about the findings of that committee
shortly. On 7 June the MFB CEO, Jim Higgins,
announced his departure, and on 1 August the MFB
chief officer, Paul Stacchino, announced his
resignation. That is some context to the background to
the bill.
I congratulate the select committee for perhaps doing
some of the work that the government should have
done. I think the select committee report demonstrates,
as the report on the inquiry into the lease of the port of
Melbourne shows, that the select committee process
can have an important role in scrutinising government
legislation in a way that one does not have the
opportunity for during the committee stage of a bill. In
the committee stage of a bill you get to inquire and ask
questions about specific clauses, but the ability to call
evidence from experts and to give detailed
consideration to issues and to the impact of proposed
legislative change really only comes from a select
committee process.
What the select committee process found with this
legislation is illuminating, and many of those findings
and much of the evidence has given a much better
understanding of some of the impacts of some of these
reforms. To quote from some of the evidence that came
out, Adam Barnett from the VFBV said:
The fire services levy is a per capita type thing of each person
paying a contribution. Once you move to a model which
starts cherrypicking highly dense, highly urbanised areas that
are the population centres of Victoria … once you start
redistributing and moving to a different model which is now
going to move into provincial cities, large urban centres, those
high-density populations actually get taken out of the current
contribution to CFA.

Splitting paid and volunteer firefighters into separate
agencies will result in an increase in and an uneven
distribution of the fire services levy, meaning there will
be an uneven distribution between FRV and the CFA.
The CFA would be stripped of $247 million in fire
services property levies if the government puts its
35 integrated stations under the control of a new
career-only body, the FRV.
The district boundaries are not changing, meaning there
will be fire services property levy hikes for residents
now funding a bigger and more expensive Metropolitan
Fire Brigade. Those who remain in country areas will
be facing increased hikes to pay for the investment in
new assets to replace those given by the FRV.
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In relation to surge capacity, to quote the report:
VFBV believed the reforms would disenfranchise volunteers,
leading to fewer members and affecting surge capacity.

John Seymour, state councillor of VFBV district 23,
said:
… surge capacity comes a lot from the outer metro as well as
from the regional, and there is ambiguity as to how it will
affect integrated brigades in metro and outer metro
Melbourne, and the neighbouring brigades will also be
affected because we do not know what the turnout
arrangements will be. So if those people are not feeling
valued and respected and drop off and the volunteers at the
integrated brigades who put a lot of time into training to get
the increments on the type 4 pumpers are no longer able to
crew those pumpers because they are now an FRV vehicle, if
they drift off because they are not feeling valued or respected
for the skills they have picked up, then when we have fires
like we had in 2006–07, we will not have that big pool of
people to come out to us.

If you had to summarise that point, that is really what
Andre Haermeyer was saying. The issue of surge
capacity is a very serious one.
So what did the committee find? The first finding was:
The restructure of the Country Fire Authority and the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade as proposed in the bill was not
included among the recommendations of the fire services
reviews undertaken over the last decade.

This is the point that the minister has made, and the
Premier has sought to somehow connect these reforms
that are before the house today to the numerous reviews
that have taken place into the CFA and MFB in recent
times. The first finding of the committee is that the
restructure of the CFA and the MFB as proposed in the
bill was not included among the recommendations of
the fire services reviews undertaken over the last
decade. As I referred to earlier, perhaps that is because
this reform was conceived and developed without
consultation in the Premier’s office, and we can only
speculate as to the reasons why.
The second finding is:
The policy development process for the restructure did not
involve representatives from Emergency Management
Victoria —

and I think Craig Lapsley gave evidence to this
effect —
the Country Fire Authority or the Metropolitan Fire Brigade.

The third finding is:
The government’s failure to consult with the Volunteer Fire
Brigades Victoria as required by the volunteer charter and the
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Country Fire Authority Act 1958 has caused considerable
concern to Country Fire Authority volunteers, reinforced the
perception of a bias towards the United Firefighters Union,
and undermined confidence in the restructure proposal.

I can say that I have taken phone calls from volunteers
in my electorate of eastern Victoria today, this morning,
about this issue. They are concerned about this
legislation and what may happen, and the point that is
consistently made to me, including as late as this
morning, is that there was no consultation and no
engagement process in the development of this
legislation and this proposed reform. To highlight the
way this reform was developed in secret in the
Premier’s office I refer to finding 4:
The government’s original written submission to the
committee contained substantial errors relating to its claimed
level of consultation. Its failure to acknowledge and correct
those errors until prompted by the committee undermines
confidence in the claimed consultation process.

Finding 5 states:
The government’s failure to undertake implementation
planning in parallel with developing the restructure proposal
has caused substantial and unnecessary uncertainty in the
community as to the impact of the proposed changes on the
fire services.

I note in reading the government’s response — which
was tabled just this morning, so it has only been with
members for just a few hours — that it fails to deal with
this issue. The government’s response talks about
implementation plans and consultation to come. They
have had months and months since this bill was referred
to the committee. The committee then undertook their
work. If the government genuinely believed it was in
the interests of the community why did they not get on
and do the detailed implementation work that is
required?
Moving on to finding 8, the committee found that:
The impact of the restructure on firefighting surge capacity is
disputed —

by the committee —
and will not be known until after the restructure is bedded
down. It is important that surge capacity is not diminished
through changes to the fire services.

This is a most important recommendation and again
something which volunteer firefighters on the fringes of
Melbourne, which forms part of my electorate, have
constantly raised with me as a significant concern.
Returning to the Victorian Equal Opportunity and
Human Rights Commission and finding 10, it states:
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The government’s claim of executive privilege over the
Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights Commission
report is inconsistent with the commission’s stated intention
of publicly releasing its report in mid‑2017.
The committee regards the changing explanations provided
by the Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights
commissioner for her failure to comply with the summons,
along with the government’s claim of executive privilege as
designed to frustrate the committee’s inquiry.

Why would this report not be released? Why would the
government not want it released? Why would the
commissioner not release it? This is a matter of
important and significant public interest. The details
that have emerged from this process raise serious
questions about the culture and the way female
firefighters in particular are treated. Why would this not
be released? Why would the summons from the
committee not be complied with? These are very
serious issues. Very serious allegations have reportedly
been made. At a time when such significant reform is
proposed to the firefighting architecture of Victoria
why would such a seminal report not be released? Why
would the Greens not be calling for the release of this
report?
Mr Dalidakis — We are still waiting for you to
release the east–west business case.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I am happy to take up the
interjection.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Order! Mr Dalidakis, thank you.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I am happy to take up the
interjection. We have had Minister Tierney claim
executive privilege not to release the Brighton siege
reports.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) — I am
on my feet. The incessant interjections are making it
very difficult for Mr O’Donohue to make his
contribution. Could you please cease interjecting. You
will have a chance to make a contribution later in the
debate.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Thank you, Acting
President. I look forward to the minister’s contribution,
but not as much as I look forward to the contribution
from the former adviser to the former Minister for
Emergency Services. I think that will be one to mark in
the diary.
The committee made 10 recommendations related to
the findings I have just detailed to the house. In the time
that I have had to review the government’s response to
those important recommendations I have found key
recommendations the government refuses to accept. For
example, there is recommendation 6, which states:
Due to the lack of implementation, operational and funding
certainty; failure to undertake consultation; and consequential
polarisation of fire services volunteers and staff, the bill
should be withdrawn. If not withdrawn, the Legislative
Council should reject the bill.

It is disappointing that the government is not supporting
that recommendation.
Recommendation 7 says:
Part 2 of the bill, ‘Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights
Compensation’ should be reintroduced to Parliament as a
standalone bill to be considered on its merits.

Again, this is unfortunately not supported. I note that
there was a motion moved this morning to seek to
implement an intent on that recommendation, and if we
get to that point, I look forward to discussing that in
much greater detail.

Mr Dalidakis — Here we go.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I am taking up the
interjection of the minister, who is inciting me.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Order! Minister Dalidakis, thank you.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Order! Thank you. Minister, Mr O’Donohue is making
his contribution —

A range of issues around staffing and secondment,
which is again a major issue under these very complex
arrangements that are proposed by this legislation, are
only supported in principle, with the detail about how
that recommendation could be implemented not
provided.
As I said, there are a range of responses — for example,
on page 7 in relation to the financial sustainability of
the CFA, there is a ‘Trust us’ approach. It states:
The government will address concerns that CFA funding will
be reduced or affected by those reforms.
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How? It just says they will address them. Oh, really?
Just like the Premier brought the dispute to an end in
June last year! Is that what he is saying — ‘Trust us’?
Just like he fixed the dispute last year! ‘Trust us. We’ll
address the concerns of CFA funding’.
The government continues in its response on page 7 —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Order! Thank you, members.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I am looking forward to that
contribution from Minister Garrett’s former adviser in
this space. It will be really interesting to see whether the
member does what Ms Garrett did and shows strength
and courage or whether he does what Daniel Andrews
tells him to do. That will be a very interesting test of the
new member, and I look forward to hearing what he
does. We all have tests in this place, and it will be
interesting to see what this person does.
The government’s response on page 7 goes on to say:
The government will consider how to address concerns that
the FSPL will increase as a result of the reforms …

‘The government will consider how to address
concerns’; that is the best they have got after tabling
this legislation earlier this year. With this issue ongoing
since the election of the Andrews government and
weeks after the select committee tabled their response,
the best the government can come up with in tabling
their response today is that they will consider how to
address these concerns. That is just insulting; it is a joke
and it is insulting.
How could they not have come back with a proper
solution when they have had all the resources of
government at their disposal and when they have had
all the resources that the Deputy Premier can muster?
They have yet to come up with a proper solution to this
very important issue identified by the select committee,
and we are just supposed to say, ‘Okay’. The
government’s weak, pathetic response that they will
consider how to address these concerns is simply not
good enough. Where is the certainty in that? Where is
the certainty of future funding for the fire services
property levy? How can the community have any
confidence with this government’s track record on this
issue that that issue will be addressed?
Then there is the government’s response to workplace
culture and industrial relations, which I have canvassed
in some detail. The government’s own words state:
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The government agrees that further development and clarity
regarding workforce initiatives outlined in the fire services
statement is required. The government will work to provide
further clarity on issues raised with the proposed secondment
arrangements …

They are going to work to provide further clarity. If that
is not bureaucratic mumbo jumbo with no certainty or
guarantee about anything, I do not know what is. This
is after having the committee’s report for weeks and
weeks and weeks. This is after this issue around the
secondment of staff back from the CFA being a serious
issue. The best the government can come up with, the
best Deputy Premier can come up with — with all the
resources that the Deputy Premier brings to the table —
is that the government agrees that this is a problem and
that they will work to provide further clarity on these
issues.
That is, frankly, simply not good enough — simply not
good enough. These important recommendations were
drawn from feedback from around Victoria. The
committee, led by Mr Rich-Phillips, went around
Victoria, took evidence from all the key stakeholders in
a very serious, proper and informed way and came up
with these recommendations, and the best the
government of Victoria can come up with as a response
is that they will look at it in the future some time —
‘We will give it a look at some time in the future; trust
us’. That is simply not good enough.
Then I move to the amendments moved by the
government. I would be the first to say that we all at
times can be slow in presenting amendments to each
other and that sometimes that process could be
improved, and of course that can be an issue. But for
such a serious issue that has caused so many issues in
the community, for the amendments from the
government to come yesterday for us to debate today
again puts us in a very difficult position. I am not sure
whether the shadow minister, Mr Battin, the member
for Gembrook in the other place, has had the time to
engage in fulsome consultation with those impacted by
these amendments.
It is symptomatic again of the lack of consultation with
the key stakeholders. The government’s submission to
the committee contained a ream of errors that it refused
to address until requested to do so by the committee.
The bill itself was concocted in private in the Premier’s
office. Here we are at the 11th hour with the bill to be
debated after it has been on the notice paper for debate
week after week after week. There are major or
significant amendments that are being proposed, but
unfortunately these amendments fail to address the
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recommendations in the report and fail to address
critical issues identified in the report.
I will listen with much interest to government members
who talk about these amendments, but the inclination of
the opposition is to oppose them because they do not
deal with the very serious issues that are raised in this
important committee report. They do not address the
recommendations that need to be implemented, and
frankly, if I was the Deputy Premier, I would be
embarrassed. I would be embarrassed.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I would be embarrassed with
his response to these important recommendations that
the concerns will be addressed at some time, without
any clarity about when, how or what the process for
those addressing those concerns will be. Considering
how to address issues is not a response that anyone in
the community can have confidence in. The
government agreeing that further development and
clarity regarding workforce initiatives is required is
really an admission of failure, because these are issues
that should have been dealt with in the original bill.
They could have been dealt with through the response.
They could have been dealt with at any time between
the introduction of the bill in the other place and today,
yet they have not been.
It makes it very difficult for the coalition to support this
bill. Indeed we are unable to support this bill. We think
the recommendations of the select committee have
much merit, and it is a pity that the government did not
accept those recommendations in a way that they
should have. I congratulate the members of the
committee on their report, and as I said earlier this
report shows the benefit that this process can have in
properly scrutinising and reviewing government
legislation or indeed any legislation that comes before
this place to get proper perspectives from experts and
from those affected, including key stakeholders. This
has been a very important process, particularly when
that process was not followed by the government itself.
We want to support firefighters. We want firefighters to
be in a position where they are supported and where
they can do what they do so well to the best of their
abilities with the support they need. We are just so
lucky to have such dedicated firefighters who put
themselves at risk in the interests of the community.
I must say in the years after I was initially elected to
this place in November 2006 it seemed that every year
the electorate of Eastern Victoria Region, like many
other regions, was impacted significantly by serious
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major fires. I think about the fires that have taken place
around Arthurs Seat on the Mornington Peninsula, the
Bunyip Ridge fire and the fires in Gippsland through
Central Gippsland and East Gippsland. I represent the
area around the Dandenong Ranges, and I am lucky to
do so, but it is one of the most fire-prone districts in the
world. We need to give our firefighters the support they
need, the environment they need, the supportive culture
they need and the resources they need, and we need to
give them the legislative framework they need to work
in the best possible way.
I am sad to say this bill before the house does not meet
those objectives, which I hope we would all share.
Again I urge the government to consider what they are
doing. I understand the proposal today is for lead
speakers only to talk on this bill. There is still time for
the government to reconsider its position: to withdraw
the bill as the committee recommended, to split it in the
way the committee recommended and to proceed in a
way that is in the interests of all Victorians — of
firefighters and all communities that are so lucky to be
protected and to have the services of firefighters. With
those words, the opposition cannot support this
legislation in its current form.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) —
Before I start I would like to talk briefly about my
experience of large-scale fires. Living in Footscray, I
have experienced the Coode Island fire and the United
Transport fire — fires that were horrendous and put my
community at great risk, but there was always a
firefighter there to make sure that our community was
protected. That is why rather than going over all of the
politics of the last two years I am instead going to talk
about the evidence and the bill.
It is clear to everybody that the government did not
handle this bill well. I believe they would have been
better off having extensive consultation with senior
emergency services personnel, the United Firefighters
Union (UFU) and volunteers and their organisations to
make sure that the bill would work and keep
firefighters, both career and volunteers, and the
community safe. The government unfortunately does
not have a good record in the way it manages
consultation, but neither did the previous government.
While it is quite clear that the government’s
consultation on this bill has been very poor, the
question we must ask ourselves is: is this reform
necessary? I believe that it is, and it was confirmed
quite clearly to me by the evidence given to us at the
Fire Services Bill Select Committee. The select
committee revealed, obviously, that there is division
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between career and volunteer firefighters, but not all,
and that there is division amongst volunteers and
volunteer organisations. We heard from volunteers who
worked well with career firefighters and others who did
not. We heard from volunteers who told us that they no
longer worked in the towns that they lived in and who
knew that they could not turn out in time to keep their
community safe. The statement we heard repeatedly
from firefighters was that they were sick of being used
as a political football and they just wanted this to be
over so that they could get on and do what they do best,
and that is protecting their communities.
The evidence we received during the select committee
hearings, especially from the chief fire officer Steve
Warrington, Craig Lapsley and Greg Mullins, was
compelling, and I intend to use most of my time today
quoting from these people because they are the experts,
not me. I would like to start with Mr Greg Mullins. To
give a bit of background, I will start with his opening
statement to the committee:
… I will say some background on me, which I am sure you
have. I have been a firefighter for 45 years. I joined as a
volunteer in 1972 and, in 1978, became a career firefighter
with what was then called the New South Wales Fire
Brigades. I retired as commissioner; I spent almost 14 years
as commissioner, which is both the CEO and chief officer,
during a period of huge change within New South Wales fire
services and emergency services generally, but particularly in
Fire and Rescue New South Wales, in terms of culture,
industrial relations — the whole gamut.
…
I would finish by saying something has to be done. I have
looked with admiration at the Victorian fire services for
decades, but I am very sad to see where it has gone. You have
firefighters pitched against firefighters. The best armies in the
world can lose wars if their morale is down, and I see
firefighters’ morale very low at the moment, and the status
quo is not going to fix that. Something has to be done. This
may not be the perfect fix, but nobody has put forward one
that I can see that is any better. I hope this committee process
will assist in bringing forward any improvements to the
model or the process to reach that model. I do look forward to
assisting to bring it in to land.

Mr Mullins went on to talk about consultation:
… but I did say before that before you can consult, you
actually have to have a model to consult on or you will get
35 000 different views on how things should be. Then you
have hubris, and then nothing gets done; it stagnates. I would
say that typifies the Victorian situation at the moment, from
an outsider looking in.

He went on to say:
Very significantly. It will improve things very significantly, I
believe. You will have a single chain of command. It will be
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very clear. A serious incident, like the paper recycling fire
recently —

at Coolaroo —
which — I am not sure if you are aware, but you had
resources here, I understand, from New South Wales, South
Australia and ACT, as well as CFA and MFB. So that is
complicated. You need to know exactly who is in charge. We
have a national incident management system, AIIMS —
Australasian Inter-Service Incident Management System.
Every agency subscribes to that, but you actually need to
know who is in charge without any confusion whatsoever.

During the inquiry we heard from a firefighter who was
at the Coolaroo fire, and he talked about the fact that he
was operating from three radios. He had never worked
with the Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB) firefighters
before, and while the fighting of that fire was very
successful, he said it could have been so much easier if
people had been working together.
In the hearing Mr Mullins went on to talk about radio
systems:
… they are safety systems. Firefighters can be killed or
seriously injured doing the work they do. The men and
women on the front line are just extraordinary people, and
they need to have the systems and processes to back them up,
as well as the equipment, to make sure that they can be safe.
So if there is a breakdown in that command system or there is
a lack of surety about who is in charge, people can lose their
lives. The new model makes it very clear in urban areas of the
state that the risks will be treated in a certain way. The
command structure will be very clear. It will not stop urban
CFA brigades staffed by volunteers responding to the fires
they have always responded to. It will be very clear how that
incident will be dealt with.

He went on to say:
In October 2013 there were major bushfires in the Blue
Mountains and around Sydney. The MFB sent 10 fire engines
and crews, but they were not trained in bushfire fighting. That
was fine, so they sat in Sydney fire stations and responded to
structure fires, medical emergencies, car crashes and
chemicals spills. They did a fantastic job. The CFA came in
force. It released 10 of our fire trucks to go up the mountain,
and our people are trained. The value of an integrated
structure is that those MFB firefighters will now have the
opportunity to work out in regional areas and be trained in
bushfire fighting. It will enable CFA career firefighters to be
trained in high-rise firefighting. They are taking on the
emergency medical response model to give that same service
bundle.

That seems very logical to me — that we would
actually want our firefighters to work in that way.
We heard a lot during the inquiry, and we have heard a
lot in the last few weeks, about surge capacity.
Mr Mullins went on to say:
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I will probably upset some people by saying this, but I think
that is a fallacy. Surge capacity is about your available
resources and however many thousands of volunteers you
have. What you lack at the moment is a surge capacity from
MFB resources because they are not able to be used on
bushfires to their full extent. That will improve under this
model. No volunteer brigades will be closed down. You will
have the same number of trucks, hopefully the same number
of volunteers. In 1997 in New South Wales some volunteers
did resign, but they were a very small proportion. We actually
had — I think it was in 1997 — bad fires in Sutherland in
Sydney. We needed strike teams from out of area, they came,
and there had been talk about surge capacity.

He went on to talk about his experience:
The difference, I suppose, in Victoria is that the CFA is far
more mature than the bushfire brigades in New South Wales
were in 1997. They had standardised equipment coming in,
but the training was not standardised, or the uniforms, so over
time people saw great improvements. What you have in
Victoria is an outstanding — I will call it — rural fire service
that deals with not just bushfires but house fires, chemical
spills, road accident rescues, and the government is putting a
lot of money in. I do not have to be political, and I am not
political, but I am impressed with the amount of money that is
going towards volunteer development programs. I have
looked at the age profile of CFA volunteers, and they are
getting older and older and there needs to be more attraction
and retention, so they are going to invest in that at the same
time as investing in cultural issues. There is no room for
bullying, harassment — up or down — in any organisation,
but the current situation is sort of allowing that to happen.

We also heard from Steve Warrington, chief officer of
the CFA. This was the first time I had actually met
Mr Warrington, and I have to say I found him very
impressive during the hearings. I would like to quote
extensively from his evidence as well.
Dr Carling-Jenkins asked the question:
… is there a case for change, because we have heard disputed
evidence around that.

Mr Warrington stated:
That is a really good question. It is interesting you say Jack
Rush had a different view. I do not think too many people are
disputing the need for reform in the sector. We spend a billion
dollars in this state on fire services per annum between the
two fire agencies. We could be far more effective than what
we are now, should we get reform. The main point for me is
to give CFA autonomy and independence to make its own
decisions, where volunteers can get on and do their stuff
without intervention or interference et cetera.

Ms Bath interjected.
Ms HARTLAND — I will take up the interjection.
So I presume you are saying that the chief fire officer,
Steve Warrington, does not know what he is saying? I
found him to be an extremely credible witness.
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He went on to say:
There are a number of players in this space at the moment.
Just give us autonomy, and we will not only continue but I
think you will find that we will deliver an even better fire
service than we have today. Potentially it is an exciting future
if we can get some of the detail right.

Mr Young went on to ask him a question:
To be honest I do not see any conviction from you in this
model. I see someone who has resolved to do the best with
what we have got. Your wording has been evidence of that
when you have said, ‘We will make it work’, not, ‘It will
work’.

Mr Warrington went on to say:
Thank you for giving me the opportunity. If I have not been
clear, let me be really clear: this sector, including CFA, needs
reform. I am an advocate for reform for the aforementioned
reasons. The reality is at the highest level it is not CFA
reform, this is MFB, so this is sector-wide reform. We have
two organisations with career firefighters with different
recruitment, different development and different training. I
can tell you that it is this bizarre in Victoria — and I am
probably embarrassed to put it into the public space — that
we put up ladders differently. We do stuff differently. That is
not good enough. That is not in the best interests. We need
reform in this state.

He continued:
The third point that I would make in this space and very
clearly is that I am sick to death of good people being put
against good people. Our good name has been eroded in a
public confidence sense. We are on the front page of papers
and in the public space, and even this will put us back there,
not for the good work that we do and for the good work that
our community should be proud of but for all the wrong
reasons. Bring on the reform. Give us independence. Give us
an autonomous, independent fire service, and we will kick
you goals to say, ‘Hey, this will be the best fire service in the
country’. Yes, I am a proud, parochial, passionate CFA
person, but let us get on with it. Let us get this behind us, and
let us get on with it.

I have a high regard for the work of Mr Warrington. I
think he gave good evidence, and I am a bit surprised at
some of the interjections that seem to say that he does
not know what he is saying. I think he is quite honest.
He went on to say:
I have said there are four groups of people in CFA that will be
impacted. They are in this priority order, and this is part of
what I have been communicating to our people. Believe it or
not, and some people do not like me saying this, but I think
our career staff are the ones that will be most impacted by the
change because you are bringing two cultures together. I have
just talked about our different systems of work, how we need
to do a lot to bring that together. When you are bringing
cultures together, that is a difficult journey. I think the second
group in this space is the volunteers at our integrated stations.
For the exact reasons Mr Young just said, the reality is we
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need to do a lot of work, and that is why I have focused
particularly at our integrated stations.
There is another group here that I think has been lost along
this journey, which is our admin staff, because there is a thing
called the Emergency Services Infrastructure Authority. My
example to you would be clearly we have people in CFA that
do rostering. If we do not have career firefighters and those
career firefighters and their EBA and their veto and their
powers — all are put into Fire Rescue Victoria; merry
Christmas, happy new year — then the reality is that we do
not need people doing rostering. I suspect some of those will
go to Fire Rescue Victoria. Alternatively if we have people
that just do volunteer staff, clearly they are going to stay in
CFA.

My last quote from Mr Warrington was in response to a
question that I had asked. My question was:
On the issue of the numbers of volunteers, we have been told
by the Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria that there are 60 000.
On the numbers that I have from CFA, it is 35 600 who are
operational, 18 935 that are non-operational, so it is roughly
54 000 volunteers. On the issue of presumptive, because there
needs to be some way of deciding who is operational and who
is not, I am told that it will be a very simple tick box type of
exercise. What is your information on that?

Mr Warrington replied:
Thanks for the opportunity, because this has been one of the
two emotive issues that are out there and there has been a lot
of information. CFA has — and your information is right; I
am not disputing anyone’s data. I think we are all in the
ballpark there; I do not want you to think we are disputing
that. I would have said 58 if you were to ask me, off the top of
my head, thousand volunteers. Probably half of those are
operational and half of those provide support roles and do
other activities. If you are a career firefighter, you are
employed to go and fight fires. I think it is a fair assumption
that if you are employed to fight fires, then you can access the
presumptive legislation. If you are one of the 60 000 or
58 000 — whatever — volunteers, you have to demonstrate
that you are an operational. Presumptive rights do not apply if
you were not operational.
You do need to get through the gate to show that you are an
operational firefighter, volunteer in this case. Once you get
through that gate your starting point is exactly the same for
career staff and volunteers, but you do need to demonstrate
how that happens in a practical sense. It talks about a panel.
You will probably have a better understanding of that than
me, but the way it is explained to me is: demonstrate you are
an operational volunteer and you will be treated exactly the
same as a career firefighter.

This will be an issue that obviously will be discussed
during the committee of the whole, and I do have a
number of questions to go over in that space.
The last person I wish to quote is Mr Craig Lapsley.
Mr Lapsley is obviously someone that is known to
many people in the community as having had, again,
very senior roles in emergency management for quite a
long time. I have dealt with him over many years.

4591

Mr Lapsley also gave a lot of evidence that was very
similar to Mr Warrington’s about the need for reform,
that he had been in the services for a number of years
and that he did not feel that we could just continue with
the status quo that we have at the moment. I will start
off with a comment that Mr O’Sullivan made to
Mr Lapsley. He said to Mr Lapsley:
We have got a problem. This committee has got a problem.
Everyone in this room has got a problem. Everyone in this
state has got a problem. We have had Jack Rush sit there no
more than an hour ago and absolutely with conviction
contradict everything that you have just said. The next
problem is you have come in here and made your case and
contradicted everything he has said. In my view you are the
two most credible witnesses this committee has had.

Mr Lapsley responded:
I do not know what Mr Rush has said today. What I will give
you about my conviction is that I have experienced it face to
face, hand to hand and right now. I do not think I need to say
anything more. That is not questioning Mr Rush at all. It is
simply saying that I am in there. I deal with it every day. I
have the letters over my desk. I have the emails. I have the
face to face. I have seen the people. I have had a group officer
in the outer metropolitan not so long ago walk up and say,
‘Craig, fix it …

and that is what he intended to do. I think that was a
very telling conversation because it was quite clear that
what Mr Lapsley was saying to us was that the people
we should be taking notice of are the people who
actually have the experience in the field.
One of the issues that came up towards the end of the
inquiry was the issue of response times. If we look at
the report of the select committee and go to pages 56
and 57, the issue about response times has been very
clearly laid out for us, and this is CFA data. Nobody
else’s data are set for the CFA. They have made it quite
clear in this data that there are serious problems in some
areas in terms of response times. These issues have to
be faced. We cannot continue to believe that all CFA
brigades are able to respond in the way they need to.
This is no reflection on the volunteers. We met so many
volunteers during the inquiry who talked about the
service that they gave to their community, but they also
talked to us about how they were finding it harder and
harder to respond because they do not work in the
towns where they live anymore. In some country towns
and in some large regional towns where it used to take
5 minutes to get to the fire station it would now take
20 minutes. Clearly there is a problem with response
times, so we either look at the real issues or we just
continue with the politics.
I will talk a little bit about presumptive rights. I have
already done that a bit with the comments from
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Mr Warrington, but the issue about presumptive rights
to me is extremely important, because people in this
house would know that I put forward a private
members bill during the time of the last government
which the government rejected; they refused to bring in
their own bill and also actively said that there was not
the science and that firefighters were not ones who
would be affected by this — even to the degree that
former emergency services minister Mr Wells at one
stage said that there was no science to back the need for
presumptive legislation. Four days before the last
election, suddenly the Liberal-Nationals government
decided that they did support presumptive legislation.
Mr O’Donohue — Before the election.
Ms HARTLAND — That is right, four days before
the election, when they had had four years to bring in a
bill. They decided that they did agree with it and they
claimed that they would do it if they were re-elected.
After the election, when they were in opposition, they
started what I believe was a very disingenuous
campaign to suddenly say that they supported
presumptive legislation when in the four years of their
government they had done almost nothing and actively
worked against that legislation. I am glad to see that
presumptive rights are in this bill. I wish that it had
been brought on quite some time ago and that we had
dealt with it at least a year ago. But it is here and we
need to deal with it, because firefighters are at risk.
They need this protection.
We as MPs at some stage actually have to put away the
pointscoring on this issue. All right, the consultation
before the bill was released was poor. Nobody is going
to deny that, especially not me. We need to put at the
front of our minds whether this reform is needed. For
me, the select committee proved that this reform is
needed. We must look at the response times and start to
think about community safety. We also need to think
about the safety of firefighters, both career and
volunteer, who every day put their lives on the line for
us.
I have gone through the amendments and I do believe
the government has taken seriously the issues that came
up during the select committee inquiry. I think the
amendments that we have before us are actually things
that should have been in the bill right from the very
beginning, but I will give the government credit in
saying that clearly it has listened to what was raised in
the select committee, it has listened to people and it has
fleshed out a number of issues, especially around
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secondments. I will be asking a whole range of
questions during the committee of the whole.
I just want to finish by saying how much I respect
firefighters, both career and volunteer, because they are
always the ones who are running into your house as you
are running out of it. They are there. They put their
lives on the line every day for us and I think as MPs we
have an absolute responsibility to protect them and to
stop the political pointscoring.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am glad to
rise to support this bill, particularly after having been
involved in the select committee process looking into
the bill. I am pleased that the government has
responded to some of the concerns that were fleshed out
in the report, particularly addressing issues that were
raised around the secondment of management in the
Country Fire Authority, support for volunteers and
funding certainty for the CFA. I think that is a good
thing. There should be certainty for funding the CFA,
particularly when there is a change of government.
Coalition governments come in and, as they do, cut
funding. The government has also addressed
strengthening the powers of the CFA’s chief fire
officer, which was also brought up as a concern during
the committee hearings.
I assume that during this debate we are going to hear a
lot about firefighters, both career and volunteer, being
offended by certain things. As far as the career
firefighters are concerned, I think they are offended
because of falsehoods that have been run in the media
and by other organisations that questioned their
commitment to community safety. In particular one
falsehood that was run out a number of times was that
volunteer firefighters would not be allowed to address a
fire until there were seven professional firefighters on
site. No-one could actually find any documentation that
that was ever a career firefighter’s position, because it
was not true. I can imagine how career firefighters were
offended by that. Volunteer firefighters were being fed
that information; they were being told by people that
they had faith in that that was the case. I can imagine
them being offended when they were being told that
that was a fact.
A myriad of falsehoods was put out about firefighters.
One particular one that involved career firefighters and
volunteer firefighters which was fleshed out at one of
the regional hearings was that at the Warrnambool fire
station the volunteer firefighters had to use a different
entrance from the one used by the career firefighters.
This was a statement made by our Prime Minister, who
said that it was a fact. When the volunteers from

FIREFIGHTERS’ PRESUMPTIVE RIGHTS COMPENSATION AND FIRE SERVICES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(REFORM) BILL 2017
Thursday, 7 September 2017

COUNCIL

Warrnambool appeared at the hearing, they were
dismayed. They did not understand why this was said
and they dispelled that statement completely.
I know that there is going to be a lot of talk about
firefighters being offended. I am at the point now where
when it comes to community safety I think career
firefighters and volunteer firefighters will be quite
happy for us to put their hurt feelings, if they have hurt
feelings, as a second or third priority. I suggest that
outside this process career firefighters have legal
recourse that they should follow. If they have been
slandered — and they have been slandered — I suggest
that they should follow up their legal recourse against
the media outlets and other organisations that slandered
them. But they should keep that out of this process
because this process and this reform that we are
debating today is about public safety.
I commend Ms Hartland on her contribution being
centred all around public safety because that is what
struck me as a member of this committee. This is about
public safety, particularly in urban areas that are not
Liberal-held safe seats like Brighton, Bulleen and
Hawthorn. The Metropolitan Fire Brigade has coverage
in those particular areas. When there is a structural fire,
two appliances will be sent out and they will be
dispatched within 90 seconds. They will arrive at the
scene of that structural fire, whether it be a house, a
school, a kindergarten, an aged-care centre or a
disability group home.
Mr Dalidakis — Risking their lives.
Mr LEANE — They will be risking their lives, as
all firefighters, career and volunteer, do. There will be a
crew of a minimum of seven so that they can at least
have the particular skills mix with breathing apparatus
et cetera. They can go into that school or kindergarten
and save people from that particular building because
they will be guaranteed to have the necessary training.
When those particular appliances leave the stations in
those safe seats in Balwyn, Brighton and Hawthorn,
they will be backfilled by another appliance. That is the
way it works. They will be backfilled by another
appliance and that will make sure that that particular
area is covered. If there is another event, those
particular appliances will be out within 90 seconds
again.
But for those who live outside those Liberal safe
seats — who live, say, in a highly urbanised rural
town — people in this chamber want to keep a system
of a fire service that we have inherited from the 1950s,
when Dandenong used to be the country, Springvale
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used to be the country and Geelong used to be very
much a country area. Tell someone who lives in
Frankston or tell someone who lives in Springvale —
where you have got houses all around you, your back
fence backs onto a school, across the road you might
have an aged-care facility, down the road you might
have a disability group home and you have got houses
all on top of you — that they live in the country. That is
what people in here want to maintain — a 1950s
system from when it was the country.
What happens if it is an integrated station? If it is an
integrated CFA station, there will be four firefighters
called out. They are to be there within 8 minutes,
compared to the Liberal safe seats, where it is
7.7 minutes, because that is based on trying to maintain
a structure fire within the room of origin — and it is a
scientifically proven thing. There will be four
firefighters dispatched from an integrated station, and to
back them up there will be volunteers called via their
pagers.
Volunteers gave us evidence that because of the
population growth, because they do not necessarily
work where they live and where they volunteer,
because of a number of issues and because of
congestion, it is harder and harder for them to respond.
When it comes to the pagers — and this is the same
with the volunteer brigades in the urban areas as well
when their pagers go off — their procedure is not to let
the control centre know that they cannot come. That is
not the procedure. So if they are working in the
Melbourne CBD and they get a page in the outer
east — or even the inner east because the MFB
boundary has not moved for 60 years — and they are
unable to respond to that page, the procedure is not to
let the control centre know. So if that brigade does not
respond within 4 minutes to back up the integrated
brigade to provide a workforce that is able to address a
structure fire in exactly the same way a structure fire is
supposed to be addressed and is addressed in the
Liberal safe seats, then another brigade will be paged.
Keep in mind that at a number of these integrated
stations, the volunteers at those integrated stations
called for career firefighters to come there. They called
for them to become integrated stations. There have been
examples, and Cranbourne is one, where they
demanded career firefighters come to that area because
they could not keep up with the demand, and their main
objective — as the main objective for all of us in this
chamber should be — is public safety. They demanded
there be an integrated station. So if there is a nearby
volunteer brigade area which cannot respond, those
career firefighters will be called to respond to that area,
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therefore leaving the area for which the volunteers
demanded there be career firefighters present with no
career firefighters and leaving it empty, therefore
leaving the same situation that those volunteers called
for. People are looking incredulous over there — ‘Well,
this isn’t true’. Well, maybe you should have listened.
We have got Mr Young there. He was elected on
200 primary votes, and he is going to determine that
people who live in the outer urban area cannot have the
same firefighter service as the urban area.
Congratulations to you, Mr Young. Congratulations to
you.
I have to say I never understood how bad this system
was. I am actually quite embarrassed. I never
understood until I was on the select committee how
ordinary this system is, and I am demanding that it get
fixed. This is a disgrace, and I tell you what: response
times have never been published in CFA areas, and in
some areas it is an outrage. It is a scandal. So I flag to
this chamber that in the future if for any incident the
system has not been of support, it is our fault — it is the
Parliament’s fault, it is the fault of previous
governments of all flavours for squibbing it and it is
previous ministers’ fault for squibbing it. No wonder
there is a ghost of fire services past coming out saying,
‘There’s no need to reform, because they squibbed it at
the time they should have reformed it’. It is an absolute
outrage that this is not going to be addressed.
So I flag to this chamber: if you want to vote down this
reform, you will own the current system, so when there
is a fire at a kindergarten, when there is a fire at a
school or when there is a fire at a disability group home
and it is not addressed, it will not be the firefighters’
fault, it will not be the volunteer firefighters’ fault, it
will be your fault. I tell you now: now that there has
been a report tabled in this chamber I will get up every
Wednesday and I will tell you about the incidents; I will
tell you if someone has been burnt because it suited you
politically not to reform a system that has not been
reformed for 60 years.
The only concern you brought up on public safety was
the surge capacity, which you could not prove because
you did not speak to the volunteers at the integrated
stations. You did not. You relied on the Victorian Fire
Brigades Victoria (VFBV) to tell you who did not go to
speak to them. You relied on Jack Rush to tell you that
the case is that their feelings would be hurt and they
would not carry on, which is actually an insult because
when they actually gave evidence to us they said they
have a commitment to public safety and they will
continue to volunteer and they will work within the
reforms. So you roll out Jack Rush, who had not been
in an integrated station for seven years, and there is an
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old saying, ‘Don’t get between Jack Rush and a bucket
of taxpayers money’. Jack Rush was retained by the
VFBV to try and be some credible witness, but when
you have witnesses from the fire services, when you
have current professionals and when you have
professionals from interstate telling you that this service
has to be reformed you still say no because it does not
suit your political ends.
I tell you what: how about putting the public safety
first? How about considering that? Because I tell you
what: I am not going to let you forget. I am going to
talk about this every Wednesday of Parliament and I
will tell you when there is a fire and when someone
loses their house in the outer suburbs. They will not
lose their house in the safe Liberal seats now. There
were instances of this and there were submissions about
this happening. This has happened; this has happened
over the years. You are saying, ‘Oh, no, it hasn’t
happened’, because you did not read the submissions
that came in about instances where standard operating
procedures have broken down time and time again
because we are working off a 1950 model of fire
services, and you should be ashamed that you are not
going to do anything about it. You should be ashamed,
and we all should be ashamed that we never did
anything about it in previous governments as well.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr O’SULLIVAN
(Northern Victoria).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES AMENDMENT
(LONG-TERM TENANCY AGREEMENTS)
BILL 2017
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Mr DALIDAKIS
(Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade); by leave, ordered to be read second time
forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) 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 Residential
Tenancies Amendment (Long-term Tenancy Agreements)
Bill 2017.
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In my opinion, the Residential Tenancies Amendment
(Long-term Tenancy Agreements) 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 reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The bill will amend the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 so
that it will:
apply to fixed-term tenancy agreements of any length;
enable a standard long-term tenancy agreement to be
prescribed for fixed terms of more than five years; and
make a number of related consequential amendments.
Human rights issues
The bill engages the right to property under the charter does
not limit any human rights set out in the charter act.
Philip Dalidakis, MLC
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade

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

Incorporated speech as follows:
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have the option of entering into such an agreement using the
current tenancy agreement prescribed in the residential
tenancies regulations. The current prescribed agreement is
used for tenancies of five years or less.
Importantly, the bill will also enable a specific long-term
tenancy agreement to be prescribed that will be able to be
used as an alternative to the current prescribed agreement.
This new specific agreement will be developed later this year
in consultation with key stakeholders. More than one
alternative form of the agreement may be prescribed if
necessary.
Where a landlord and a tenant are comfortable with using the
existing prescribed agreement for their longer term tenancy
arrangements, they will be free to choose to do so.
The bill will enable the terms and conditions of the specific
long-term tenancy agreement to be inconsistent with a
number of the standard requirements of the act where there is
a need to adjust the operation of the act to better suit extended
tenure. This recognises that the existing requirements of the
act were designed with shorter term tenancies in mind.
Recognising that there may be widely different situations in
which fixed long-term tenancies may be used, more than one
alternative may be prescribed and, where necessary, different
clauses for use in those agreements will also be able to be
prescribed.
As with the current prescribed agreement, landlords or tenants
will be able to include additional clauses in their fixed
long-term tenancy agreements.
Where a party to a fixed long-term tenancy agreement that is
in the new prescribed form is in breach of a term of the
prescribed agreement, the other party will be able to apply to
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal for an order
for compensation or an order requiring compliance with that
term of the agreement.

This bill will introduce one of the most significant changes to
residential tenancy arrangements in Victoria in the last
20 years. For the first time, it will enable landlords and
tenants to agree to enter into tenancy agreements for greater
than five years, which will be subject to the protections of the
Residential Tenancies Act 1997 (the act).

The amendments in the bill will also enable regulations to be
made identifying additional terms that cannot be used in fixed
long-term agreements, and will introduce new offences
prohibiting the use of those terms, or any other additional
terms that vary or contradict the operation of any of the
provisions set out in the prescribed alternative agreements.

In the government’s housing affordability strategy Homes for
Victorians it is noted that many Victorians want the certainty
of a longer term lease. Although short-term leases are
currently the norm in Victoria, more than one in five renters
have been in their home for more than five years.

It will be a feature of any prescribed alternative fixed
long-term tenancy agreement that it will be able to be
extended. If the agreement is not extended after the initial
fixed term expires, the tenancy will continue as a periodic
tenancy. However, the benefit of any terms specially varied
for longer term tenancies will not apply to the periodic
tenancy. The periodic tenancy will be on the same terms, as
far as applicable, as if the original tenancy had been in the
form of the current standard prescribed agreement.

Furthermore, market research conducted by Consumer
Affairs Victoria as part of the review of the act found interest
from landlords and tenants in longer term fixed tenancies,
noting that certainty of tenure was a high priority for tenants.
The bill will enable greater security for tenants and certainty
for landlords. Currently the act does not apply to tenancy
agreements of greater than five years. This will be amended
to bring tenancy agreements for a fixed term of more than
five years under the operation of the act. The length of term
will remain a matter to be agreed between landlord and tenant
and there will be no maximum cap on the length of a tenancy.
It will be an offence for fixed-term tenancies of more than
five years to not be in writing. Tenants and landlords will

The bill will amend the provisions of the act relating to bonds
to enable a long-term tenancy agreement that is in the new
prescribed form to require an additional amount of bond to be
paid every five years to maintain the real value of the bond.
The bill will also amend a number of other provisions of the
act to ensure that regulations can be made varying the way
long-term tenancy agreements operate in situations of
extended tenure. For example, provisions relating to notice
periods may need to be adjusted, where the long-term tenancy
agreement is for a period of 10 years or more.
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As part of the government’s housing affordability strategy an
online matching service will be established. This service will
connect landlords and tenants interested in a long-term lease
through a dedicated website. The feasibility of an
intermediary service to manage long-term lease arrangements
will also be tested. The government has allocated $1.2 million
over the next four years to support these measures.
This bill makes an important contribution to the government’s
commitment to increase the supply of stable housing for
tenants, while providing the benefit of more secure, long-term
income streams for landlords.
The government also envisages that these measures may also
assist in generating new investment in the rental market by
making long-term rental arrangements an attractive option for
larger institutional investors.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern
Victoria) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 14 September.

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT (REAL-TIME
PRESCRIPTION MONITORING) BILL 2017
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Mr DALIDAKIS
(Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade); by leave, ordered to be read second time
forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) 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 Drugs, Poisons
and Controlled Substances Amendment (Real-time
Prescription Monitoring) Bill 2017.
In my opinion, the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
Amendment (Real-time Prescription Monitoring) Bill 2017,
as introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible with
human rights as set out in the charter. I base my opinion on
the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The bill amends the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act 1981 (the act) to:
(1) provide that the secretary may establish a database
relating to the monitoring and supply of certain
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poisons and controlled substances and provide for
information to be included on the database;
(2) provide for access to the database by health
practitioners and other persons prescribed by the
secretary; and
(3) require particular professionals to report potential
misuse of certain drugs of dependence and poisons.

Human rights issues
The right to privacy
Section 13(a) of the charter provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. An
interference with privacy will not be ‘unlawful’ where it is
permitted by a law which is precise and appropriately
circumscribed. Interferences with privacy will not be
‘arbitrary’ provided they are reasonable in the particular
circumstances, and just and proportionate to the end sought.
The right to privacy is relevant in relation to a number of the
provisions in the bill. However, for the reasons set out below,
none of the provisions in the bill limit this right, as any
interference with privacy is neither unlawful nor arbitrary.
Creation of database and disclosure of information by the
secretary
Clause 5 inserts a new section 30A into the act, which permits
the Secretary to the Department of Health and Human
Services to establish a ‘monitored poisons database’. The
database may contain a variety of information, including
records of: the supply of a monitored poison; permits and
notifications relating to the supply of, and treatment with,
poisons and controlled substances; warrants applied for and
issued by the secretary in relation to the supply or treatment
of persons with poisons and controlled substances; and any
other information prescribed by regulation. The database will
contain personal details of persons being supplied monitored
poisons and drugs in accordance with the act, including health
and medical information.
Within clause 5, proposed section 30B provides that the
purpose of the creation of the database is to promote safe
supply, prescription and dispensing practices, reduce harm
from monitored poisons and other high-risk medication, and
facilitate evaluation and research into monitored poisons.
New section 30B gives the secretary power to: collect and
store information required for the database, require a
prescribed person (or class or entity) to provide information to
the database, prescribe certain records or information to be
provided to the database, and use and disclose any
information on the database that is reasonably necessary to
implement and oversee it.
Both the power to obtain and to disclose this information
engage the right to privacy. The right is engaged by the
requirement that personal information, which in many cases is
likely to be information associated with medical treatment, be
provided to a central repository, and also by the power of the
secretary to disclose that information in certain specified
circumstances.
However, any interference to the right to privacy occasioned
by the establishment of the database and the secretary’s

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT (REAL-TIME PRESCRIPTION MONITORING)
BILL 2017
Thursday, 7 September 2017
powers in relation to the database will be lawful, as the
powers are appropriate, circumscribed and precise.
Additionally, any interference will not be arbitrary as the
database serves several legitimate purposes as set out above.
Further, the secretary’s powers under new section 30B(2) to
collect, use and disclose this information can only be
exercised for the purposes of establishing and maintaining the
database and furthering its purposes set out in new
section 30B(1). For this reason, in my opinion clause 5 is
compatible with section 13 of the charter.
Access, use and disclosure of database information by other
parties
The information on the database can be accessed by
pharmacists, registered medical practitioners, or nurse
practitioners for reasons specified in the bill (new section 30C
in clause 5) and the database must be checked by these
professionals (as well as authorised suppliers) before the
supply of any monitored poisons (new sections 30E–30H).
The bill intends to ensure that the relevant health
professionals will consider the information contained on the
database before supplying a monitored poison. The database
is intended to be a clinical decision support tool, which will
promote safe supply, prescription and dispensing practices,
and reduce harm from monitored poisons and high-risk
medication.
The information may also be accessed by prescribed entities
or persons authorised by the secretary (or classes of such
entities or persons) for reasons prescribed in the regulations or
the authorisation (new section 30C(3)–(5)).
While these provisions also engage the right to privacy
because they involve the access, use and disclosure of
confidential personal information, they similarly do not
limit that right. This is because the access to personal
information authorised by proposed section 30C is neither
unlawful nor arbitrary. The access to personal information is
authorised for a confined purpose to specific professionals,
or to persons or entities authorised or prescribed. The
secretary only has power to provide that authorisation where
satisfied of certain circumstances, and it is an offence for
anyone to access use or disclose information if they are not
authorised to do so by the act.
Under proposed section 32A, notifications must also be given
by pharmacists, registered medical practitioners, or nurse
practitioners to the secretary in circumstances qualifying as a
‘reportable drug event’, which may require the provision of
certain personal information to the secretary. A reportable
drug event occurs where requests are made of pharmacists for
certain drugs in greater quantity or frequency than is
necessary, where a medical practitioner believes their patient
is a drug-dependent person seeking certain forms of
treatment, or in circumstances prescribed by the secretary.
These notification requirements replicate requirements which
previously were provided separately by sections 33 and 36.
The notifications to the secretary may form part of the
database: (new section 30A(2)(b)). The purpose of the
provisions is to ensure that the potential misuse of certain
drugs is centrally reported and can be included on a single
database, to better protect against misuse. Given that the
circumstances in which this notification is required are
prescribed by statute or notice published in the Government
Gazette, and taking into account the important purpose the
provision serves, such notifications, to the extent that they
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amount to a disclosure of personal information, do not limit
the right to privacy.
Finally, proposed section 42A permits the information on the
database to be accessed by officers authorised by the secretary
for the purpose of ascertaining whether the act, regulations
and related acts are being complied with. For the same
reasons set out above, this provision does not limit the right to
privacy.
Accordingly, I consider that neither the creation of the
database nor the use, access or disclosure of the information
that will be contained on it limit the right to privacy.
The right to a fair hearing
Section 24(1) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence or a party to a civil proceeding has the
right to have the charge or proceeding determined by a
competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal after a
fair and public hearing. For civil proceedings, the fair hearing
right in section 24(1) of the charter encompasses an implied
right of access to the courts.
New section 30J provides that various health practitioners are
not liable for anything that they do in good faith in carrying
out a duty or function relating to the monitored poisons
database in accordance with the act or regulations. The
section provides health professionals with a general immunity
from liability, including for liability relating to professional
etiquette or ethics obligations and defamation. The limitation
of that liability confines claims that might otherwise have
existed under statute or general law. As such, it affects the
substantive content of legal rights which may otherwise exist
in limited circumstances rather than limit a person’s access to
the court to determining existing rights.
For these reasons, I consider that the new section does not
engage the right in s 24.
Jenny Mikakos, MP
Minister for Families and Children
Minister for Youth Affairs

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

Incorporated speech as follows:
Far too many Victorians have lost loved ones, needlessly, to
prescription drug overdoses; and on too many of these
occasions, potential opportunities to detect misuse of
prescribed medicines, and the warning signs of addiction,
were missed. Through earlier detection and intervention, we
can save lives.
By implementing a real-time prescription monitoring system,
this bill will help us do just that. It will enable prescribers and
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pharmacists to review dispensing records for high-risk
medicines, to help them make better informed, safer clinical
decisions at the critical moment of consultation or dispensing.
The scale of this problem is immense. In 2016, prescription
medicine overdose resulted in the loss of 372 Victorian lives.
This is an alarming figure, higher than the number of
overdose deaths involving illicit drugs (257) and even higher
than the road toll (291).
As alarming as these statistics are, statistics obscure the grief
and the very real human tragedies they record.
I want to share just one of those stories to illustrate why this
legislation is so desperately needed.
In 1994, Simon Millington was an 18-year-old
auto-electrician and son of farmers from Nhill, when he
crashed his car on a country road and suffered devastating
injury. After weeks in hospital and numerous operations, he
became addicted to his pain medication and other drugs.
His mother, Margaret, describes that for the next 16 years
Simon’s life was a roller-coaster involving numerous attempts
at drug rehabilitation, and chaos for the family as they tried to
rescue him.
The family was determined to save him. In 2008 Simon found
that he was the father of Maddie, a four-year-old girl, and this
seemed to be a turning point for him. When he left a
six-month treatment in rehabilitation, he came home to work
on the farm and volunteered to help others in rehab.
He was a doting father and desperately wanted to stay well
for his daughter Maddie. But addiction crept back into their
lives and he started prescription shopping again. Sadly, the
family lost their battle to save Simon: in 2010 he died of an
accidental overdose of oxycodone.
I would like to express my deepest condolences to the
Millington family — and the families of so many other
Victorians with similar heart-wrenching stories — for their
loss. The burden of grief is hard to imagine, and one no
family ought need to bear.
Margaret and John Millington, Simon’s mother and father,
have been tireless advocates for real-time prescription
monitoring ever since his death, and I take this opportunity to
record my deep admiration and heartfelt thanks for their
efforts in bringing this issue to the fore on behalf of so many.
In his mother’s words: ‘His life mattered, and that is why I do
what I do for others in similar circumstances’.
On more than 30 occasions, Victorian coroners have also
recommended real-time prescription monitoring to prevent
the unintentional prescription drug overdose deaths of people
whose drug use was uncoordinated, or were obtaining
dangerous prescription drugs from unwitting multiple
prescribers and pharmacies.
Such tragedies are often the result of a desperate attempt to
manage pain following an accident or injury, and might have
been avoided with earlier intervention and support.
I have been heartened by the courage and determination of
many parents and families to change things for the better, and to
do whatever they can to prevent the deaths of others in similar
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circumstances. Their support and involvement is vital to
changing mistaken preconceptions about the problem of misuse
of prescription medicines, and helping to create an empathetic
climate for acceptance of monitoring by the community. It is
also essential to encourage an effective and respectful response
by health professionals monitoring their patients.
The Andrews Labor government is committed to doing all we
can to prevent further tragedies by implementing real-time
prescription monitoring in Victoria.
At its core, this means linking prescribing and dispensing data
to support clinical decision-making and allow doctors and
pharmacists to identify patients struggling with their misuse,
or progressing towards high-risk use of potentially dangerous
medications.
Work is well underway to design and build the system, as
well as developing the support and training for our GPs and
pharmacists, and this will be completed by 2018.
While the monitoring system is essential, it is not sufficient
on its own. This tool will identify patients who require
support and treatment for their high-risk medication use, and
in many cases, drug dependence. These patients require
empathetic, respectful and skilled professional assistance to
manage their high-risk medication use.
Accordingly, the Andrews Labor government is committed to
the development of workforce training that will ensure
doctors and pharmacists have the necessary skills to respond
effectively and respectfully to patients at risk.
The amendments contained in this bill will require prescribers
and pharmacists to review the patients’ dispensing records
before writing or dispensing a prescription for certain high-risk
medicines. This approach will provide the greatest benefit from
the system, and is consistent with international best practice, as
demonstrated particularly in the United States. The relatively
small amount of time required to check the system will be
offset by streamlining current regulatory processes.
All schedule 8 medicines — that is, high-risk prescription
medicines that are potentially addictive and require
additional controls, such as morphine — will be included
for monitoring through the system. Other high-risk
medicines, for example, some schedule 4 medicines such as
diazepam, will also be monitored.
Medical practitioners and pharmacists face challenges every
day with the task of balancing effective management of their
patients’ severe pain or other medical conditions, while at the
same time preventing the serious risks of dependence and
misuse of the drugs used to treat these conditions. Real-time
monitoring will enable them to manage this balance more
effectively, and ensure effective and safer treatment for these
conditions. It is essential that monitoring does not prevent
effective treatment when this is needed.
I now turn to the provisions in the bill.
The bill will:
enable the Secretary of the Department of Health and
Human Services to establish a database that contains
records of the supply of certain high-risk medicines;
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require records to be provided for use within the
database;
enable prescribers and pharmacists to access the records
for a patient in their medical care;
require prescribers and pharmacists to review a patient’s
dispensing history before writing or dispensing a
prescription. Some exceptions will be created, for
example, in circumstances where the risk of
‘prescription shopping’ is low, such as in prisons,
residential aged care or as an inpatient within a hospital;
reduce the regulatory burden on prescribers by removing
some regulatory requirements. For instance, there will
be fewer occasions where a treatment permit is required
from the Department of Health and Human Services in
low-risk circumstances or where the risk will be
addressed through information available in the real-time
prescription monitoring system.
Victoria, once again, is leading the way and will be the first
state to implement such a large-scale and comprehensive
response.
The implementation of real-time prescription monitoring has
been widely welcomed and applauded by key stakeholders
including medical and pharmacy professional organisations,
and the families who have experienced the tragedy of loss of
a child, parent, husband or spouse from prescription drug
overdose. Many of these people have been advocating for
some time for such a system to be implemented.
We have to stop good people falling into the quicksand of
addiction to prescription opioids and other drugs by
supporting clinical decisions with tools that modern
information and communication technology has provided us.
We need to take action now to stop people dying. We can no
longer stand by as parents bury their children, as children
grow up without their parents and as Victorian communities
mourn the loss of too many innocent lives.
This legislation is essential to protect the lives of Victorians
and I ask all members to support it.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 14 September.

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES MISCELLANEOUS
AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Referral to committee
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
move:
That —
(1) the resolution of the Council of 11 May 2017 that the
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2017 be committed to a
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committee of the whole on the next day of meeting be
read and rescinded pursuant to standing order 7.07;

(2) the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2017 be referred to the
Legal and Social Issues Committee for inquiry,
consideration and report by 31 October 2017; and
(3) consideration of the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2017 be
deferred until after the committee has tabled its final
report in accordance with paragraph (2).

Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I would
like to speak to the motion, and I fully support it. There
is a significant joint committee inquiry into drug
regulation and drug policy being held right now. It is
due to report in March. It is looking at the issue that this
bill goes straight to, which is synthetic substances and
in particular psychoactive substances. I might add that
that committee has also travelled overseas, has taken
extensive expert evidence and has conducted numerous
public hearings on this subject. Why would we not wait
to see the findings of that committee and that
committee’s report before moving ahead — one would
say pre-emptively — on this legislation? I think this is a
most sensible motion, and I fully support it.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I just want
to put on the record that the opposition does not support
the referral motion moved by Ms Hartland. I think this
bill has had appropriate debate in the second-reading
stage. I look forward to the committee stage to move
my amendments, but I do not think the case has been
made for a referral to a parliamentary inquiry.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — I rise to put on
the record that the government will not be supporting
this motion today.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
reason for moving this referral is that over my 11 years
in the Parliament I think I have done five or six of these
kinds of bills. I do not think they are effective. I think
what happens is that every time we do a new one, six
months later we get another bill talking about the same
kind of issues. I think it does not actually have any kind
of effect on what is being sold. We know these drugs
are extremely dangerous, we are not controlling them
well and they are not being dealt with well, but we just
keep on doing what I think are these not very well
defined bills through which somehow we think we are
going to control them.
We need to have a new approach. We need to look at
the New Zealand model, where they talk about not
having these drugs on the market unless you can prove
they are safe. Why are we just tampering around the
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edges? We should actually be serious about drug law
reform, and this bill does not achieve that. That is why I
think it should have gone to a committee for referral
and for discussion and come back with a much more
sensible approach.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 6
Barber, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Hartland, Ms

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

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

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

Motion negatived.
Committed.

forfeiture, which would reduce the automatic forfeiture
quantity from 30 grams to 15 grams for pure
methamphetamines, the government does not support
these changes. We believe the opposition is making
arbitrary reductions. The automatic forfeiture regime
shifts the onus onto the offender to explain to the court
why property should be excluded from forfeiture.
Lowering the threshold amount for automatic forfeiture,
we believe, will only really ensure that much lower
level offenders are potentially brought within the
confiscation scheme. It does not provide that there will
be any further deterrent against engaging in trafficking
or that the amount of assets seized will be increased. It
is likely that the lower level offenders captured by this
scheme would have less assets of any great value, as by
definition they are the smaller players in the ice market
rather than the larger players who make the significant
profits. This in turn could lead to more cases of
hardship within families if assets are forfeited.
Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 18
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr (Teller)
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms
Morris, Mr (Teller)

Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I move:
1.

Clause 1, page 2, line 11, after “quantities” insert “or
automatic forfeiture quantities”.

Amendment 1 to clause 1 is a test for amendment 7
standing in my name. In a very brief way, let me
remind the committee that the opposition supports this
bill. We welcome the changes in the legislation, but we
do not think they go far enough, and we therefore want
to lower the threshold for automatic forfeiture
quantities, as this amendment to clause 1 and
amendment 7 in my name seek to do. The other
amendments, which I will move later, in a similar vein
seek to lower the threshold test for the definition of
large commercial quantities of drugs.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — The
Greens will not be supporting this amendment.
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills) —
On the opposition’s proposed amendments to automatic

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

Noes, 19

Committee
Clause 1
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Barber, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Dalidakis, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr

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

Pairs
Atkinson, Mr

Shing, Ms

Amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 and 3 agreed to.
Clause 4
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I refer to
the definitions and in particular the definition for
‘psychoactive effect’ on line 18. The definition
employs the phrase ‘significant disturbance in, or
significant change to’. I assume that the word
‘significant’ has its ordinary meaning?
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Ms TIERNEY — The answer is yes.
Ms PATTEN — Thank you, Minister. Just for the
sake of clarity, is that the ordinary meaning as defined
in the Oxford dictionary?
Ms TIERNEY — The advice is yes.
Ms PATTEN — Does it follow that a ‘disturbance
in … or … change to, motor function, thinking,
behaviour, perception, awareness or mood’ that is less
than a significant disturbance or change is not a
psychoactive effect for the purposes of this legislation?
Ms TIERNEY — We have relied on the definition
and the practice of the New South Wales legislation.
Ms PATTEN — I am not aware of what the New
South Wales definition is. In other words, what you are
saying is that it does not make unlawful a product that
causes a disturbance or change to motor function,
thinking, behaviour, perception, awareness or mood so
long as that disturbance or change is not significant?
Ms TIERNEY — That is right.
Ms PATTEN — Just to clarify that: two glasses of
wine not exceeding .05, for example, may cause a
change in a person’s motor function, but not such a
significant change as to impair a person’s ability to
drive. In this way we already permit an effect, but not a
significant effect upon motor function, in our existing
driving laws. Is that correct?
Ms TIERNEY — What would be an appropriate
example is how caffeine really does not have a
significant effect upon a person’s functioning. Food and
drink are generally excepted, as I understand it.
Ms PATTEN — Just to go back, what we were
talking about was a significant effect. I would
obviously agree with you that most food does not have
a significant effect. I go back to my analogy of two
glasses of wine, which is less than .05, which is not
seen as impairing a driver. I am just trying to clarify
whether that level of effect would be considered
significant or not.
Ms TIERNEY — There is a general rule of thumb,
as I said, that food and drink would not be considered
as significant, but I have been advised, and as I
understand it, that it is kept general so that the courts, at
the end of the day, will determine the level of
significance.
Ms PATTEN — Thank you, Minister. In likening
then the threshold in this bill to the Road Safety Act,
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being another act of this Parliament, would you say that
a significant disturbance or change threshold is like the
threshold for ‘impaired’ in section 49 of the Road
Safety Act?
Ms TIERNEY — The advice I have received is that
it is about the drug itself, not the impact that it actually
has on the individual.
Ms PATTEN — Thank you, Minister. I find that
curious, given that the definition in the legislation is
‘the stimulation or depression of the person’s central
nervous system resulting in a significant change to
motor function, thinking, behaviour, perception,
awareness or mood’. I would have to suggest that was
of a person; that is not actually pertaining to the drug. In
my understanding it says that this is about having a
significant disturbance or a significant change to
behaviour, perception, awareness or mood, not that it is
a significant drug. I do not see how this cannot pertain
to the person.
Ms TIERNEY — The advice I have received is that
it is not appropriate to compare the definition of
psychoactive effect to a blood alcohol reading. That is
because, as the member states, it is the impact on a
person when consumed, not necessarily the intoxication
of the person.
Ms PATTEN — Thank you, Minister, for that
clarification. Rather than a blood alcohol rating I was
getting to the point of likening the threshold to
‘impaired’, as in section 49 of the Road Safety Act.
That does not necessarily relate to blood alcohol; that
actually relates to someone being impaired. A judge
could find impairment due to lack of sleep. There could
be a whole range of reasons that you were impaired in
your driving. It does not purely refer to blood alcohol
ratings. I guess I am just trying to get an idea of where
‘significant’ stands in relation to other legislation, such
as the Road Safety Act and the use of the word
‘impaired’.
Ms TIERNEY — The matters that the member
raised are indeed important points, and that is why it is
important for the courts to actually determine the
degree of significant impairment.
Clause agreed to; clauses 5 to 7 agreed to.
Clause 8
Ms HARTLAND — Having done a number of
these bills over the last 11 years, none of them have
been particularly effective in actually dealing with the
situation. I will give a classic example. Several years
ago we did a ban the bong bill. I am not known for my
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grand IT skills, but within about 30 seconds of going
online I found a number of sites where you could just
buy these products online. How will this prevent people
from being able to buy online or through various black
market arrangements rather than through shops?
Ms TIERNEY — Ms Hartland, the promotion
offence is only intended to capture the physical
advertisements; it is not intended to capture online
advertisements. This ensures that the offence does not
inadvertently capture young people who may post
online about substances that they have heard of or tried.
The persons advertising psychoactive substances for
sale online will still be able to be caught before any
purchase is made as the definition of ‘sell’ includes
offering for sale. Does that assist?
Ms HARTLAND — How is this going to be
monitored, Minister? How effective is this going to be?
Is there going to be a police officer monitoring all of
these sites every day? Or is it that, as it has been when
we have had this kind of legislation before, that
becomes the major fault?
Ms TIERNEY — Victoria Police (VicPol) is well
aware of the sites and monitors on a continuous basis
any potential new online avenues that may be available.
Ms HARTLAND — Minister, there could be
thousands of these sites. How is it that VicPol would be
able to monitor all of them? I would think that as soon
as one is closed down a new one will be set up and then
VicPol will just be constantly running after new sites.
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Ms TIERNEY — This approach is in line with
similar schemes interstate, such as in New South Wales
and Western Australia. However, police will be able to
search for and seize synthetic drugs, like they can any
other illicit drug. This does not mean that the
possession of a synthetic drug is necessarily illegal,
Ms Patten. The government will still be able to escalate
its response to specific synthetic drugs that are
identified as posing a significant risk to the community
by adding them to the list of prohibited drugs of
dependence set out in schedule 11 of the Drugs,
Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981. This will
enliven the existing illicit drug offences, including
possession of a drug of dependence and trafficking
offences. Many synthetic drug compounds are already
listed as prohibited under the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Act 1981.
Ms PATTEN — Thank you, Minister. That does
clarify it. I just want to confirm that, yes, if a drug is
already listed, then of course it is already illegal to
possess and use, but presuming that the psychoactive
substance is not listed in the schedules, then there is no
offence to consume or possess the substance under this
part or otherwise in the act.
Ms TIERNEY — If it is not listed, it will not be an
offence.
Clause agreed to; clauses 9 and 10 agreed to.
Clause 11

Ms TIERNEY — Obviously, Ms Hartland, that will
be a matter for VicPol in terms of making sure they can
monitor those aspects of this bill as effectively as
possible.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) — I call
on Mr O’Donohue to move his amendments 2 to 5 to
update the quantities used in example 1 in the definition
of ‘aggregated large commercial quantity’ in the
principal act as a consequence and a test of his
substantive amendment 6.

Ms PATTEN — Minister, in relation to clause 8, I
am just wondering if you can confirm that it is not an
offence to possess a psychoactive substance under that
part or otherwise in the act other than for the purposes
of production, sale or supply.

Mr O’DONOHUE — Thank you, Acting
President, for outlining the amendments that I am
seeking to move to clause 11. I move:

Ms TIERNEY — The simple possession of a
synthetic drug will not be an offence. The laws are
focused on stopping the synthetic drug trade in
Victoria — retail outlets and those responsible for it —
banning the production, sale and promotion of these
dangerous drugs.
Ms PATTEN — Thank you, Minister. So the
possession of a psychoactive substance for personal use
is not an offence. Can the minister confirm that it is not
an offence to consume a psychoactive substance under
that part or otherwise in the act?

2.

Clause 11, line 16, omit “750” and insert “500”.

3.

Clause 11, line 19, omit “750” and insert “500”.

4.

Clause 11, line 21, omit “3/5” and insert “9/10”.

5.

Clause 11, line 22, omit “10/5 or 2” and insert “23/10 or
2.3”.

As you say, Acting President, my amendments 2 to 5
are a test for my substantive amendment 6. The current
existing quantities for ‘aggregated large commercial
quantity’ are 750 grams and 1 kilogram respectively.
The government’s bill reduces that to 500 grams and
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750 grams respectively. What I seek to do with these
amendments is reduce that further to 375 grams and
500 grams respectively, consistent with the policy
position that the then Attorney-General outlined in late
2014. The policy position of the opposition has been
consistent since former Attorney-General Robert Clark
first outlined it. I am seeking, through these
amendments, to put that position.
Whilst we welcome the changes to the quantities the
government has in its bill, we do not believe they go far
enough. We want to send a very clear message, and it is
for that purpose that I move these amendments.
Ms TIERNEY — I will deal with all the remaining
clauses that are before the house because they go to the
issue of quantity. I inform the house that the
government does not support any of the amendments
proposed by the opposition. The proposed quantity
reductions in the bill were developed after very careful
consideration and consultation with Victoria Police.
They are based on data about previous drug seizures
and our understanding of the practices of ice traffickers.
By contrast, the proposed additional reductions to the
large commercial quantities appear to have been chosen
on the basis of an arbitrary reduction of 50 per cent on
current figures.
In developing the bill the government examined police
forensic data related to the distribution of seizures of
methamphetamine with respect to drug mass — that
means drug weight — in recent years. The government
also sought advice on the number of street doses that
high-purity ice equates to. We also looked at the new
quantity thresholds in the bill that are designed to
increase the number of seizures caught by the
commercial and large commercial offences in the most
effective way having regard to the dynamics of the ice
trade.
The reduction of 50 per cent for commercial quantities
in the bill specifically targets a section of the market
that we know has become particularly active, and that is
the mid-level dealer. Arbitrarily reducing the amounts
required for commercial quantities further is
unnecessary and could impact on the criminal justice
system. The main reason for this is that it is more likely
that an accused person who would now be facing large
commercial trafficking charges rather than commercial
trafficking charges would contest those charges due to
the increased sentence and confiscation powers they
were faced with. The proposed changes would also
impact on the prison system if the changes resulted in
increased prison terms.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — The
Greens will not be supporting these amendments.
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Committee divided on amendments:
Ayes, 18
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms

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

Noes, 20
Barber, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr (Teller)

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

Pairs
Ondarchie, Mr

Shing, Ms

Amendments negatived.
Clause agreed to; clause 12 agreed to.
Clause 13
Ms PATTEN — Regarding clauses 13 to 15 around
search, seizure and forfeiture, I am just wondering if I
can get agreement from you about the assessment of the
Minister for Police, Ms Neville, in her statement of
compatibility that these new powers do not limit
section 20, which is property rights, of the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities.
Ms TIERNEY — I am advised that the answer is
no.
Ms PATTEN — Just to confirm, what I was asking
was whether you agreed with the assessment of the
minister in her statement of compatibility that these
new powers do not limit section 20 of the charter.
Ms TIERNEY — Yes.
Ms PATTEN — It would have been unusual
otherwise. So is it correct that the government does not
intend to issue an override declaration with respect to
those clauses of the charter?
Ms TIERNEY — No, it does not.
Clause agreed to.
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Clause 14
Ms HARTLAND — Minister, I know this is an
operational issue, but as the clause allows police to
search for and seize the psychoactive substances, again
it goes to that issue of — I understand how that would
be quite easy to do in shops — how that is going to be
possible with online sellers. How is it going to be
possible for Victoria Police to be able to track and seize
these products?
Ms TIERNEY — The police have the search and
seizure powers, but obviously it depends on the
intelligence that they receive in terms of knowing that
the product is being sold or promoted online.

Thursday, 7 September 2017

Psychoactive Substances Regulatory Authority there
are currently no approved products. The website
advises that due to the New Zealand prohibition on the
use of animal testing for purposes of assessing
psychoactive products it is unlikely that there will be
any approved products for at least the next three years.
As a transitional measure the New Zealand government
introduced a system of interim approvals and licences
but cancelled this in 2014, resulting in the recall of all
psychoactive products from the New Zealand market.

Ms HARTLAND — Minister, again this goes to my
history with having done a number of these bills. We
keep on adding new lists to these bills, and in a few
months time we will do another bill and we will add
another list. They are always totally ineffective, so why
is it that the government did not look at a different way
of dealing with this, such as the New Zealand model,
where substances cannot be brought onto the market
until they are proven safe?

The Victorian government did not consider adopting
the New Zealand scheme in Victoria. The scheme
assumes that psychoactive substances should be legally
available if they are approved as low risk and safe for
recreational use. The Victorian government does not
believe that psychoactive substance products that
mimic the effects of an illicit drug should be classed as
low risk and safe for recreational use. The long-term
health effects of such drugs are unknown. Moreover,
adverse reactions to psychoactive drugs can occur for
any number of reasons, including the size, weight and
general health of a person as well as whether the person
has taken a larger than usual dose, is used to taking a
particular drug or has taken other drugs at the same
time. In the government’s view it is not possible to rule
out harm, nor is it desirable to accept a low risk of harm
in connection with the recreational use of these drugs.

Ms TIERNEY — As I understand it, there have
been a number of discussions in which the New
Zealand system has played a role. In 2013, as I
understand it, the New Zealand government
implemented a scheme to regulate the sale of
psychoactive substances. The scheme allows for the
manufacture, importation and sale of psychoactive
products as long as they are approved for use and pose
no more than a low risk of harm. Unapproved products
are banned.

Ms HARTLAND — Minister, I would agree that a
number of these drugs are extremely harmful and that is
the problem with them. That is why the Greens have
continued to talk about the New Zealand model. My
problem is that we just keep on adding substances to
lists. In three months time we will add a few more, and
then we will add a few more, and we actually do not do
anything about dealing with the issue. It is for those
reasons that the Greens will vote against this particular
clause.

The New Zealand scheme differs from other schemes
in that it permits the sale of low-risk psychoactive
substances for recreational use. A person or business
may undertake a harms assessment and attempt to
prove the product is safe. This involves meeting all
premarket requirements, including the development of
quality systems for manufacturing and safety testing
and assessing the pharmacological, psychoactive and
toxicology effects of the substance and potential for
dependence.

Ms TIERNEY — The provisions will complement,
not replace, the current approach of prohibiting specific
synthetic drugs based on their chemical structure.
Consequently the bill also adds several further synthetic
drugs and classes of drugs to the list of illicit drugs in
the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act.
These substances are already subject to temporary
provisions under regulation.

Clause agreed to; clauses 15 to 20 agreed to.
Clause 21

If the New Zealand Psychoactive Substances
Regulatory Authority assesses the product as having a
low risk of harm, the person or business may be
licensed to manufacture, import or sell the product.
According to the website of the New Zealand

Ms PATTEN — Thank you, Minister, for clarifying
why you would not consider a low-risk system, such as
New Zealand. I know I am probably stating the
obvious, but when you say that you will not accept any
low-risk harm for psychoactive substances, of course
we do with tobacco and alcohol, both being
psychoactive substances and both actually causing
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more harm than any other psychoactive drug put
together.
Following on from Ms Hartland’s question, my
question is around this continuing scheduling of
substances, which we know just creates new
substances. This is happening not just in Victoria and in
Australia; it is happening internationally. As one
product is scheduled, a new product comes up, and I
appreciate that this bill is effectively attempting to
change that. Has any consideration been given to the
fact that these substances are becoming more dangerous
and are actually becoming more experimental as this
list grows longer? So as you ban another one, has there
been any consideration that this is actually leading to
more dangerous drugs being introduced onto the
market?
Ms TIERNEY — On advice, I understand the
development of the bill and the formatting we agreed to
were primarily on the advice provided by Victoria
Police. I do recognise the broader question that you are
asking, which I think is a question facing all
jurisdictions, not just in this country but elsewhere, in
terms of how you capture what are a range of drugs that
have not even been invented yet. That is a challenge, as
I said, for all jurisdictions.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 22
Ms HARTLAND — The Greens will be voting
against this clause, and we will be dividing upon it.
Again it goes to the same issue of lists of drugs that will
change again in a few months time. We never totally
address the issue.
Committee divided on clause:
Ayes, 33
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalidakis, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Melhem, Mr

Mikakos, Ms
Morris, Mr
Mulino, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr (Teller)
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Somyurek, Mr (Teller)
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr
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Noes, 6
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Dunn, Ms
Hartland, Ms

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

Clause agreed to.
Clauses 23 to 26 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

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

Murchison-Tatura Road
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and once again I bring to the minister’s
attention the terrible condition of the C357, the
Murchison-Tatura Road. My request of the minister is
that he commits to funding a full upgrade of the
Murchison-Tatura Road that reflects the quantity and
type of vehicles that use it now and will use it in the
future.
The condition of the Murchison-Tatura Road is an issue
that I have spoken about many times in the past, and it
disappoints me to return to the chamber to raise the
condition of this road with the minister yet again. This
road is a major arterial road that connects the Goulburn
Valley Highway at Murchison East to the Midland
Highway north-west of Tatura. The road carries a high
volume of vehicular traffic — cars but also a large
number of trucks and buses. It is the main thoroughfare
used by heavy vehicles to transport produce from
nearby farms.
It had appeared that my many months of advocacy on
the issue had finally borne fruit when I received an
undertaking from the minister back in March that work
to reseal the Murchison-Tatura Road was soon to
commence. But the works carried out are just as we
would expect from all of Daniel Andrews’s projects in
the bush — it is a shoddy quick-fix approach that
simply does not cut it with regional Victorians.
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I recently had contact with a constituent living on the
Murchison-Tatura Road, who highlighted numerous
problems faced by motorists using the road. She said
that while the resealing was welcome, many dips have
appeared as a result, and potholes are already forming
at either end of the resealed section. The edges of the
new bitumen are too soft and are already breaking
away, creating loose stones that are a danger to
motorists and damaging to vehicles. It is clear that the
latest work is similar to previous works on the
Murchison-Tatura Road — spot repairs that prove
insufficient for the large number of users that travel on
the road on a daily basis.
As well as the condition of the road itself, my
constituents have pointed out other factors that
contribute to the road being unsafe for motorists.
Residents have said that the vegetation on either side of
the road is so thick it is preventing proper drainage, and
large pools of water are forming on the road when it
rains. This creates a dangerous situation for motorists
travelling within this 100 kilometre-per-hour zone,
particularly visitors who are not familiar with the road.
Property owners have told me that they have tried to
gain access to slash the vegetation along their
boundaries, but they have been unable to do so due to
the large table drains that run along the road. These
table drains prevent motorists from pulling over to the
side of the road in an emergency, and there have been
incidents of vehicles falling into the drains, and they
have had to be removed by nearby farmers.
The condition of the Murchison-Tatura Road is an issue
that has gone on for far too long, and I welcome
VicRoads’s recent calls for local residents to provide
feedback on how to make the road safer. My
constituents know this road, and I urge VicRoads to
take heed of their suggestions.

Family violence action plan
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
rise today with an adjournment matter for the
Attorney-General. The Royal Commission into Family
Violence recommended amending the Infringements
Act 2006 so that victims of family violence could have
a traffic infringement withdrawn or revoked in certain
circumstances. This recommendation has been
implemented, and I congratulate the government on
doing so.
The change was to have meant that victims of family
violence who have fines put in their name by abusive
partners and people fleeing family violence at the time
of the offence are not penalised by the infringement
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system. However, the purpose of the provision is being
undermined by mandatory toll cost orders. The court is
currently required to impose a fine of $40 per toll
offence on an applicant even if it is found that they are
a victim of family violence and that the offending
occurred because of that violence. In practical terms
this means women are being forced to pay thousands of
dollars worth of fines — in some cases up to tens of
thousands — because of the actions of their abusive
partners.
Some of these women are in a state of shock and terror
when they use toll roads to flee abusive partners to seek
refuge with family or in crisis accommodation. Others
have had their abusive partners nominate them as a
driver at the time of an infringement and have been
unable to contest this due to fear of persecution or
violence. This is clearly an immoral quirk of the system
and it needs to be fixed. Fortunately, there is a simple
solution. The action I am seeking from the
Attorney-General is to amend the Infringements Act to
reinstate the court’s discretion to waive mandatory
costs for victims of domestic violence. This will have
the immediate effect of freeing women fleeing family
violence of thousands of dollars in fines they should
never have received in the first place.

Penalty rates
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Industrial Relations in the
other place. Last week I was in Shepparton.
Ms Lovell — A great place.
Mr GEPP — It is a wonderful place. It is part of
Australia’s food bowl, providing over 28 per cent of
Australia’s horticultural requirements. It is also a
regional city that is endeavouring to promote its visitor
economy. For example, I was with the Minister for
Sport last week when he announced that the under-19
Football Federation Australia team will be playing three
games in the Asian Football Confederation qualifiers
later this year. This will mean that Shepparton can
expect an influx of visitors as not just the competing
teams but supporters, family and friends from the four
competing teams arrive in Shepparton in early
November.
This should result in plenty of work, particularly in the
hospitality and retail sectors. Many workers in the
hospitality and retail sectors are reliant on the visitor
economy for their work, especially on weekends. These
workers had their Sunday penalty pay rates cut earlier
this year by the federal coalition. These cuts will have a

ADJOURNMENT
Thursday, 7 September 2017

COUNCIL

profound effect on regional and rural economies,
considering that 60 per cent of hospitality workers —
Ms Lovell — On a point of order, President, I would
draw your attention to the question of relevance.
Penalty rates are a federal government issue and not
anything that would come under the jurisdiction of a
state minister.
The PRESIDENT — There is a Minister for
Industrial Relations, and I hope that the member does
bring it back to that situation. I must say, though, that I
did think it was the Fair Work Commission that
brought down that ruling rather than the government.
Mr GEPP — These cuts will have a profound effect
on regional and rural economies. Considering that
60 per cent of hospitality workers and 46 per cent of
retail workers work weekends, many people have been
affected. Modelling by the McKell Institute in its
excellent report entitled Unfair Burden: The Impact of
Sunday Penalty Rate Reductions on Regional and Rural
Australia has shown that penalty rate cuts will remove
over $13 million from the economy of the federal seat
of Murray, of which Shepparton is a part.
Considering that this money will no longer be spent in
the local supermarket or at the local mechanics or at the
local footy club, it is an extraordinary amount of money
to take off the state’s lowest paid workers. The action I
seek is that the minister provide me and the house with
an update on how the government is advocating for the
restoration of Sunday penalty rates in Victoria to
continue to reinvigorate regional and rural economies.
Ms Lovell — On a point of order, President, as you
rightly pointed out, that was a decision of the Fair Work
Commission. It had nothing to do with state
government administration, but also I do not believe
there was any action called for by the member. I am
just wondering whether that adjournment matter should
stand or if it should be ruled out.
Mr GEPP — On the point of order, President, the
action that I sought from the minister was to provide
me and the house with an update on how the Andrews
Labor government is advocating for the restoration of
these Sunday penalty rates.
The PRESIDENT — I did hear the matter.
Mr Gepp is a new member to this chamber. I would
advise that it has been my view in the chair that to ask
for advocacy to the federal government, or indeed other
governments, is not an action in the context of our
adjournment. I will give Mr Gepp a chance to rephrase
his action.
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Mr GEPP — On that basis, President, what I seek
from the Minister for Industrial Relations is an update
on the action that the Andrews Labor government is
taking for the restoration of Sunday penalty rates as
they impact on constituents in my electorate of
Northern Victoria Region.

Kingston City Council
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the attention of the
Special Minister of State, and it concerns the Kingston
council. I am aware of a podcast of the Kingston
council meeting of 28 August this year. At that meeting
Cr Staikos said, and I am going to quote directly from it
to give the background:
I don’t think it’s fair for Cr Brownlees to say that there were
secret meetings. We reported back to council every time after
we had meetings. I also feel that there were secret telephone
conversations between councillors perhaps and different
people who were bidding for the sites and instructions being
given about which sites to go for and which sites not to go
for, and I don’t know how that affected the probity of our
whole process.

He was referring to a process relating to aged-care
facilities of the Kingston council. Noting that this was a
serving councillor in an open council session referring
to what he regards as probity issues in a tender by a
major metropolitan council, I regard it as quite
concerning. If there were secret meetings, if there were
secret phone calls that relate to this and tenderers were
advised to either proceed or not proceed with certain
locations, I would regard that as a very, very serious
matter indeed.
I am therefore seeking that the Special Minister of
State, who is responsible for the local government
inspectorate within the Department of Premier and
Cabinet, initiate an examination by that inspectorate of
these matters. It appears to me that this has a very
grubby feel to it. Potentially it is a set of circumstances
that could compromise what is an important tender by a
significant council. I would seek those actions by the
Special Minister of State with respect to the local
government inspectorate. If he is not able to initiate
those actions directly, I ask him to pass this
adjournment matter to the local government
inspectorate and ask that they review the material that is
contained in the podcast from the City of Kingston of
28 August 2017.
Mrs Peulich — It’s a confession.
Mr DAVIS — Well, whether it is a confession or
not, it is sufficiently concerning that this should be a
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matter for the inspectorate to investigate quickly and
urgently.

Cyclist safety
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter today is for the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety. It has been great to see an increase in
off-road cycling infrastructure in the west in recent
years. However, this only meets some cyclists’ needs.
Some cyclists travel large distances, such as commuters
from the Werribee area heading into the city. These
cyclists go too fast for the off-road paths, which have
gutters, slower cyclists and pedestrians, and often give
way to other traffic. If they are going to cover these
kinds of distances, they need to ride on the road.
However, these cyclists often find themselves on roads
not only where there is no bike lane but where cars
need to move into the neighbouring lane to get past
them. While we cannot always do everything about
existing roads, I ask that the minister require all
changes to roads on the strategic cycling corridors to
take into account on-road cyclists’ needs by providing
adequate space in the left lane.

Bayles Regional Primary School
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Education. The adjournment matter relates to Bayles
Regional Primary School. It is a fantastic primary
school. It services the Bayles township and the
surrounding area. It has a very strong academic
program. Unfortunately, though, this school has a
multipurpose room that is now quite old and that
contains a significant amount of asbestos.
The government has a process of removing asbestos
from schools underway — the asbestos removal
program. I note that the minister has already visited a
number of schools in my electorate. For example, he
was in Yallourn last month announcing $1.5 million for
Yallourn North Primary School and $600 000 for Moe
(South Street) Primary School to deliver new buildings
for these schools under the program. I would ask that
the minister consider providing funding from the
program for Bayles Regional Primary School to remove
asbestos and that he visit the school at some point in the
near future.

Aurora estate, Epping
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Major Projects as the minister responsible for
Development Victoria. I referred this matter on
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10 August to the Minister for Planning in relation to his
responsibilities around local areas, but he advised that
in fact the Minister for Major Projects is now the
minister responsible for Development Victoria.
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, which just about promised the world out
there. 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 local internet
service provider that they are forced to use. They
cannot get access to Netflix, to Facebook, to videos or
to anything that would help them with their studies.
What has also happened is the Labor members in the
northern suburbs that have been approached about this
have gone absolutely quiet. This is a project they
promoted as being a wonderful new innovative estate
for the northern suburbs, and they have failed to deliver.
Internet service is so bad out there that not even a
printing company could operate in Epping North. The
residents have said to me 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 little or no response at all.
The action I seek therefore is for the Minister for Major
Projects to intervene and direct Development Victoria
to 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 so the
kids, the future of this state, can at least do their
homework efficiently using good 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 and
when it will be fixed.
The PRESIDENT — Can I just clarify this? This is
deja vu; I have heard a large part of that issue in recent
days. Was that in an adjournment, or was that at
another part of our proceedings? And is the action you
seek tonight quite different to what you have sought
previously?
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Mr ONDARCHIE — It is slightly different,
President, because I have referred this to the Minister
for Planning, who wrote back to me and said that it
actually falls under the Minister for Major Projects and
that I should redirect this to that minister.
The PRESIDENT — Was it an adjournment item
on the last occasion?
Mr ONDARCHIE — It was.
The PRESIDENT — Theoretically matters that are
raised in the adjournment should only be raised once.
Given that it is for a different minister, I will allow it
through tonight.

Victoria Legal Aid
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Attorney-General. The
recent report by the Law and Justice Foundation of
New South Wales evaluating the Victoria Legal Aid
(VLA) summary crime program provides a disturbing
picture of a system in crisis. The report details how the
increased demand for summary crime services, without
the necessary funding and resources to meet this
demand, is threatening the appropriateness and
sustainability of VLA’s summary crime services. The
wellbeing of duty lawyer service staff is currently being
jeopardised, as is the willingness and financial viability
of private practitioners doing VLA-funded work. At the
same time, the demand for legal aid assistance is
expected to continue to increase.
Resources for prosecutions, registry and magistrates are
also insufficient in a summary crime system that is
overloaded with a higher concentration of
disadvantaged and complex clients, many of whom
have more and more complex and serious matters and a
rise in custody matters. This is resulting in fraying
relationships between agencies within the system and
causing long delays in matters being dealt with.
The Law and Justice Foundation report makes
23 recommendations that would improve the VLA
summary crime services and the summary crime
system more broadly, ranging from sustainable funding,
operational changes to the summary crime system,
more support for self-represented litigants, an enhanced
and extended duty lawyer service, and processes that
will enable less serious offences to be dealt with outside
the courts, such as revamping the cautioning system
used by Victoria Police.
Changes that could be implemented quickly to alleviate
the stresses on the Magistrates Court and those who
work there would include introducing a notice of
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charge process as advised by the Honourable Paul
Coghlan, QC, in his stage 2 bail review report,
examining the notice of pleading process in New South
Wales, establishing a night court to sit from 4.00 p.m.
to 10.00 p.m. and urgently upgrading audiovisual links
so that they work more efficiently and smoothly, as has
occurred in New South Wales and Western Australia.
More also needs to be done to prevent crime through
greater investment in secure public housing, drug and
alcohol rehabilitation, and community mental health
services, which in particular need to be examined in
light of concerns that the national disability insurance
scheme rollout may not sufficiently cover community
mental health.
I ask the Attorney-General to work closely with all
agencies in implementing the recommendations from
the summary crime review as soon as possible, as well
as to seriously consider the additional points I have
raised to help ease the burden on the Magistrates Court
and all agencies that work there, and to provide an
urgent funding boost to VLA to increase the number of
duty lawyers, given the unsustainable and unacceptable
pressures that they are working under.

Kingston City Council
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Some time ago I raised a matter here for the attention of
the Minister for Finance in relation to the illegal
dumping of asbestos at Bicentennial Park by contract to
the City of Kingston. The minister responded via the
media that he had no intention of taking further action.
Since that time I have come to receive some very
detailed notes of actions surrounding the dumping of
asbestos at Bicentennial Park and the recriminations
that ensued, including an internal investigation which
found that there was a complete failure of due diligence
in the awarding of the contract, that records were
altered after the issue found its way into the media and
that the public and some staff were placed at risk of
exposure to asbestos.
It goes on to say that the council had also employed a
legal firm — and I will not say which one — to conduct
several investigations and that one of them was to
investigate the dumping of asbestos, but the disturbing
elements are that there was then pressure to change that
particular report. The consequence of all of this was
that a lowly team leader’s employment was terminated,
and the claim was made that he was the sole reason for
the asbestos being dumped at Bicentennial Park.
It seems to me, from reading all of this, that there is far
more to it, and it is certainly something that is serious,
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especially in terms of any possible illegal cleansing or
destruction of records. The council documents
database, it says, has seen these documents deleted, and
there is a need for forensic review of the council
documents database to see who accessed what
documents and when they were accessed.
So I am actually calling on the Special Minister of State
to also ask the local government inspectorate to
undertake an investigation, and I am more than happy
to provide all of this documentation which was
provided to me on a confidential basis for full
investigation, because indeed if any element of this is
true, it does require some fairly serious action.

Responses
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I have
nine adjournment matters that have been raised by
members this evening: Mr Davis and Mrs Peulich for
the Special Minister of State; Ms Pennicuik and
Ms Springle for the Attorney-General; Ms Hartland and
Ms Lovell for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety;
Mr Gepp for the Minister for Industrial Relations;
Mr Mulino for the Minister for Education; and
Mr Ondarchie for the Minister for Major Projects. I will
seek responses for all members from the relevant
ministers.
The PRESIDENT — On that basis, the house will
stand adjourned until tomorrow morning.
House adjourned 7.31 p.m.
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Friday, 8 September 2017
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Duties Act 2000 — Treasurer’s reports on —
Corporate consolidation exemptions and refunds for
2016–17.
Corporate reconstruction exemptions and refunds for
2016–17.
Foreign purchaser additional duty exemptions for the
period 1 January 2017 to 30 June 2017.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule No. 85.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Ms WOOLDRIDGE giving notice of motion:
Ms Mikakos interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Mikakos, you do
not need to be here for the start of today — 15 minutes.
Ms Mikakos withdrew from chamber.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE continued giving notice of
motion.
Further notices of motion given.

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, 19 September 2017.

Motion agreed to.

ADMINISTRATION AND PROBATE AND
OTHER ACTS AMENDMENT
(SUCCESSION AND RELATED MATTERS)
BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 9 March; motion of
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills).
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Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to make some remarks
this morning on the Administration and Probate and
Other Acts Amendment (Succession and Related
Matters) Bill 2016, which has been in the Parliament
for some time, having been first introduced in the other
place in November of last year. The bill itself is a
relatively straightforward bill and is one that the
coalition parties do not intend to oppose.
Obviously the area of administration and probate is an
area of great importance to all Victorians. It is an area
of law which determines the way in which a person’s
final wishes are extinguished and the way in which
their estate and related matters are dealt with after their
death, and for that reason it is a matter that this
Parliament needs to take particularly seriously, because
law administration and probate come into play of
course in an environment where the person
concerned — the deceased person, the testator — is not
able to look after their own interests. By its very
definition the field of law we are talking about, where
administration and probate law is engaged, applies in
circumstances where the person concerned is no longer
able to administer their own affairs, and therefore the
framework that this Parliament puts in place to provide
for a person’s wishes to be carried out is incredibly
important, and it is incredibly important that we as
legislators ensure that that framework serves the
community well and indeed reflects the expectations of
a contemporary society.
The bill before the house today is relatively short and
relatively concise in the matters with which it deals.
There are basically three key provisions in this bill,
which I will run through in turn. The first relates to the
issue of intestacy, which is circumstances where a
person dies without leaving a valid will. This can be in
circumstances where they have made a will which they
believe is valid but turns out not to be or they have
simply not made a will prior to their death. In
circumstances where a person dies without a will a
statute is engaged to determine the way in which the
assets and other interests of the deceased party are dealt
with.
What the bill before the house today seeks to do with
respect to the issue of intestacy is to change the way in
which assets are distributed in the event of a person
dying without leaving a valid will, basically to reflect a
more contemporary approach to the traditional structure
of the distribution of assets under intestacy, to reduce
the pool of descendants who would have a claim or
would benefit from the settlement of an intestate estate
and limit that pool to essentially family out to first
cousins of the deceased.
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The advice that we have received from State Trustees,
which of course administers a large number of estates,
is that limiting the pool of beneficiaries to relatives out
to first cousins will basically cover around 95 per cent
of estates that are administered by State Trustees and
would not have an effect on the beneficiaries of 95 per
cent of intestate estates, based on State Trustees’
experience. That of course means that there is a small
pool of people who are currently beneficiaries in the
intestate framework who, with the passage of this
legislation, would no longer be beneficiaries where a
will has not been left.
The other element in respect of intestacy relates to
circumstances where the deceased person has children
with their surviving partner, or the children that the
deceased person has are also the children of their
surviving partner, and in those circumstances the
surviving partner will receive the whole estate under an
intestate settlement rather than their joint children,
which again reflects a more common arrangement that
you would expect to find where a person had left a will,
provided their surviving partner is the beneficiary
before any joint children. Obviously increasingly we
see blended families with children from different
relationships, and the provision in those circumstances
would not be affected by that proposed change. The
coalition does not object to any of the proposed changes
in respect of the issue of intestacy.
The second issue the bill deals with is in relation to the
law of ademption — basically circumstances where a
bequest has been earmarked for a particular beneficiary
but that particular asset or piece of property that had
been identified in a will has been disposed of prior to
the person’s death and cannot be provided to the
intended beneficiary. The provisions in the bill relating
to ademption are also not contested by the coalition
parties.
The third element of the bill relates to fees charged
where a legal representative or a personal representative
performs the function of an executor or administrator. I
say up-front that the coalition is very much of the view
that the role undertaken by administrators or executors
is a role of great trust. As I said at the outset, in the
administration of an estate it is by definition a necessity
that that administration take place in the absence of the
deceased party, and the responsibility that falls to an
executor or administrator to carry out, in good faith, the
wishes of the deceased party is a very heavy duty and
one that needs to be undertaken with great diligence
and great propriety.
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Where that role of executor or administrator falls not on
a friend or a relative but on a legal representative or
personal representative, that duty is even stronger, and
that responsibility, by virtue of it being a professional
undertaking that role, is even stronger. It is appropriate
therefore that there is a strong legal framework
surrounding the role of legal practitioners acting as
executors and/or administrators of individual estates.
That is something that the coalition welcomes. We do
believe that it is appropriate that there is a high level of
accountability by the legal profession to its clients in
respect of the administration of estates, as we indeed
expect of legal practitioners for any clients, whether it is
in administration or probate law or other areas of law.
But as I indicated, with the unique circumstances
surrounding the administration of probate, with the
client being deceased, the expectations of probity and
accountability are necessarily much higher. That is
something the coalition welcomes.
With respect to this particular bill, the bill seeks to put
in place a framework which provides the Supreme
Court with the power to review and reduce fees which
are charged by legal practitioners with respect to the
administration of deceased estates. Part 3 of the bill
puts in place this framework, particularly in clauses 16
and 17, with clause 17 inserting a requirement that a
personal representative who is an executor will not be
entitled to receive payment under a remuneration clause
in a will unless that person has received informed
written consent from the person who made the will.
Clause 17 inserts proposed section 65C to provide that
where there is no remuneration clause the executor will
need the informed consent of interested beneficiaries.
The bill seeks to provide clarity around the
circumstances in which a legal representative can
charge fees, be they fixed fees or fees charged as a
proportion of the value of an estate, to ensure that there
is clarity for the person making the will and that in the
absence of their informed consent it is with the
agreement of the beneficiaries. The coalition believes
that while such a mechanism is appropriate, there also
needs to be a degree of flexibility provided to the
Supreme Court in the way in which these provisions are
implemented. For that reason I propose that in
committee the Council consider a number of
amendments with respect to the operation of clauses 16
and 17, and I ask that those amendments now be
circulated.
Opposition amendments circulated by
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan)
pursuant to standing orders.
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Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — The amendments which
are now in the hands of members seek to clarify the
operation of part 3 of the bill with respect to the new
framework provided for the Supreme Court to oversee
the imposition of fees and charges for the
administration of an estate, basically to streamline the
provisions with respect to informed consent from the
testator to the legal practitioner and to ensure that the
court, in seeking to intervene under these provisions,
has the capacity to exercise discretion in seeking to vary
or reduce a fee or a charge which has been imposed for
the administration of a will.
In particular what we are seeking to do with
amendment 13 is to put in place a provision which
provides that where the technical aspects of informed
consent may not have been fully complied with, if the
executor has acted honestly and in good faith on behalf
of an estate, the court can take the fact that the executor
has acted in good faith into consideration in
determining whether the fees and charges imposed on
the estate are reasonable in making an order
accordingly. We believe that it is appropriate that there
be some discretion for the court.
We note that this provision in the bill is one which has
raised concerns among the legal profession, in
particular the Law Institute of Victoria, as well as
individual practitioners, who have raised concerns
about the potential way in which this oversight
mechanism for the Supreme Court could work. We
believe that the amendments we are proposing to
provide some flexibility to the court and also to
simplify the proposed structure of informed consent
will make this provision more effective and ensure that
there are not perverse outcomes for practitioners in the
same way as the overall purpose of the bill is to ensure
that there are not perverse outcomes for testators or
beneficiaries under the administration of estates.
The coalition believes on the whole that this bill is a
step forward. There need to be strong, robust provisions
on administration and probate law to protect the
interests of testators and to protect the interests of
beneficiaries. The provisions with respect to intestacy
are not opposed by the coalition, the provisions in
respect of ademption are not opposed by the coalition
and we believe that with some minor amendments the
provisions with respect to Supreme Court oversight of
fees and charges imposed on the administration of
estates are also worthy enhancements to the oversight
of administration and probate law.
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Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to speak on the Administration and Probate and
Other Acts Amendment (Succession and Related
Matters) Bill 2016. This bill amends the Administration
and Probate Act 1958, the Guardianship and
Administration Act 1986 and the Powers of Attorney
Act 2014 to implement some of the outstanding
recommendations of the 2013 Succession Laws report
of the Victorian Law Reform Commission relating in
particular to intestacy, where a person dies without
having made a will, and makes some amendments in
regard to the distribution of property under those
circumstances. It also makes some amendments with
regard to executors fees and commissions and to the
law relating to the issue of ademption.
In essence, the key proposed changes aim to ensure that
when a person dies without a will their partner, if they
have a partner, will gain a greater share of the estate so
that they are adequately provided for and can continue
to support their families. The bill also provides
safeguards against estates being depleted by excessive
executor fees, including the requirement that executors
give the beneficiaries an estimate of their costs and that
the Supreme Court will also have the power to review
and reduce the fees or commission charged by an
executor — usually an executor who is a lawyer in this
case. The bill will also require the will-maker to
provide a separate written consent to any clause in the
will which gives the executor the right to charge fees or
commission. If there is no such clause in the will, then
the consent of the beneficiaries or the approval of the
Supreme Court will be needed.
The Greens are supporting this bill. We note there have
been some differences of opinion amongst certain parts
of the legal profession about certain provisions, in
particular the changes to the charging of executors fees
and the oversight of the Supreme Court in that regard.
But having considered the bill carefully and having
considered the representations that have been made to
us by certain solicitors and their representatives, we
believe that overall the bill gives effect to the
recommendations of the Victorian Law Reform
Commission (VLRC) report in providing much of the
further regulation that is needed in this area.
The Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
(SARC) raised one concern about the bill, and that was
in relation to clause 11. This clause inserts new
section 70ZL, which in effect provides that if a person
dies without a will and with no surviving partners,
descendants, parents, grandparents, siblings, aunts,
uncles, first cousin, or child of a deceased sibling —
that is, a niece or nephew — then the intestate’s
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property would pass to the Crown. SARC questioned
whether this engages the charter right not to be
deprived of property other than in accordance with the
law and in particular the charter right of Aboriginal
persons who maintain their kinship ties. This is an
important issue that has been raised by SARC.
The minister has responded by saying that in effect the
Department of Justice and Regulation is looking into
this issue to meet the needs of the Indigenous
community in Victoria and to see if further legislative
amendments are needed. I would have preferred that if
those legislative amendments were needed they were
actually in this bill rather than in a subsequent bill,
because it is an important area. But I am pleased to see
that the government has taken it on board and is
looking into it. I am looking forward to seeing what
happens with regard to that important issue.
This bill is based on the chapter relating to executors
costs and commissions in the Victorian Law Reform
Commission report, which is particularly important for
this bill and is an issue raised by Mr Rich-Phillips. In
fact it is the issue that the Liberal Party’s amendments
go to. The report recognised that almost all executors
are trusted friends and relatives of the will-maker. The
remainder provide executorial services in a professional
capacity and could include legal practitioners,
accountants, financial advisers and trustee companies.
Trustee companies are already regulated by other
provisions.
Executors cannot claim money from the estate for their
time and trouble unless they are authorised to do so.
Trustee companies are authorised by legislation to
charge for these services. All other executors need the
informed consent of the will-maker or beneficiaries, or
otherwise can seek authorisation from the Supreme
Court. Payments to executors, which it should be noted
are quite rare in the general scheme of things, are
commonly in the form of a commission expressed as a
percentage of the capital and income of the estate.
Some professional executors charge fees instead of
claiming commission; others claim commission for
their executorial responsibilities and charge fees for any
other additional services they provide.
The Victorian Law Reform Commission reviewed
whether special rules should exist for legal practitioners
who act as executors and also carry out legal work on
the estate, including rules for the charging of costs and
commission in relation to all executors, and whether a
court should have the power to review and vary the
costs and commission charged by them. At the heart of
these issues lies a conflict between duty and interest
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that can arise when an executor charges for their time
and trouble. That is, there is a duty to act in the interests
of the beneficiaries of the will, but there is also the issue
of the executor claiming from the estate moneys for
meeting their responsibilities whereby they are drawing
from assets to which a beneficiary or beneficiaries
might otherwise be entitled. Unless the conflicts of duty
and interest are carefully managed, as the commission
noted, assets could be at risk of being depleted by
excessive or unnecessary charges.
The commission noted that while most legal
practitioners act in the best interests of the will-maker
and beneficiaries, some legal practitioner executors
have taken unfair advantage of their position by
charging the estate without the informed consent of the
will-maker or beneficiaries, claiming excessive
amounts, receiving both commission and professional
fees for the same services.
The Administration and Probate and Other Acts
Amendment (Succession and Related Matters) Bill
2016 implements a number of reforms. Wholly or in
part they are recommended by the VLRC in its review
of executors fees and commission and of the role of
legal practitioners as executors. I have acted as an
executor myself and been involved with the death of a
person who died without a will, and looking
theoretically at the changes made by this bill, looking at
what the commission recommended, looking at the
amendments in the bill and looking at my own personal
experience of these issues, I think the bill strikes the
right balance in this regard. Of course, if a person dies
without a will, that immediately engages the Supreme
Court, so there has to be a finding by the Supreme
Court as to who may be the beneficiaries. They have to
go through a process of working out whether there are
any beneficiaries somewhere that may not be
immediately obvious.
The Supreme Court is very experienced in and has a
very long history of dealing with probate. I say this
because there have been some representations made to
us about this bill and about the involvement of the
Supreme Court in terms of where a beneficiary may
make an application to the court about the commission
claimed or the fees charged by a professional executor,
which would be the situation in most cases, rather than
by a family member or trusted friend. Some concerns
have been raised about the involvement of the Supreme
Court.
I do not really see any concern there given the very
longstanding role of the Supreme Court in this area and
their experience in dealing with these issues, some of
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which can be very complex. I would also say that my
personal experience in acting in these regards is that the
vast majority of people by far who act as executors are
family members or trusted friends of the testator, and
they do not get any remuneration, nor do they seek it;
they act on behalf of their deceased relative or friend
with no expectation to receive any remuneration for
doing that. It is done out of the goodness of their hearts
or the respect or duty they feel they owe their former
relative or friend.
While I understand that the Victorian Law Reform
Commission recommended that executors who are
solicitors, accountants et cetera appointed by the
will-maker can still be able to claim some remuneration
or commission from the estate, this bill makes sure that
that is not excessive. It also leaves in place the ability
for legal practitioners to charge for their professional
services, which is a separate issue.
An executor in any case, whether they be a family
member or friend, may have to engage — and probably
very often have to engage — some sort of legal
professional advice to assist them in carrying out their
duty, which is to make sure the wishes of the testator
are carried out and that the beneficiaries as named in
the will actually receive the benefits as desired by the
testator. That is a separate issue from acting as an
executor, and I think that needs to be seen as a separate
issue. I am concerned that it has not necessarily always
been seen that way. In fact Mr Pesutto, I think, in his
contribution in the Assembly referred to professional
executors being entitled to some commission. I do not
know that it is an entitlement given that the vast
majority of executors do not receive any remuneration
or commission. I think that is a bit of a strong word.
Certainly for rendering professional services they
should be remunerated.
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were aunts, uncles, grandparents, parents and first
cousins but there was not a mention of nieces and
nephews. But I did look at the particular provision and
noted that in the case of a deceased sibling, the children
of the deceased sibling would be entitled to be
beneficiaries under the guidance of the Supreme Court
looking at the estate of someone who has died without a
will. So I am happy to see that.
As I say, I think there is an awful lot of detail with
regard to that that does not necessarily have to be spelt
out here. Suffice it to say I think this bill actually makes
things a lot clearer. Having been through the process of
a dear friend who died without a will, the long time it
took to get through it and the amount of confusion and
uncertainty that entailed for some beneficiaries, I am
pleased to say it did work out well in the end. But it is
good to see it now included in this bill to make very
clear what will happen in that unfortunate
circumstance.
The Greens are not able to support the amendments put
forward by the Liberal Party for the reasons I have
outlined in regard to the activities of executors and legal
practitioners. I understand there is a contrary view
amongst some of the legal profession. I have taken that
into consideration, and I have thought a lot about it. I
have asked the Attorney-General questions about it. His
office has responded to those questions, and on balance
I think the bill strikes the right balance in that regard.

The other comment that was made was that the skills of
an executor should be taken into account when deciding
on a commission. I am really not convinced of that at
all because, as I have said, most executors are family
members or friends of the deceased person and may
have no skills whatsoever in terms of legal skills, but
they still carry out their role as best they can, and of
course where they need legal advice or legal skills they
would go to a legal professional.

Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
make my contribution to the bill before the house, the
Administration and Probate and Other Acts
Amendment (Succession and Related Matters) Bill
2016. The bill proposes several changes to the
Administration and Probate Act 1958, the Guardianship
and Administration Act 1986 and the Powers of
Attorney Act 2014, specifically in regard to intestacy,
where a person has died without leaving a will,
executors fees, commissions and other matters. Wills
are probably the last legal document to receive proper
attention and one that many of us ignore. It is
reprehensible to ignore the inevitable, because everyone
wants their loved ones to be taken care of after they
have passed on. But because many people feel that
wills are a morbid subject, they shy away from putting
in place a proper mechanism specifying their wishes.

There is quite a lot of detail in the bill with regard to
how an estate will be attributed or divided where
someone has died without a will. I will not go through
all that detail except to say that it looks quite sensible to
me. I was concerned that in the broader sense the issue
of nieces and nephews did not come up, because there

In 2013 the Victorian Law Reform Commission’s
Succession Laws report found that Victoria’s intestacy
regime needed to be modernised to better reflect the
way families operate in the 21st century. In particular
the report identified a need to improve the position of
the deceased partner and their intestacy. The report also
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identified real concerns relating to professional
executors who have taken unfair advantage of their
position to excessively charge an estate without the
informed consent of the will-maker or beneficiaries.
Finally the report dealt with the law of ademption,
where gifts in a will are non-existent when they have
been disposed of prior to death or even broken.

What my amendment 4 seeks to do is insert a new
section 65A(3), which provides that if written informed
consent is given by the testator or subsequently all
interested beneficiaries give informed consent, then the
court can only make an order under that provision if it
is satisfied that there are exceptional circumstances
justifying making an order.

The bill also recognises that times have changed and
that many people live in de facto relationships. The bill
will improve the position of the deceased partner on an
intestacy, allow personal representatives to more easily
distribute an intestate estate, including where there are
multiple partners, and protect beneficiaries under a will
both in relation to executors charging and where gifts
have been disposed of before death by an administrator
or under an enduring power of attorney.

So basically we are saying with respect to the provision
as set down in the bill, which allows the court to reduce
or reject a fee or payment, that the purpose of this
amendment would be to say that, where it had been
agreed to by the testator in making the will or where it
has been agreed to by the beneficiaries, the court can
only reject that fee or cost if there are exceptional
circumstances. We believe that the benefit of this
amendment is that it reflects and gives weight to
decisions made by the testator in making a will or
subsequently gives weight to the views of the
beneficiaries in an estate. Frankly, if they are satisfied
with the level of fees charged by an executor or an
administrator, or if the testator is satisfied with the level
of fees imposed by an executor or an administrator, we
believe it is only in exceptional circumstances that the
court should seek to intervene.

The bill also simplifies the record-keeping requirements
of administrators and attorneys under an enduring
power of attorney in relation to gifted property. I am
pleased that all levels of the judiciary have been
consulted and are supportive of this bill. I commend the
bill to the house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clauses 1 to 15 agreed to.
Clause 16
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I move:
1.

Clause 16, line 27, omit “If” and insert “Subject to
subsection (3), if”.

I move amendment 1 standing in my name as a test of
amendment 4, which is a substantive amendment.
Clause 16 creates the capacity for the Supreme Court to
reduce excessive commissions or fees imposed by — I
will use the term ‘professional’ — executors on the
administration of estates. Clause 16, as drafted,
provides to insert new section 65A, titled ‘Reduction of
excessive commission or fees’, and sets out that the
court may require a commission to be reduced or not
paid. New section 65A(2) provides that the court may
make an order in respect of commissions and fees
which have been imposed on an estate.

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will not be supporting this amendment. As I
mentioned in my contribution with the regard to
executors charging fees, the vast majority of executors
do not charge fees or commission, but where that is
provided for in a will the Victorian Law Reform
Commission found that beneficiaries can sometimes
feel coerced into agreeing to the payment of an
executor. The amendment proposed by the Liberal
Party could be used by an executor to dissuade
beneficiaries from disputing a payment on the basis that
although the payment to the executor is excessive, there
are no exceptional circumstances that will permit a
court to disallow it. I would also repeat what I said in
my contribution — that the Supreme Court is very
experienced in dealing with probate matters and in
reviewing executor charges and commissions, and it is
experienced in weighing up all the relevant facts before
it in determining whether a commission or fee charged
by an executor is excessive. So we do not believe this
amendment is necessary.
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills) —
The bill inserts a new section 65A into the act to
provide the Supreme Court with the power to reduce an
excessive commission or an amount charged by an
executor, even if the payment was authorised by
provision in the will. As the law reform commission
observed, under current arrangements the commission
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clause might specify a rate that is higher than a court
would be likely to allow or might result in a windfall
gain to the executor. Now, the opposition has proposed
an amendment to new section 65A to provide that if an
executor is being paid pursuant to a clause in a will or if
the beneficiaries have given their informed consent to
the payment, then the Supreme Court may only reduce
the payment if there are ‘exceptional circumstances
justifying’ the order, and ‘exceptional circumstances’
are not defined. The proposed amendment also removes
the power of the Supreme Court to make an order under
section 65A on the application of a creditor.
The government’s position is that the proposed
amendment would make estates more vulnerable to
unduly high payments to executors by limiting the
opportunity for the Supreme Court to reduce such
payments. Further, the proposed amendment is
unnecessary because the Supreme Court is highly
experienced in dealing with probate matters, as was
indicated by Ms Pennicuik, and in reviewing executors
charges and commissions and will have regard to all
relevant factors in determining whether a commission
or fee charged by an executor is excessive. The
Victorian Law Reform Commission found that
beneficiaries can sometimes feel coerced into agreeing
to the payment of an executor. The proposed
amendment could be used by an executor to dissuade
beneficiaries from disputing a payment on the basis that
although the payment to the executor is excessive, there
are no exceptional circumstances that would permit a
court to disallow it.
Can I say in a general sense that the opposition claims
their amendments provide the Supreme Court with
more flexibility, but the government knows that the
effect of these amendments is exactly the opposite. We
believe that the amendments proposed by the
opposition limit the Supreme Court’s review powers
and disadvantage beneficiaries in favour of paid
executors. The government will be opposing the
amendments.
Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 17
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
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 (Teller)
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms
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Noes, 23
Barber, Mr
Bourman, Mr
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 (Teller)
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Young, Mr

Amendment negatived.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I move:
2.

Clause 16, page 34, line 11, omit “of— “ and insert “of
any person interested under the will or the estate,
including any interested beneficiary; or”.

3.

Clause 16, page 34, lines 12 to 15, omit all words and
expressions on these lines.

Amendments 2 and 3 also relate to the provisions of
clause 16 that the Council is considering. This is the
basis on which somebody can apply to the court for an
order reviewing or changing the fees that have been
charged in respect of the administration of an estate.
The bill as drafted provides that the court may make an
order on the application of any person interested under
the will of the estate, including any interested
beneficiary, on its own motion or on the application of
any creditor.
The coalition’s view is that providing a capacity for any
creditor to make an application is too broad. Creditors
associated with any estate can be vast in number, with
very small interest in the settlement of an estate, and we
believe providing them with the opportunity to seek an
order contesting charges and fees is too broad. So the
intent of amendments 2 and 3 is to omit
subclause (2)(a)(ii) to remove the capacity for any
creditor to make an application for a review of fees and
charges.
Ms PENNICUIK — The Greens will not be
supporting these amendments, because we believe that
there could be a case where a creditor may make an
application to the court, but that does not necessarily
mean that the court will agree with the application by
the creditor. As I said before, the court has extensive
experience in dealing with these issues and would be
able to ascertain whether it was a bona fide application
or not.
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Ms TIERNEY — The government will be opposing
these amendments based on many of the arguments and
points of principles that I outlined when I addressed the
first amendment proposed by Mr Rich-Phillips.
Amendments negatived; clause agreed to.
Clause 17
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I move:
6.

Clause 17, line 24, after “an executor” insert “or
administrator”.

I regard amendment 6 as also a test for subsequent
amendments 9 and 15, which are also in relation to
clause 17. This is simply to provide that the relevant
provisions also relate to administrators as well as
executors, so it expands the definition beyond executor
as used in the bill to be clear that it applies to both
executors and administrators.
Ms PENNICUIK — I am interested to hear the
government’s position on this amendment.
Ms TIERNEY — The opposition’s amendments to
sections 65C, 65B and 65D include amendments which
would make administrators as well as executors subject
to those sections. However, the bill follows the
Victorian Law Reform Commission report
recommendations by including ‘executor or
administrator’ in new section 65A, ‘Reduction of
excessive commission or fees’, and using the word
‘executor’ in the new section inserted by clause 17. The
bill inserts a new section 65D into the act to require a
paid executor to provide information to each interested
beneficiary about the basis on which the executor will
charge the estate. If an executor fails to provide this
information, the executor will not be entitled to
payment. The new section 65D responds to the law
reform commission’s recommendation that information
about executorial payments be provided to beneficiaries
in order to minimise disputes.
The opposition has proposed an amendment to insert a
new provision in section 65D providing that an
executor who has acted honestly and in good faith is
entitled to the fees, commission or percentage of the
assets of the estate as the court considers fair and
reasonable. But in terms of the government’s position,
we believe that ‘honestly and in good faith’ is not
defined —
Mr Rich-Phillips — That’s a different amendment.
Ms TIERNEY — Sorry? I am running off the
different —
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Mr Rich-Phillips interjected.
Ms TIERNEY — Yes, there was a change in the
lower house versus the upper house running sheet.
Sorry. The opposition’s proposed amendment would
remove the stipulation that the informed consent must
be provided before the will is executed. Is that the
passage?
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — If I may, just to clarify for
the minister, this amendment is amendment 6, which
simply seeks to extend the reference to executor to
include executor and administrator, so it expands the
reference so that it covers both executors and
administrators.
Ms TIERNEY — I was giving a composite
response in my initial response, but I did deal with the
issue right at the beginning of my contribution in terms
of administrator and executor.
Ms PENNICUIK — I wonder if the minister could
obtain a little bit more clarification on this point,
because I am not entirely clear why ‘or administrator’
would not be included. It may be because we are
talking about a personal representative. New
section 65B says ‘A personal representative who is an
executor of a will’, and I am wondering whether that is
what it turns on in terms of whether or not the term
‘administrator’ is put into this section, whereas it is put
into new section 65A, which refers to an administrator
and an executor.
Ms TIERNEY — The bill follows the VLRC report
recommendations, including executor or administrator
in new section 65A and using the word ‘executor’ in
the other new sections inserted by clause 17. An
executor is appointed in a will; the court does not
choose the executor. A lawyer or other professional
who is unrelated to the deceased and not known to the
beneficiaries may be appointed in the will as the
executor. Clause 17 is directed towards the regulation
of executors given this context.
Unlike executors, administrators are appointed by the
court and are almost always close family members or
the main beneficiaries. It is unlikely that an
administrator would seek payment for acting as such. If
an administrator wishes to be paid, they must apply for
the court’s approval under section 65 of the
Administration and Probate Act 1958, unlike an
executor, who may be paid under a clause in a will
without court approval. If an administrator incurs
excessive disbursements, then those payments can be
reduced by new section 65A.
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Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, Minister. I thought
it referred to that. It was also that in reality in relation to
a personal representative who is the executor of a will,
under the new subsection put in by clause 15, the
testator could not have given informed consent to an
administrator because this would have occurred after
the death of the testator. Is that correct?
Ms TIERNEY — Yes.
Amendment negatived.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I move:
7.

8.

Clause 17, line 27, omit “unless— “ and insert “unless
the testator gave written informed consent to the
inclusion of the remuneration clause.”.
Clause 17, lines 28 to 33, omit all words and expressions
on these lines.

The purpose of these amendments to clause 17 is to
simplify the way in which the provisions relating to
informed consent will work. We believe that this
construction as proposed in amendment 7 — and of
course amendment 8 is a consequential amendment —
is a clearer way to obtain the same outcome of
requiring informed consent from the testator. However,
without necessitating the individual elements as set
down in the drafting of the bill, we believe this is just a
simpler way to achieve the same outcome without the
risk of an inadvertent breach of the provisions as
drafted.
Ms PENNICUIK — Again I would like to hear the
government’s position on these amendments.
Ms TIERNEY — As I said before, the bill inserts a
new section 65B into the act to provide that, in order for
a clause in a will authorising the executor to be valid,
the will-maker must have given their written informed
consent before the will was executed. The opposition’s
amendments would remove the stipulation that the
informed consent must be provided before the will was
executed. The opposition’s proposed amendments are
silent as to when the will-maker’s consent must be
given. As a result, the amendments are likely to be
ineffective, because where the legislation is silent a
court will look to common law or, where a lawyer has
drafted the will, to the Legal Profession Uniform Law
Australian Solicitors’ Conduct Rules 2015 — or what
are commonly referred to as the conduct rules — to
ascertain when consent should have been given. Both
the common law and the conduct rules provide that the
will-maker must understand and approve the clause or
that a lawyer who benefits must inform the client in
writing of its effect before the will-maker signs the will.
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The bill is consistent with the common law and with the
conduct rules. It should also be noted that the bill the
government has before the house will not apply to a
will that has already been executed but only to wills
that are executed after the commencement of the bill.
Thus section 65B will not affect any existing will in
respect of which the informed consent of the
will-maker was not obtained before the will was
executed. Also the bill does not require that the
will-maker’s informed consent be given to the executor,
as the executor might not be aware of their appointment
until after the will-maker’s death. In practice the
will-maker’s consent will be given to the lawyer who
drafts the will.
Amendments negatived.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I move:
12. Clause 17, page 37, line 5, omit “An” and insert
“Subject to subsection (6), an”.
13. Clause 17, page 37, after line 9 insert—
“(6) An executor who has acted honestly and in good
faith on behalf of an estate is entitled to the fees,
commission or percentage of the assets of the estate
as the Court considers fair and reasonable.”.
14. Clause 17, page 37, line 10, omit “(6)” and insert “(7)”.

The operative amendment in this set of amendments is
amendment 13, which seeks to amend, on page 37 of
the bill, the provision with respect to information being
provided by an executor to interested beneficiaries. The
provision we are seeking to insert is a provision that:
An executor who has acted honestly and in good faith on
behalf of an estate is entitled to the fees, commission or
percentage of the assets of the estate as the Court considers
fair and reasonable.

The reason for this amendment is that new section 65D,
as drafted, at subsection (5) provides that, where an
executor contravenes the provisions of this section, they
are not entitled to payment from the estate of
commission or fees, as defined. We believe this
provision, as drafted, is onerous in circumstances where
there may be an inadvertent oversight in relation to the
provisions of new section 65D. Where an executor has
nonetheless acted in honesty and in good faith on behalf
of the estate or the client, we believe that there should
be discretion for the court to allow for the payment of
fees under the administration of the will.
So our proposed amendment would insert some
discretion for the court so that, where the executor has
inadvertently offended against the provision but
nonetheless has acted honestly and in good faith, the
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court may still allow for the payment of fees. We
believe that this is a fairer provision. It provides the
court with discretion to deal with what no doubt would
be exceptional circumstances.
Ms PENNICUIK — With regard to this
amendment, I talked about it a little bit in my
contribution to the second-reading debate. The assertion
by the opposition is that an executor who has acted
honestly and in good faith is entitled to fees,
commissions and percentages, when in fact the vast
majority of people who act as executors do not receive
any fees, commissions or percentages of the assets of
the estate unless in fact they are a beneficiary as well as
an executor. The vast majority of them are family
members and friends who act with no expectation of or
seeking any remuneration whatsoever. Many people in
that position, including, as I mentioned, in my own
experience, do have to, because of the complexities of
an estate, engage the professional services of a lawyer
or a legal professional, and those costs can be
legitimately charged to the estate. That is a different
thing from acting as an executor.
Acting as an executor is just making sure the wishes of
the testator are carried out in the full interests of the
beneficiaries. Any legal services that need to be
provided in terms of such things as bank accounts, the
selling of property and that sort of thing, where you
need legal professionals, including conveyancers or
whomever, are different things from acting as an
executor. I really do not like to see them conflated,
because they are different. I am not convinced at all that
this amendment is needed. I have looked at it very
carefully. I have looked at the representations that have
been put to me, but again I feel that this amendment
conflates the two issues, which it should not. Again I
would say that where there is some dispute over the
issue, the Supreme Court is well placed to deal with
that.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Just to respond to a
couple of points Ms Pennicuik made, I fully agree with
Ms Pennicuik that there is a difference between the
engagement by an executor of legal professionals for
legal advice et cetera, as opposed to a legal professional
acting as an executor in the first instance. I have
absolutely no disagreement on that point or on the
consequential issue around professional fees being
charged for the provision of advice to an executor as
distinct from fees for the administration of an estate.
But of course this piece of legislation does relate to
where executors are professional parties being paid for
their services in administering an estate. I take
Ms Pennicuik’s point about the use of the language
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‘entitlement’ and ‘entitled’, and I would simply make
the point that the use of that language in this
amendment simply reflects the use of ‘entitlement’ in
the bill. So the amendment picks up the language that is
used through the bill to refer to fees and charges for
administration. That is the language parliamentary
counsel has chosen to use in respect of the availability
of fees and charges to executors. They have chosen to
use the word ‘entitled’ and that is why the amendment
reflects the use of the word ‘entitled’.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, Mr Rich-Phillips,
for that explanation. But I would say that I still have
concerns about use of that term anyway, because the
vast majority of people who act as executors are not
entitled to anything. To say that just because you are a
legal professional and acting as an executor that
somehow that means you should be entitled is a
debatable point — let us put it that way — and we are
debating that. In any case I do not believe the
amendment as put forward by the Liberal Party and
Mr Rich-Phillips adds anything that is not already in the
bill to provide for the court in making its decisions.
Ms TIERNEY — The government opposes this
amendment. One of the reasons is that ‘honestly and in
good faith’ is not defined. It is therefore unclear how
the proposed amendment would affect the disclosure
obligations in new section 65D and in particular
whether it is intended to override the disclosure
obligation. This ambiguity would provide an
opportunity for an executor to avoid disclosure, would
make the provision difficult for the court to interpret
and would increase the likelihood of dispute in our
view.
We also believe that any qualification, however
worded, would disadvantage beneficiaries. The
practical effect of such a qualification would be that
paid executors would assert to beneficiaries that they
are entitled to take money from the estate as they had
acted honestly and in good faith, without adhering to
any of the disclosure requirements under new
section 65D. It would be left to the beneficiaries, almost
always non-lawyers, who are often not terribly
sophisticated financially and without substantial
financial resources, to take the executor to court to
determine whether the executor had acted honestly and
in good faith or not. We believe that the bill overall
places the onus where it should be — not on the
beneficiaries but on the executor, who unlike the
overwhelming majority of executors, seeks to be paid
for acting as an executor.
Amendments negatived.
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Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I move:
16. Clause 17, page 37, lines 21 to 23, omit all words and
expressions on these lines.
17. Clause 17, page 37, line 24, omit “(c)” and insert “(b)”.

I move amendments 16 and 17, which relate to
proposed section 65E, titled ‘Executor may elect to
charge fees instead of commission’. These amendments
seek to omit the third element of that provision, which
requires that fees — or a charge rather — be
distinguished from any fees charged for professional
services. Indeed this goes to the issue Ms Pennicuik
was speaking about before of the provision of
professional services by legal representatives as distinct
from fees for the administration of an estate.
The key provision we are talking about in this bill with
respect to fees for the administration of an estate
essentially goes to the aggregate that will be charged
against an estate by a professional executor for the
services they provide. It is the view of the coalition that
requiring a distinction within those fees is a provision
which does not add value to the overall proposition of
assessing the cost against the administration of an
estate. What is of relevance to presumably the testator
in reaching an agreement and to the beneficiaries in the
settlement of an estate is the total cost of professional
fees for the settlement of that estate. To require a
distinction between fees which were for professional
services as distinct from for the administration of the
estate we believe is redundant, and we therefore
propose to omit proposed section 65E(c) by virtue of
these two amendments.
Ms PENNICUIK — Could I just get clarification
from Mr Rich-Phillips as to whether that is to omit
paragraph (c) or paragraph (b) of new section 65E?
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — You are in fact correct. It
is lines 21 to 23, omitting paragraph (b) and then
subsequently renumbering.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, Mr Rich-Phillips. I
just wanted to clarify that because that is how I had it
marked on my copy. The Greens will not be able to
support this amendment either. In fact it goes to a point
I have made many times, which is that the vast majority
of executors do not have any professional skills with
regard to the administration of an estate, so an executor
who is a family member or a friend of the deceased
may be, for example, a teacher; they may be a nurse;
they may be a police officer; or they may be in fact a
member of Parliament and not have any particular skills
but have just been appointed by the testator because
they are a trusted person, and so they have to actually
engage people with professional skills.
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The Greens are of the view that this clause is needed
because the vast majority of executors do not have any
professional skills. In terms of remuneration by
commission or fees for an executor who does have
professional skills, that is not what they should be
getting their remuneration for, for acting as an executor,
apart from their professional skills in another capacity
which is not their capacity as an executor. I hope I have
made that clear. For those reasons, we will not be
supporting the amendments.
Ms TIERNEY — The bill actually inserts a new
section 65E into the act to allow an executor to charge
fees rather than commission, where there is a clause in
the will authorising the executor to charge commission.
The Victorian Law Reform Commission recommended
that this provision be inserted into the act to allow fees
to be charged where fees are more cost-effective and to
resolve the problem of lawyer executors having to
distinguish between their professional costs and
executorial commissions. The bill adopts the
recommendation, including a stipulation that fees
elected under new section 65E must not take into
account any professional skills of the executor.
The opposition now has proposed amendments to new
section 65E which would allow the professional skills
of an executor to be taken into account in calculating
the fees. The proposed amendments would make
estates more vulnerable to the charging of legal fees
and would not properly distinguish between the charges
for services and charges for legal services. Executorial
work is work that a layperson can undertake and be
paid for. Lawyers in Victoria may only charge for
executorial work at a rate allowed for work which does
not require the exercise of legal skill, as set out in the
Practitioner Remuneration Order 2017 and the amount
allowed for obtaining a grant of representation pursuant
to the Supreme Court (Administration and Probate)
Rules 2014.
However, the Victorian Law Reform Commission
observed that many lawyers do not understand the
difference between charging for executorial work under
a commission clause and charging for legal work. As a
result, estate assets are at risk of being depleted by
excessive or unnecessary charges. The opposition’s
proposed amendments directly contradict the Victorian
Law Reform Commission’s recommendation that
charges for this work should not include any
component for professional skill.
Amendments negatived; clause agreed to; clauses 18
and 19 agreed to.
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Clause 20
Ms PENNICUIK — Clause 20 deals with
amendments relating to ademption, which occurs when
a property which may be gifted under a will is longer in
the possession of the will-maker. Under clause 20,
which inserts new section 50 and 51, the bill extends
the exception whereby a beneficiary under a will may
apply to the court if any beneficiary gains an unjust
advantage or suffers an unjust disadvantage by the
application of section 53 of the Guardianship and
Administration Act 1986 or section 83A of the Powers
of Attorney Act 2014 (POA act) that is of a kind not
contemplated by the testator in the will. If a court is
satisfied that either situation has occurred, the court
may make an order that it thinks fit to remedy the
unjust advantage or disadvantage, as the case may be.
Under this clause the beneficiary can apply to the court,
but I wonder why the executor is not able to apply to
the court. For example, in a situation where a
beneficiary may be a person with a disability or mental
health issue or something, this clause seems to rule out
the executor applying on behalf of the beneficiary.
Ms TIERNEY — Essentially the role of the
executor is to distribute the assets in accordance with
the will, not to be an advocate. Clause 20 inserts new
sections so that if a beneficiary under the will gains an
unjust advantage or suffers an unjust disadvantage
because ademption-saving provisions under the
guardianship act or the POA act have been applied,
they can apply to the Supreme Court to remedy the
injustice. This means that the court can ensure that the
new provisions operate justly. If the beneficiary under
the will themselves has a disability, then their guardian
or administrator can apply for them and a court will
take into account their position.
Ms PENNICUIK — I thank the minister for her
answer. But if a person is in a position of being disabled
or having a mental health issue or other incapacity, they
may not in fact realise they are suffering an unjust
disadvantage and therefore they or their guardian may
not apply to the court. What happens in that situation?
Ms TIERNEY — Indeed the example that
Ms Pennicuik has outlined does not directly pertain to
this part of the legislation. It can apply to many
situations, as she well knows. Of course it is always an
issue, but that is the justice system that we have, and if
people believe that they are potentially able to exercise
an application, then they need to seek legal advice. I do
not know what other way you can remedy that,
Ms Pennicuik.
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Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, Minister. I am not
feeling that reassured. We all know that beneficiaries
can be rivals, and they could be family members who
are estranged et cetera, so if one is obtaining an
advantage over the other and the other is already in a
disadvantaged position, I think that is a concern. I still
remain concerned about this provision. Given that the
government has suggested that it is looking into the
provisions under clause 11 with regard to Aboriginal
kinship, for example, and how the bill applies there, I
wonder whether the government will give some extra
consideration to the issues I have raised under this
clause.
Ms TIERNEY — The advice I have received is that
what would be an appropriate way through this is for
you to write to the Attorney-General outlining your
concerns in terms of the operational aspects of this part
of the bill, and the Attorney-General or his office will
respond to you on those matters.
Clause 20 agreed to; clauses 21 to 31 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

LAND LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 June; motion of
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture).
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise and make a contribution to the Land
Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. This is a bill that the
opposition does not oppose. It is a bill that we have
consulted extensively upon with major groups — the
Master Builders Association of Victoria, the Urban
Development Institute of Australia, the Housing
Industry Association, the Property Council of Australia
and many others. I think this is not a bill that offends
people in any systemic way, but there are some aspects
that are linked with this bill that I will make comment
about because I think they are relevant.
The main purposes of the bill are to amend the Transfer
of Land Act 1958 in relation to the conversion of
general law land and the recordings in the register, to
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amend the Subdivision Act 1988 in relation to
unlimited and limited owners corporations and the
registration of plans and to amend the Valuation of
Land Act 1960 in relation to provision of releasable
information from the valuation record.
As I say, the bill amends the Transfer of Land Act, and
a principal aspect of this bill in relation to the earlier
general law land — and this mainly applies to land
prior to 1862 — is a set of changes which give greater
determinative power to the land authorities and the
registrar of titles. It amends provisions, as I said, of the
Transfer of Land Act and the Subdivision Act. It
amends section 28 of the Transfer of Land Act to
reflect current practices in relation to the processing of
crown grants, and some of these small tidy-ups in the
bill are not in any way opposed. There are a series of
changes to vesting orders. There is amendment of
section 52 so the court can order against land. There is
amendment to section 59 to simplify the process for
persons who have land vested in them. These are all
supported changes clarifying the provisions to ensure
consistency with the model participation rules for
electronic conveyancing. By way of side comment, the
electronic conveyancing, whilst important, is still a
work in progress. I think that is the kindest way I can
phrase this.
The bill amends section 89 to include proceedings in
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal. It
removes a requirement for a caveator’s consent to be
lodged with the registrar of titles. It permits priority
notices to be extended for a period of 30 days and
inserts a standardised section permitting the recording
of notices of a statutory charge and the removal of these
notices. As I say, there is a long list of minor changes
that are made.
Of course the general law land is, as I say, largely the
period prior to 1862 that predates the Torrens system of
title by the registration of estates and interests in land.
In this system title to land is shown through
demonstrating a chain of dealings in land from the
current owner back to the original grant from the
Crown. Compulsory conversion of general law land is
potentially a source of disputes over land boundaries
where no dispute may exist at the moment. While
conversion can currently take place on a voluntary basis
if required — for example, by lenders — there are
around 10 000 currently undisputed titles that will be
affected by this change.
The rationale for ending general law land title is
purportedly to promote greater efficiency in the
conveyancing process and enable the registrar of titles
to more effectively maintain the register of land. I think
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it would be nice if all our land were on one title system,
and you can see the attraction for bureaucrats and for
processing. However, we do need to be careful in the
process of transferring these titles that people’s rights
are not diminished, that people’s rights are not in any
way weakened in this process and that disputes are not
created where they do not currently exist.
This is one of those changes where governments have
seen this mirage out in the distance for a long period,
but they have hastened very cautiously because people
do not want to start disputes on titles. People do not
want to have difficulties in resolving those disputes
where none now exist. Obviously moving to an
electronic basis for land processing and ultimately title
changes is something that is an advantage long-term to
the community, but my point here is the government
needs to hasten very cautiously in this area. As I say,
compulsory conversion of general law land may lead to
disputes over land boundaries, and while conversion
can currently take place on a voluntary basis if
required — for example, by lenders — around
10 000 currently undisputed titles will be affected by
this change.
It would appear, though, that this is also driven by
another set of parallel changes, and why the sudden
haste — 1862 was a long time ago. We have had a
Torrens system for a very long time, and now suddenly
the government feels in a flurry that they have got to
bring forward a set of minor changes, undisputed
changes and entirely sensible bureaucratic changes,
which this bill is replete with, but the principal thing is
this change to clean up, as it were, the pre-Torrens
titles. Why the sudden urgency, the sudden need to
bring this bill now? The truth of the matter of course is
that there is a reason, and it is that the government
wants to sell the titles office. They are trying to clean up
valuations on one side; they are trying to clean up the
titles on the other. They are going to clean up surveying
processes. All of this is preparatory to flogging off the
titles office and creaming off as much money as is
possible.
We know that other states have proceeded in this way,
and I have no deep philosophical objection to greater
pilot —
Mr Mulino interjected.
Mr DAVIS — We do not know what you are
planning to do. You have not been honest about what
you are planning to do. I asked the Secretary of the
Department of Treasury and Finance how much he has
booked in the budget for it. We know it is booked,
because he has admitted that it is booked already. It is
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deep in your budget, and you do not even know the
amount, Mr Mulino. I can tell you you do not know the
amount that has been booked by the Treasury now. So
what do I support? Let us see what the government
proposes. The government has not been honest and has
not been transparent about this.
We know that New South Wales has gone in one
direction. We know that South Australia has gone in
one direction. We know that states in Canada and
elsewhere around the world have headed down this
route of greater private involvement and in some cases
full privatisation of land titles offices and functions. But
I say here: hasten carefully. I say here: be very cautious
about how this is implemented. We have a very good
system in Victoria. We have a very secure title system.
We have a dispute system where the state carries the
burden. We have a system that does not require
insurance on titles. We know that in some jurisdictions
in Canada there have been massive increases in costs to
the whole system of titles, the whole system of
processing, where no longer is a guarantee provided by
the state as to the quality of a title and where title
insurance has become an additional burden for every
borrower, for every lender and for every part of the
system. We do not know what you are proposing to do,
Mr Mulino, and nor do you, frankly. You do not
actually know.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Through the Chair, Mr Davis.

Friday, 8 September 2017

that is going to weaken or damage the security of the
Torrens system here or the reliability of it. We do not
want to see a system where people are forced to take
out title insurance about the quality and the reliability of
title, and there is a whole list of privacy issues that have
got to be put on the record here. Mr Mulino, you should
be concerned about the model that is yet to be released
that even you have not seen. How will this operate?
Who will control the information in the titles office, the
names on those titles and the histories of those titles?
So there are important heritage aspects. What is going
to happen with the sale of some of that information?
Will the fees be capped? Will they be held at a low
level? Will they be used to cream off an amount?
I think we have got to watch the government very
carefully in this process, because let me give you some
tips about what I think they are about to do ahead of
this privatisation process of the titles office. What they
are going to do is very shortly jack up some of the fees,
because fees coming in are going to be the basis of
what a tenderer will pay for the titles office.
Mr Dalidakis — Are you supporting the bill?
Mr DAVIS — We are actually not opposing the
bill, but I am putting on record some concerns about
related points here. We are putting on record some very
significant concerns here.
I have already indicated our position on the bill. I have
indicated that much of the bill is unexceptionable. But I
have asked the question, ‘Why the scatter, why the
hurry, to clean up the pre-1862 titles?’. It has been a
while since 1862 — somebody can do the arithmetic
for me — and suddenly there is an urgency to clean up
the pre-1862 titles. Well, of course we know the reason
is that the government are going to flog the titles office.
They are going to flog the titles office, so they want to
do all of this. They want to clear the decks over there.
They are going to clear the decks on valuation and clear
the decks on surveying so they can get all these
professions under control. It has been 155 years, and
now suddenly there is a massive scatter.

Mr DAVIS — Indeed, Acting President. It is always
unfortunate when spruikers on the government side go
in to flog something and they do not know what they
are flogging. It is a product, but no-one knows what the
actual product is yet. Let us have a good look at the
product and see what the government is actually
proposing. We know they have said they are going to
do it. We know they have gone further. The secretary of
Treasury has admitted that the money is booked. We
know that that is not transparently booked in the
budget, so it is hidden deep in the budget papers
somewhere. But we do not know actually what they are
going to do. They do not even know what they are
going to do yet, because the thing has not been scoped
properly or fully. So let us wait. Let us see what the
government brings forward, but I am putting on the
record today our concern about the way this process has
been undertaken, our concern about the secrecy of the
process and our concern about the outcomes for the
Victorian community.

Ms Shing — I raise a point of order, Acting
President, and it goes to tedious repetition. I have in fact
heard Mr Davis take a position which appears to be,
‘Yeah but no, yeah but no, yeah but no’. On that basis
perhaps he could come back to new subject matter,
given that we have heard his position explored at least a
dozen times now.

Let us be quite clear here. Let us be absolutely clear
here. What we have in Victoria now is a very secure
land titles system, and we do not want to do anything

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
There is no point of order. I know Mr Davis is the lead
speaker, and I ask Mr Davis —
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Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) — I
am talking. I do not know if any of you heard me. I ask
Mr Davis to come back to the point.
Mr DAVIS — Acting President, of course I have
been provoked and have responded to the unruly
interjections. What I suggest that government members
may wish to do in their second-reading debate
contributions is lay out the details of the interaction
between this bill and the model that they propose for
the land titles office sale. On the sale of the land titles
office, let us hear exactly what they are selling, exactly
what the parameters are and exactly what the
protections are. Let us hear exactly what those
protections are and what model is proposed. We have
not heard it as yet, and they will not release it because
they know it will be controversial. We know exactly
what they are up to on this, and we have some serious
questions.
Let me be clear also on the valuation side of this matter.
It is clear that the government is trying to centralise the
whole valuation system in the state. It is doing this for
two principal reasons: one, to clear the decks before the
sale of the titles office — that is the first reason; and
two, to ratchet out more tax by annual valuations. The
figure I heard in a public committee the other night was
$40 million; there will be $40 million in extra land tax
by the annual valuation. So they want to squeeze out
the councils that have been doing a very good job of
valuation around the state. They want to centralise
valuation over here under the total control of the
valuer-general, who is a very fine individual, but let me
be quite clear —
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr DAVIS — No, I am not; on the contrary. I am
going to say: who knows who the next valuer-general
will be, and the one after that and the one after that? We
are actually setting up a system here through the
government’s proposals on the valuer-general that will
go into the future. So what we need is a very secure
system, and the decentralised nature of the valuation
system in Victoria has been a strength. Councils do
valuations; they have no interest in getting the figures
jacked up. But now with centralisation the state
government through the valuer-general’s office, if their
proposal goes forward, will have an annual interest in
jacking up land values because they will get more land
tax. Let us be clear. We had an independent valuation
system that was relied on for land tax valuations, and
now that system is intended to be dismantled by the
current government. That is their model.
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We know that provisions in part 9 of the State Taxation
Acts Amendment Bill 2017 were removed because they
would have been defeated in this place, but now we
know that a version of that bill is winging its way
towards the Parliament again. There will be valuers
who lose their jobs in councils.
Ms Shing — On a point of order, Acting President,
again I raise a point of relevance here. Mr Davis has
indicated that the opposition in fact supports the bill and
is now off on what appears to be a frolic of his own. I
would ask that you draw him back to the subject matter.
Mr DAVIS — On the point of order, Acting
President, the Valuation of Land Act 1960 will be
amended by this bill, so my comments on the activities
controlling the valuation system in Victoria are quite
relevant. It is very clear that this bill is linked with the
future of the titles office, and that is the point I am
making.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Mr Davis is the lead speaker, so he is entitled to
generate more issues. I do not uphold the point of order,
but I ask Mr Davis to come back to the subject matter.
Mr DAVIS — Let me also be clear on this. As I
have said, the cadastral system in Victoria is a very
strong system. It is world renowned. Our surveying
profession, under the leadership of the
surveyor-general, which is an ancient and critical office,
is one of the best in the world. I also make the point that
this Labor Party back in the early 2000s sought,
through a systemic campaign, to undermine and
weaken the office of the surveyor-general. This was a
very unfortunate campaign. In the end it was headed off
by a significant public campaign to stop it.
The surveyor-general, one of the first public officers
that we had in Victoria, played a hugely important role
in the development of the state and continues to play a
hugely important role. The capacity of the
surveyor-general to intervene and to settle disputes to
make sure that the cadastral system is reflected properly
in survey markers and survey points and to oversight
the standards and capacities of the surveying profession
should not be in any way underestimated. Having a
strong cadastral system is part of our land system; it is
part of the strength of our economy. Having a good
valuation system, a good cadastral system, a good land
titles system actually underpins much of the economic
activity of this state. If you weaken any one of those
pillars in a way that means there is insecurity or
uncertainty about title, uncertainty about surveying or
uncertainty about valuations, you weaken the capacity
of people to borrow against land and you will add
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additional cost. We have got a good system, and my
point here is we need to be very, very careful in general
to ensure that that system is maintained in a strong and
unimpeachable way. As I say, the economy is reliant on
the quality of our land system.
As I have said before, we do not oppose this bill. There
are many smaller and minor and perfectly sensible
technical changes that ought to be made. The scatter on
the pre-1862 titles and the sudden urgency after
155 years to clean up those small title matters is
something that I sound a note of caution about in this
chamber. This has got to be done in a way that does not
diminish the rights of people, does not tamper with the
legal land rights of people and does not build additional
costs or additional uncertainty into title, and indeed
elicit or spark disputes. That caution I want on the
record, and I want it very clear, because I can see things
that can occur here if this is applied in a ham-fisted or
thoughtless way.
I also put on record that we will be watching very, very
closely the government’s plans for private involvement
in the land title system. We want the government to
come forward with the model. We want the
government to come forward with the amount of
money it believes it can achieve. All of the information
I have is that it is at least $2 billion that is likely to be
involved here, so it is a very significant amount of
money. But that is small compared to the revenue flows
that come into government over the longer haul from
the titles office on one hand and the security that is
given to our economy on the other hand by our strong
title and land system. Anything that hampers that
security is a significant risk to the Victorian economy.
I conclude with that point; we will be watching very
closely. We know the government is determined to, in a
sneaky and underhand way, cream as much as it can
from this sale, but we want to make sure that the
strength of the Victorian economy and the strength of
the Victorian title and cadastral system are not in any
way weakened.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise to speak
on the Land Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. The
changes proposed in the bill are satisfactory
improvements to the way land titling and related issues
are managed in the state of Victoria. The Greens are
happy to support changes that allow for efficiency
improvements in the conveyancing process, enable
better maintenance of the register of land, allow a more
efficient process for registering plans of subdivision and
enable the provision of valuation information to be
brought into a similar process as the provision of sales
information.
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Yet the timing of this bill is peculiar. I have been
assured in briefings by public servants that provided
guidance to the Minister for Planning on this bill that
the need for this bill and the amendments detailed in it
predate chatter about the privatisation of the Victorian
land titles office, yet there has been a gentle crescendo
in the volume of this chatter. It is clear the Andrews
Labor government has the intent of putting the
Victorian land titles office on the auction block. This is
a very concerning development. This bill before us
today must not be the start of the process of fattening up
the land titles office for eventual sale.
The land titles office is a government-owned statutory
agency with a natural monopoly in the provision of
titles for land. It holds all records of ownership within
the state of Victoria. Proper and reliable land titling has
been an important if unexciting activity of government
since the establishment of the state. The main purpose
has been to instil confidence in private purchasers and
lot owners that they have a legally enforceable,
verifiable tenure of a lot. Confidence in Victoria on
land tenure is exceptionally strong as a result. In some
overseas jurisdictions, such as the United States,
property owners routinely take out insurance to guard
against fraud and mistakes in property title
management. No such insurance is required in Victoria,
because our land titling system is rock solid.
The land titles office provides a significant public
service. As a protector of private property rights to land
it is the monopoly provider of this public service. The
land titles office charges fees for these services. The
fees cover costs and then some, providing a healthy but
not obscene dividend to government. The staff at the
land titles office are the stewards of that confidence in
our land titling system. I am sure it is thankless work,
much like running the water treatment plant or
maintaining ambulance engines. It is the sort of work
whereby if you do not hear about it everything is going
perfectly smoothly. If you do hear about it, something
terribly wrong has happened and it will have dire
consequences. Fortunately for the people of the state of
Victoria, there is rarely a complaint about the
operations of the land titles office, and it is very, very
seldom in the news, until of course this nonsensical talk
of privatisation.
Privatisation of land titles offices is a very recent fad
that has been conducted in New South Wales, South
Australia and a few jurisdictions overseas. It is an
importation of discredited Thatcherite thinking that all
government is bad and everything functions better in
the hands of the private sector. Nothing is protected
from the purview of those that are rabidly obsessed
with privatisation. Privatisation has brought us high
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electricity prices, due to gold plating of electricity grids
built by the state using taxpayer funds. Private owners
have irresponsibly increased asset value of distribution
grids to get higher regulated returns.
Melbourne’s deteriorating public transport system is
proudly brought to you by privatisation. The Premier
and the Minister for Public Transport could end the
debacle that has been privatisation by bringing public
transport into public hands, yet they are instead
conducting highly secret negotiations with sole
suppliers for the running of our trams and trains — no
competition, no transparency. Train and tram
passengers will continue to be the losers in this
privatisation debacle.
The Premier, Treasurer and Minister for Ports rammed
through the privatisation of the port of Melbourne. The
people of Victoria will forgo the healthy dividends that
the ports corporation paid every year into the public
purse. For a generation we have lost the opportunity for
urban renewal of these inner-city docks.
There is also a bizarre penchant in the Andrews
government and the Liberal opposition for toll roads.
Unthinkingly the Andrews government refuses to learn
from extensive experience in Australia and overseas
that building toll roads does not reduce congestion. It is
foisting upon the people of Victoria two massive new
toll roads: the West Gate tunnel and the north-east link.
Both, if built, would irreversibly entrench traffic
congestion in Melbourne. These roads do nothing to
benefit the public; instead the public has to fork out
hand over fist to pay not just tolls but also the taxes to
subsidise the construction of the roads in the first place.
Minister Donnellan and the Treasurer may as well be
executives of Transurban. They unthinkingly do
Transurban’s bidding, public interest be damned.
Transurban says, ‘We want to extend our CityLink toll
concession by 20 years by building this dodgy tunnel’.
Minister Donnellan and the Treasurer say, ‘Yes, sir;
whatever you want, sir; right away, sir’. They are trying
to ram through the West Gate tunnel with no electoral
mandate, minimal community consultation and a
complete lack of transparency when it comes to traffic
modelling.
Transurban is the only toll company in the world that
has state law enforcement and the judiciary to collect
unpaid tolls for it. This is a public subsidy of a private
debt collection. It overloads our court system and it puts
a black mark against the names of thousands of
low-income people who cannot afford Transurban’s
steep tolls but have no other options in life but to drive
where they need to go. Frankly it is a disgrace. Roads,
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like rail, are a natural monopoly; they should not be in
private hands. They are a public service that should be
controlled and maintained by the state. They should not
be the domain of private profiteering toll companies
like Transurban. When the Premier and the Treasurer
search through the assets of the state looking for
whatever loot they can flog off now, few options
remain. That is why they now have their mitts on the
land titles office in the great fire sale of public assets.
I will turn now to privacy. Anyone in the state of
Victoria that owns a house, a farm or a business should
be gravely concerned that the Premier and the Treasurer
are thinking of selling their data, because that is what
the sale of the land titles office is about — it is about
cashing in on everyday Victorians’ personal
information. To date the state government has kept a
close hold on what can be done with land titling data,
reflecting the limited central purpose of the land titling
process. While any entity can request a copy of a land
title certificate, that comes at a per title cost. Batch
requests are therefore expensive, which has the benefit
of preventing dubious uses of the information.
Customised search — for example, the purchase dates
of all land parcels in Ararat for residential land parcels
greater than a hectare — is not possible. A private
operator would be given free rein to provide new
products such as search and agglomeration functions
and customised comprehensive databases to anyone
willing to pay for them. It is a privacy nightmare, and it
is a nightmare that property owners interstate are now
waking up to.
The Liberal government in New South Wales privatised
its land titling office in April this year. They received
$2.6 billion for a 35-year lease, which was way too low
considering the land titles office makes profits
averaging $70 million per year. In the unlikely event
those profits were to flatline, that would be
$2.45 billion in revenue over 35 years. It was a bargain,
and the purchasers must have been licking their lips at
the profits they will make and then offshore, with
minimal tax paid by investment vehicles registered in
tax havens such as the Cayman Islands, as was revealed
by the Sydney Morning Herald back in April. There
was only one party in Parliament that stood resolutely
against privatisation from day one — the New South
Wales Greens. I quote my colleague New South Wales
Greens spokesperson David Shoebridge, who said:
Privatising the registration and recording of land titles in
NSW is an unprecedented and reckless experiment in
privatising a core part of government.
The land titling system underpins our entire economy, it is a
core responsibility of the state and must be undertaken by
public servants.
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To have this extremely sensitive data which includes land title
but crucially the mortgage obligations of millions of
landowners controlled, regulated and accessed by a private
entity is completely unacceptable.

He continued:
Let’s be clear, if the land title system is compromised as a
result of this privatisation experiment, the NSW economy will
fall over.

Who else stood with the New South Wales Greens
against the privatisation? The real estate industry
supported the Greens, saying the land titles office was a
highly professional outfit that did an excellent job and
that they held grave concerns that this level of service
would deteriorate under privatisation. The former
president of the Law Society of New South Wales,
Margaret Hole, said privatisation would harm the
registry’s impartiality, whether real or perceived.
Historians opposed the privatisation, with Carol Liston,
president of the Royal Australian Historical Society,
stating:
Our fear is if these records are removed from the custody of
the bureaucrats who understand them and have been their
guardians for centuries, the records would no longer be kept
as a complete chain of verifiable information.

The New South Wales police opposed the privatisation.
They have had to pay an extra $100 000 per year to
access land title records due to inflated fees used to
fatten up the land registry prior to sale. That is correct:
privatising the New South Wales land registry has
made it harder to catch crooks. The Media,
Entertainment and Arts Alliance, which represents
journalists, said the privatisation would impact on press
freedom by making it more expensive to access data
relevant to investigative journalism. Everyone who
knew anything about land titling in New South Wales
said, ‘Do not privatise the land titles office’, yet the
New South Wales government went ahead and did it.
The Labor Party found itself, unsurprisingly, in a
conflicted position. While Labor finally came to its
senses and opposed privatisation in New South Wales,
the Labor government of South Australia went ahead
and privatised its land titles office in August, and now
we have a Labor Treasurer pushing this dangerous idea
in Victoria. You cannot trust Labor or Liberal
governments to keep the land titles office in public
hands.
In this age of big data, narrowcasting and highly
targeted marketing, the potential application of property
title data is changing rapidly. The data associated with
who owns which piece of land, how much they paid for
it and how long they have held it is of high value to
industries associated with property ownership,

Friday, 8 September 2017

brokering and development. As is the case in the
rapidly evolving sector of big data and machine
learning, the future value of Victoria’s property title
data is unknown as novel ways of using the data we
cannot presently conceive will be created in the future.
The utility of titling data when cross-referenced with
other datasets may further increase its value. The
Andrews government is therefore correct to believe that
it is sitting on a goldmine. The problem is that they
have no idea how to quantify the value of the goldmine.
Indeed no-one knows how valuable it could be.
The bill before us helps to modernise the land titles
office. We can go further and equip the land titles office
with more modern digital systems to steward the land
titling system for generations into the future. We can
even develop data analysis capacities to assist the
greater good, such as addressing housing affordability
and informing urban planning.
The Greens will support the bill before us; however, we
will not support the privatisation of the land titles
office, because we will always steadfastly protect the
privacy of citizens against the prying eyes of
commercial interests, and we hold that natural
monopolies should be the singular domain of the state.
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — I rise to speak
today on a bill that I think has very strong support
throughout this chamber but which has been the
unfortunate source of what can only be described as a
significant amount of tangential discussion. Can I start
with Mr Davis’s entertaining and hyperbolic
contribution. I must say that ‘hasten cautiously’ would
be a generous way of interpreting what occurred in the
four years of the previous government. I might say that
what was plastered over the door of their cabinet was
something more along the lines of ‘hasten without any
movement whatsoever’, given what we saw coming out
of that period of government.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr MULINO — I can see Mr Ramsay already
stirring out of his slumber to yell something across the
chamber, but I will not take up that interjection. I
always consider a comment to be a success when
Mr Ramsay stirs and yells something, so I consider this
speech, if nothing else occurs, to have been a great
success, and I will leave here this afternoon feeling that
I have contributed something to today’s proceedings.
I must say that Mr Davis speaking on secrecy, after his
term as health minister in the previous government, is
one of the great events that I like to see in this
chamber — to see Mr Davis speak on documents
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motions or to speak in this chamber about this
government’s lack of transparency. It really does say to
me that it is possible to have more front than Myer
every day of the week in this place. For him to come in
here with a straight face and say that we should be more
transparent and that we should disclose more
documents is quite remarkable.
In relation to the previous contribution, it was a
manifesto. I will not describe it as the Communist
manifesto, but it was a manifesto. I think Ms Dunn
raised a number of serious policy issues. What I would
say in relation to Ms Dunn is that I would certainly
agree with her that privatisation is not always a sensible
policy, and to Ms Dunn that it is very much horses for
courses. I do support privatisation in some
circumstances. We support asset recycling and have
successfully undertaken asset recycling already in this
term.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MULINO — Those opposite are yelling
because people like Mr Davis like to support asset
recycling in principle but in every single instance when
it comes up they like to obstruct it in practice because
they are a completely irresponsible and obstructionist
opposition. Mr Davis likes to paint himself as being
economically responsible. He likes to paint himself as
being supportive in principle. We all know the tawdry
truth there.
In relation to Ms Dunn’s contribution, I agree that
privatisation is sometimes inappropriate. But what I
would say is this: we should not conflate the issues of
regulation and privatisation, because it is often
appropriate to have strong economic regulation of
market power even where industries are operated by the
private sector. There are many instances of natural
monopolies that arise in the private sector and there are
many instances of oligopolies that arise in the private
sector. I think we are often subjected to the conflation
of issues when we talk about market power and we talk
about privatisation. The fact is that some but not all
government entities operate with a high degree of
market power, and where that exists, whether it is
private or public, regulation is appropriate.
Similarly not all instances of market power arise in the
case of publicly operated entities. There are some
instances of market power which arise in the case of
privately operated entities, where some or all of a
market is privately operated. One of my first jobs was
working for an economic regulator, and some but not
all of the entities that were regulated were privately
operated; some were publicly operated. I will say that
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when it comes to gold plating much of the gold plating
that occurred in the electricity industry in Australia
decades ago occurred in the case of publicly owned
entities. So again I think we often are subjected to the
conflation of issues in this debate, and I think we need
to separate the issues of ownership and regulation.
As much as it might seem strange in this debate, I
might at some point actually get to the bill under
consideration, but I did feel that it was appropriate to
open my remarks with a slight reflection on those
contributions that preceded me.
This bill amends three acts: the Transfer of Land Act
1958, the Subdivision Act 1988 and the Valuation of
Land Act 1960. I will start by saying — and I think this
is something that both of the preceding speakers would
agree with — that this bill relates to an asset of great
importance to our community. Housing is of great
importance to households. For many households it is
the greatest asset they will own. Indeed it is an asset
that provides incredibly important services to
households and to the community. Housing provides,
obviously, a roof over our heads, but it also provides
great community amenity.
The transactions associated with land and housing are
also of great importance of course. Housing is an asset
class that reached something in the order of $6 trillion
in value in 2015, according to CoreLogic. It was
$4 trillion in 2009. That of course is significant in that it
is far greater in value than superannuation. So the value
of the housing stock is of critical importance to the
economy, but it is also of critical importance to
households as a store of value.
The other thing I think is worth mentioning in relation
to housing is the intergenerational aspect of housing as
a store of value. It is a very important component of one
generation passing on value to another. Then of course
there is the importance of housing in the
macro-economic business cycle. We saw this in the
global financial crisis. We have seen the importance of
housing and the way in which housing transactions are
conducted in relation to housing affordability. If we do
not have efficient and reliable housing transactions, that
can potentially have a significant impact on housing
affordability.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Electorate office budgets
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My question
is to the Leader of the Government. Minister, is
Mr Eideh, a member for Western Metropolitan Region,
being investigated for employing a staff member, paid
from his electorate office budget, who was one of the
election red-shirted Community Action Network
members and never actually worked in his electorate
office?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
There is no investigation specifically scoped in the
terms that Mr Finn has described, to my knowledge.
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would encourage Mr Finn to apprise himself of those
arrangements for himself, and therefore he might be
able to cast a better question in future that relates to
Mr Eideh or could actually relate to any member of the
Parliament.
The PRESIDENT — Mr Finn, I did not want to
cause a song and dance, because I think that is actually
what you wanted, but could I suggest that T-shirts are
not appropriate, even as undergarments, in the
Parliament, so at the earliest opportunity I would ask
that you return to a collar and tie.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — I know, but it is covered by a
T-shirt, and that is —

Supplementary question
Mr Finn — No, it’s not; it’s a footy jumper.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I thank you,
Minister, for that answer. Minister, given that Mr Eideh
was required to sign the Parliament’s employment and
time sheet forms for his staff member who was paid as
an electorate officer, and given that Mr Eideh was
required to sign off on all printing invoices from his
electorate office, does the government accept that in
both these cases the buck stops and responsibility lies
with Mr Eideh, who authorised the forms?
The PRESIDENT — The problem that I have with
the supplementary question is that we have not
established that in fact a staff member was participating
in that election campaign under that guise. The first part
of the question did refer basically to whether or not
there was an investigation of a staff member. Could you
reword it, please?
Mr FINN — Minister, given that Mr Eideh was
required to sign the Parliament’s employment and time
sheet forms for any staff member who was paid as an
electorate officer, and given that Mr Eideh was required
to sign off on all printing invoices for his electorate
office, does the government accept that in any of these
cases the buck stops and responsibility lies with
Mr Eideh, who authorised the forms?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
think Mr Finn’s conjunction of a number of issues there
probably means that he and other members of this
chamber would be well advised to make themselves
aware of procedures in relation to acquitting our
electoral expenditure, because in fact some of the
matters in Mr Finn’s question that apply to any member
of the Parliament relate to either invoices or time sheets
or to the circumstances of the employment of their staff.
All of us have obligations, and they may vary across the
issues which he has described in his question. So I

The PRESIDENT — Well, it is unacceptable, as
you well know.

Electorate office budgets
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
My question is also to the Leader of the Government. In
regard to the spending of a member’s electorate office
budget for party-political purposes, Minister, with
Khalil Eideh’s office ordering 7000 flyers for a festival,
apparently outside his electorate, at the spectacularly
pricey cost of $4015, around seven times the regular
printing rate, has Mr Eideh spoken with you or the
Premier regarding his authorisation of the spending of
electorate office funds outside of his electorate?
The PRESIDENT — I am not sure that
Mr Jennings can actually vouch for any conversation
with the Premier or knowledge of the Premier, but at
any rate Mr Jennings has been asked the question.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Ms Fitzherbert for her question, but I do not
thank Mr Finn for his distraction during the course of
that question being asked, being next to Ms Fitzherbert
as she asked the question. Nonetheless, I think I can
actually retain the gist of the question.
In relation to the conversations that I have actually had
with Mr Eideh in the last two days, they have been
mutually cordial in the notion that Mr Eideh has
actually invited the Parliament to undertake a full audit
of the invoices that relate to the expenditure of his
electorate allowance and his communication budget.
Quite willingly, he has invited the Parliament to
undertake that full account of those matters.
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I actually think that is an appropriate action given the
level of allegation and the reputational damage that he
and others who work with him could actually be
subjected to unless these matters are assessed and
evaluated on the basis of the evidence rather than the
allegations that are bandied about in the Parliament, in
this chamber or the other chamber, or bandied about in
the media, which may or may not relate to fact. I am
not going ahead in my analysis beyond what is actually
determined through that audit under consideration.
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — I can answer without your
intervention, thanks. I am quite capable of acquitting
my responsibility to the Parliament without you
carrying on like a two-bob watch to try to distract me.
Mr Finn has done enough distraction; I do not need you
to continue in his shadow of distraction.
I think it is very important for the Parliament to
understand that there has been a request from the
member in question to undertake an audit to make sure
of these events and to actually do it within the auspices
of the Parliament. I think that is an appropriate thing to
occur. I am fully supportive of that occurring. That is
the nature of the conversation that I have had with the
member. I think that is an appropriate conversation. I
thank him for actually taking that initiative. I thank the
President for creating the auspices of the Parliament to
undertake that investigation. Until some results come
through, I am not going to speculate in the way that the
member or her colleagues or other people may
speculate in relation to the evidence that they assert to
be true.
Supplementary question
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
Further to the spending of a member’s electorate office
budget for party-political purposes, it is well-known
that Khalil Eideh’s electorate officer Mr Mammarella is
seeking to have his son replace the rorting member for
Melton, Don Nardella, as Labor’s candidate for Melton.
Can you guarantee that no electorate office funds
channelled through F & M Printing have been used to
fund the Labor Party branch memberships to influence
the upcoming Melton preselection?
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Members would be
aware that I do have concerns about any questions that
relate to internal party affairs. However, this question
was couched in terms of whether or not any
parliamentary resources have been directed to ‘party
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matters’. In that context I will allow the supplementary
question.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Thank you, President, because in fact the fundamental
interest of the Parliament in this matter is the
appropriate use of electorate budget matters. That is the
issue that is being tested by the audit that I referred to in
my substantive answer to Ms Fitzherbert. That is what I
think all of us should rely on. Any other speculation,
any other assertion, should actually be backed up by
any evidence rather than by the speculation that may
suit the opposition and may suit others. In fact let us
stick to the facts and let us actually see what the facts
tell us about the acquittance of that electorate budget.
As Mr Eideh has already indicated, he is open to that
scrutiny.

Electorate office budgets
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My question
is for the Leader of the Government. Given revelations
today from Labor printing firms that the practice of
paying for Labor Party memberships from taxpayer
funds via electorate office budgets has been around
since at least 2003, are you aware of this practice being
used by Labor MPs in the past?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — In
fact, President, I could just ask Ms Lovell to outline
what the revelations are.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I must say my concern
with the question was that the Labor Party was formed
a very long time ago, and that question was very —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It would certainly
have tested the minister’s knowledge of history if it
were taken to the nth degree.
Supplementary question
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — He has not
given an answer. The minister has been a member for a
very long time, and he is obviously avoiding answering
the question.
My supplementary is: Minister, given the Premier said
anyone with evidence of this practice should refer the
matters to Victoria Police, and given at least one
printing firm is being investigated by the Parliament
and another has come forward with allegations, at what
point will the Andrews government concede that
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electorate office printing budgets of Labor MPs should
be investigated by Victoria Police?
The PRESIDENT — Can I first of all just state that
the Parliament has no power to investigate an external
body, including a printer. Our investigation or inquiry is
related to the electorate office —
Ms Lovell — The invoices.
The PRESIDENT — Yes, the invoices are certainly
part of that inquiry. Indeed, as I have indicated
previously, the Audit Committee will not be conducting
any inquiry in its own right, because it is not an
investigative body and it does not have the powers to
do that, as I have previously indicated in a statement to
the Parliament. But the audit is proceeding, indeed as
the minister has indicated.
I will let the supplementary question stand, but I do
wonder also, given the level of interjection, whether the
minister actually caught the question.
Mr Jennings — Let her ask it again.
The PRESIDENT — Yes. Could you read it again,
please?
Ms LOVELL — Minister, given the Premier has
said anyone with evidence of this practice should refer
the matters to Victoria Police, and given that the
invoices of at least one printing firm are being
investigated by the Parliament and another has come
forward with allegations, at what point will the
Andrews government concede that electorate office
printing budgets of Labor MPs should be investigated
by Victoria Police?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — The
beauty of Ms Lovell’s question and the way that it has
been so carefully drafted for her is that the Premier has
indicated that anybody who has evidence on this matter
should furnish it to the police and do so as soon as
possible. That is the position of the government.

500 Startups Melbourne
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade. Minister, on 10 August Rachael
Neumann announced her resignation as the head of
500 Startups. Why did the fate of LaunchVic’s
$2.9 million grant to 500 Startups rest on one person —
being your former LaunchVic board member Rachael
Neumann?
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Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the member for his
question and his ongoing interest in innovation — a
portfolio that he does not hold but for which he
obviously represents the shadow minister in the other
place. This continued interest in Ms Neumann is one
that I believe I have answered before, but there was a
contract in place. There was a variation of contract. Part
of the variation of that contract included a recognition
that Ms Neumann had a set of skills, including, might I
say, publicly being a member of the LGBT community.
As a result of the many issues that 500 Startups faced,
we felt that having —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Would you like me to finish
before you start interjecting? So because of
Ms Neumann’s skill set and because of the significant
issues that had come about by the actions of
Mr McClure at 500 Startups, and because of her
experience and her understanding of issues of diversity
and inclusiveness, coming from the LGBT community,
we felt that the variation of the contract — a decision, I
might add, taken by LaunchVic itself — was one that
needed her to be at the helm to be able to gain the
confidence and the trust of the local ecosystem. And if
she was not able to fulfil that role, then there were
direct question marks about whether or not
500 Melbourne would be able to retain the trust and
also the support of the ecosystem. So this was not about
Ms Neumann herself personally; this was about her
professionally and what she brought to the role given
the set of circumstances — the sad and unique set of
circumstances — that had obviously seen 500 Startups
put into a fair degree of turmoil globally as a result of
the outrageous conduct of Mr McClure.
Supplementary question
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Minister, since the resignation of Ms Neumann, what
reviews and process changes have your office, your
department and LaunchVic made to ensure there are
substantial due diligence checks in place for all
LaunchVic grants that will ensure a $2.9 million grant
will not be determined by one person’s resignation ever
again?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the member for the
question. I do not acknowledge or accept the premise of
that question. The grant was not in itself predicated
upon one person being given the role.
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Mr Ondarchie — That was the variation; you just
told us that.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Please do not interrupt when I
am trying to give you the answer. As I was trying to
indicate, the grant was not predicated on Ms Neumann
being given the role. The variation of the contract had a
number of requirements, one of which was at that point
in time that Ms Neumann, with her skill set, be retained
to be able to develop the program should LaunchVic at
that stage resume with the program. I think that is very
clear, and it is an answer that has not changed over time
despite what you would like to try and imply.

500 Startups Melbourne
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade. Minister, on Tuesday of last
sitting week and today you detailed a little known fact
that the rectification that LaunchVic required for
500 Startups to continue with this $2.9 million grant,
and I quote:
… included Ms Neumann being the head of the organisation,
amongst a range of other attributes —

which today you said included being a member of the
LGBT community. What other attributes were in the
revised contract?
Mr Dalidakis — No, sorry.
Mr ONDARCHIE — That is what you said.
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I will take the question, and it
is an offensive question. The question is offensive
because it did not require Ms Neumann to identify as
LGBTI. What it required was that Ms Neumann had a
distinct set of skills, including diversity and
inclusiveness as a result of her experience as a member
of the LGBTI community. So LaunchVic, when they
did a variation of contract, decided to undertake a
number of requirements, of which Ms Neumann
continuing on in that role was one. When Ms Neumann
decided to withdraw her services from 500 Melbourne,
that meant that LaunchVic held a board meeting and
decided to then terminate the contract. It is very simple,
and I am happy to provide you with some further
advice if you ask my office. Or if the shadow minister
for innovation dares to come out from the shadows
himself, then I would be happy to provide a briefing,
and I will have LaunchVic provide a briefing. I can do
no more than that.
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Supplementary question
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
think this might be the first time in the history of this
chamber that a minister has answered a question with,
‘Ask me at another time or get somebody else to ask
me’. Minister, it is very unusual that specific attributes
were added to a government contract, especially who is
to dictate who is the chief executive of the organisation.
So I ask: how many of the other LaunchVic grants
recommended to and approved by you over the three
funding rounds had specific clauses in the contracts that
in order to receive funding there was a demand that a
former LaunchVic board member be in charge of the
organisation?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank you for the question.
Again, we have had the very best of Parliament this
week. We had the very best of Parliament on Tuesday,
and we had the very best of Parliament yesterday
morning. Now we have the very worst of Parliament.
Right now we have the very worst of Parliament. You
should crawl back under the rock that you came from.
Scuttle back under the rock, because your behaviour is
absolutely atrocious.
The PRESIDENT — Order! To start with, you
know I do not like gesturing; you know I do not like
pointing. The questions and the answers are to go
through me to reduce that and to take some temperature
out of some matters that might be controversial or
otherwise provoke responses that would not be in
keeping with Parliament’s proper conduct. Please do
not point at other members of the Parliament, and
please do not point at me. I ask members on the other
side who tried to give back the pointing to draw
attention to it to please also desist.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Through you, President. We
have had the very best and now the very worst of
Parliament in the one week. The member should scurry
back under a rock because his behaviour is atrocious.
We have a woman who identifies as a lesbian, and this
man is attempting to attack her for self-identifying as a
member of the LGBT community. That the member is
scared of inclusiveness and diversity and requiring that
in the shadow of the tragic circumstances at
500 Startups globally is outrageous.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Ondarchie, it is
just as well you have concluded — 15 minutes, thank
you. That is not on.
Mr Ondarchie withdrew from chamber.
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Hazelwood Pondage
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My question is the
Minister for Agriculture. Minister, the closure of the
Hazelwood power station has seen a drop in the water
temperature in the cooling ponds and resulted in dead
and dying barramundi, which the Andrews Labor
government and you as minister introduced to the
ponds. How many dead and dying barramundi have
been removed from the chilled waters of the
Hazelwood Pondage as a result of the Hazelwood
power station closure, and what has been the cost of
doing so?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Bath for her question and her interest in
Victoria’s only barramundi fishery. This has been and
continues to be a really exciting opportunity for
recreational fishers. It has been a modest investment by
the state relative to the economic benefits over the
period the fishery has been open of just under
$1 million in terms of all of the activity in the local
community and visitors from as far away as the
Northern Territory and Queensland who have come to
check out the amazing Victorian barramundi fishery.
Ms Shing — No lobsters there?
Ms PULFORD — No, there are no lobsters. This
fishery was conceived —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms PULFORD — When you are all ready.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Ms PULFORD — Yes, the lobsters would —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Does anyone else have a
clever comment they would like to share just before I
call the member? Apparently not.
Ms Shing — On a point of order, President, it may
appear that I am floundering in my attempt to hear the
minister make her contribution, but I am in fact
struggling to hear the minister give her answer. To this
end it would seem to undermine the credibility of
asking with any bona fides in the first place if those
opposite do not want to hear the answer. I just want a
bit of quiet.
The PRESIDENT — I understand that, and it sort
of gets close to a point of order. Can I indicate that I am
fed up to the gills with the noise as well.
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Ms PULFORD — Really, all of you, the President
included, enough with the fish jokes. The barramundi
fishery, as I was saying, was conceived, and great credit
to Dave Kramer in particular from Future Fish
Foundation, who had sought support from a
government for this idea for a very, very long time. We
had a really, really successful summer with the
barramundi fishery.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms PULFORD — It is your question. Sorry, it is
Ms Bath’s question. As members are certainly well
aware, the water at the Hazelwood Pondage is warmed
by a couple of different sources. One was that it was the
water that was used for the cooling towers, so when
Engie announced that they were closing Hazelwood we
knew that this would present some challenges for the
fishery.
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms PULFORD — You do know that is not true.
You do not actually believe that, do you, Mr Finn? You
do know that that decision was made in a boardroom in
Paris, Mr Finn.
Mr Finn interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Mr Finn, thank you. Please
allow the minister to complete her answer.
Ms PULFORD — It is wonderful to see such
enthusiasm for the barramundi fishery. When the
Hazelwood mine closed, that constant cycling through
of water which warms the pondage ceased. There is still
some degree of natural heating that occurs, but as I
have said I think in answers to questions from
Mr Bourman, we have been very closely monitoring the
health of the barramundi population and the tilapia and
other species that are there in this unusually warm spot
here in southern Australia, where it does get a bit cold
at this time of the year. There are a number of fish that
have not fared well as a result of —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms PULFORD — I would have thought that was a
pretty self-evident fact. Some of the barramundi
population and some of the tilapia population have been
removed from the fishery.
In relation to Ms Bath’s question, there are still
thousands in there and we are looking forward to that
fishery being open again in the warmer months. I know
that there are people here who hate the idea that there
would be a successful tourist attraction like this in the
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Latrobe Valley, but we are certainly very hopeful of a
good barramundi fishery being reopened again in
Morwell in the warmer months.
The PRESIDENT — I must say I do look forward
on my demise to somebody saying ‘He has not fared
well’. I shall not be here to hear it!
Supplementary question
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — There is a Monty
Python quote in there somewhere! I thank the minister
for her response. Minister, these fish died after the
Andrews government failed to stop the closure of the
Hazelwood power station. Given these barramundi
were stocked into the pondage at your direction and
they died on your watch, I ask: will you fully cooperate
with an RSPCA investigation into the cruelty and
suffering these fish have experienced as a result of the
Andrews government’s policy failure?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — It is
wonderful to be hearing from The Nationals about the
confidence that they have in the RSPCA as a really,
really important and respected organisation promoting
better animal welfare outcomes across the state. To the
best of my knowledge, and Ms Bath might be better
informed about this than I am, the RSPCA have not
initiated an investigation into the barramundi fishery at
Hazelwood. But I can certainly assure Ms Bath that the
fishery has a future and that the RSPCA is a much
loved and respected Victorian organisation. Perhaps
Ms Bath can forward me some further information
about that investigation. If I have not yet caught up with
the announcement of such an investigation, I look
forward to hearing about it. I am sure our people at
Fisheries Victoria, who very carefully manage the
situation in the barramundi fishery, would be more than
happy to cooperate.

Victoria Police sex industry coordination unit
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — My question is for Ms Tierney as the
minister representing the Minister for Police. It is my
understanding that the future of Victoria Police’s sex
industry coordination unit, or SICU, is currently under
review. Senior Sergeant Marilyn Ross has recently
moved on from leading this unit, and her role has not
been permanently replaced. SICU have been around
since 2012, and their work is invaluable. We hear very
little about their work except for high-profile cases such
as discovering the woman in the wall in the Melbourne
brothel in 2014. For some trafficked women in the sex
industry, contact with SICU is the only contact they
have with the outside world. This small unit holds the
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huge responsibility of policing the 100 legal brothels in
Victoria, not to mention the hundreds of illegal
brothels. It is vital that they continue to exist and to
receive sufficient resources to effectively carry out their
duties. My question is: will the minister move
immediately to permanently replace the senior
sergeant’s position in SICU?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills) —
I thank the member for her question, and thank her for
her concern and advocacy in this area. I think many
people in this chamber would concur with the member
about the absolute abhorrence of trafficking and
exploitation of women and young children here and
around the world. I will seek clarification from the
Minister for Police in respect of what is happening in
relation to the unit.
Supplementary question
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for her response
and for her obvious empathy and understanding of this
area. As a supplementary question, I wonder if the
minister could indicate what considerations are being
made to address the overall under-resourcing of this
unit.
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills) —
Thank you, Dr Carling-Jenkins. Again, I will seek
information from the police minister with respect to that
question.

Prison capacity
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question today is for the Minister for Corrections. In the
July parliamentary break my colleague Ms Springle and
I visited Tarrengower and Loddon prisons, and I would
like to thank the corrections commissioner and the staff
of those prisons for facilitating those visits and indeed
some of the prisoners we were able to speak to. While
we were very impressed by some of the good work
going on in those prisons, we were concerned about the
double bunks that are still being used at Loddon prison.
My question is: how many double bunks are in place
across the male prison system, particularly at Loddon
Prison and at the Melbourne Remand Centre?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — I thank
the member for her question. The issue of the capacity
in the prison system is not new to this chamber; it has
been raised on numerous occasions. Indeed the
reduction in double bunking has occurred under this
government. There has been a significant reduction
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compared to when those opposite were in power before
2014.
The fact of the matter is, in terms of with dealing with
the growth and the capacity issues, we do have a system
within Corrections Victoria where every prisoner is
assessed and then allocated to the most appropriate
prison. Indeed we do have the opportunity to decant
various prisoners from their respective prisons to the
new facility, Ravenhall, in the foreseeable future. That
will be done before the end of the year. Obviously there
will be new plans afoot to relocate and house prisoners
as a result of that new facility coming on board. In
terms of the specifics that you ask about, I do not have
those details on me.
Supplementary question
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Thank you for your answer, Minister, and hopefully
you can follow up perhaps with those details. In 2012
the Auditor-General raised this issue, and as you say,
this issue is not a new issue. The Auditor-General
found that up to 34 per cent of the total prison
population at that stage were housed in accommodation
that did not comply with Corrections Victoria
standards, which recommend single-cell
accommodation. The particular cells that Ms Springle
and I saw at Loddon Prison were not only very small,
and too small for two people to be in, but also certainly
in need of a lot of repairs. Cells like that have a lack of
privacy and personal space. I wonder how far along the
road of reducing double bunking the government has
gone and whether there is a time line for eliminating it.
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — I thank
the member for her question. Obviously it is a
preference not to have double bunking. We do have an
unfortunate situation at the moment where we have
massive growth in the prison population and it has
required this to occur. Again, as I said in my answer to
the substantive question, there has been a reduction in
double bunking because, as we know, it was a major
contributor to the riot at the Metropolitan Remand
Centre. We are well aware of the accommodation
pressures within the system, and there is a lot of work
that is being done within the department and in
coordination with a number of agencies to do forecast
planning in terms of what we can do about the housing
of prisoners in this state.

Forest Industry Taskforce
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question
is for the Special Minister of State representing the
Premier. Minister, tomorrow marks exactly 12 months
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since the Premier’s Forest Industry Taskforce released
its statement of intent and provided it to the Premier.
The statement of intent identified agreed opportunities
for change relating to parks and reserves, wood and
fibre supply security, and jobs and regional
employment. This was the last public release by the
Forest Industry Taskforce. Could you please advise the
status of the Forest Industry Taskforce and its current
operations?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Ms Dunn for her question, and I thank her for the
variety of interests she has shown in ministerial
responsibilities and those for whom she asks questions
in relation to forestry matters. I appreciate the fact that I
have been given a rare moment in the sun as a result of
her questioning. What you would note from the
statement of intent by the Forest Industry Taskforce
was, yes, pretty much a 360-degree aspiration for what
could be achieved and should be achieved in relation to
forest management, sustainable timber production into
the future and greater conservation outcomes in the
reserve system. It was very much a statement of intent
to work through those issues that the task force had
agreed on — lofty and laudable aspirations that were
very difficult to reconcile as the task force acquitted its
meeting structure, its consultation and its engagement
with industry stakeholders and with the conservation
movement more broadly.
At the same time that it issued that statement of intent it
made it very clear to the government that it believed it
was unable to reach a timely resolution of those
matters. Indeed over the next two months, in terms of
trying to provide concrete advice to the government
about the way that it could proceed on those matters in
terms of matters of process, policy or reconciliation, it
concentrated pretty much from that time to the end of
the last calendar year on discussing timber release plans
and individual coupes that were on the summer
harvesting schedule. This meant it became more and
more deeply entrenched in the consideration of the
micromanagement of forestry activity rather than
necessarily the broader policy objectives. That is what
happened.
In light of that the Premier asked me to work with the
Forest Industry Taskforce on the most likely and
successful pathway forward to achieve the policy
outcomes that they issued in their statement of intent. I
met with the Forest Industry Taskforce up until early
this year — probably January and February, and
perhaps not further than February — to discuss the way
in which those matters could be brought together.
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In the last conversations we had with them the Forest
Industry Taskforce said, ‘Yes, we haven’t given up on
those aspirations. We’d still like to achieve those’. In
light of what was a very provocative act by the
Heyfield mill in relation to announcing its premature
closure even though there had been an ongoing timber
supply promise made to it — that it intended to close its
doors from September — the government spent a
lengthy period of time discussing with the owners of
that mill the circumstances in which it could stay open.
That has actually been able to be secured, even with a
reduced timber allocation going forward. The
government has worked in the name of protecting jobs
and providing for our broader timber supply obligations
to be able to acquit those.
The government is still actively considering the policy
matters more broadly that are embedded in Ms Dunn’s
question. The government will be making decisions in
due course about the way in which we would think the
statement of intent could be realised in its most fulsome
fashion, given that we all understand how complex and
sometimes competing those issues may be.
Supplementary question
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — Minister,
considering the Andrews Labor government was
elected on a campaign platform that promised to
achieve consensus on forestry and forest conservation,
will you admit that the Premier’s Forest Industry
Taskforce has failed and the Andrews government has
given up when it comes to forestry and forest
conservation?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — No, I
do not say that the government has given up on that
matter at all. Consensus relies on people agreeing. The
government is not in a position to be able to force
anyone to agree. They can work very assiduously to try
to drive agreement, to support agreement and to
facilitate outcomes that people can mobilise around.
The government in trying to reach consensus with
you —
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — For whatever reason your leader
is currently trying to distract me from what I am saying;
I have got no idea why. I cannot hear his intervention; I
have not heard one syllable he has uttered. What I am
saying is the government is happy to seek consensus
with you and consensus with the National Party on this
matter. We are happy to seek consensus with the
Liberal Party and we are happy for community
consensus, but we cannot predetermine it. You cannot
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guarantee it. You can work determinedly to try to
achieve it, and that is what the government will do, but
you can never guarantee consensus.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
There are 30 written responses to questions on notice:
11 252, 11 264, 11 429–38, 11 441–51, 11 457–8,
11 492, 11 515, 11 537, 11 559, 11 581.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Written responses
The PRESIDENT — In respect of today’s
questions can I indicate that on Ms Lovell’s substantive
question to Mr Jennings I will allow him to consider a
written response, and that is one day; on
Mr Ondarchie’s supplementary question to
Mr Dalidakis, which relates to processes — both the
first and second questions and in both cases only the
supplementary questions — I ask for written responses;
Dr Carling-Jenkins’s question to Ms Tierney involving
a minister in another place, substantive and
supplementary questions, two days; and
Ms Pennicuik’s question to Ms Tierney, both the
substantive and supplementary questions, one day.
Can I also indicate that I have had a request from
Ms Hartland to reinstate a question that she asked on
6 September. It was a question to Ms Pulford
representing Mr Donnellan, the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. The answer from the government
provides quite a range of information, which I think
was consistent to some extent with Ms Pulford’s
response, in the house at any rate. But what I am
focused on and what I think Ms Hartland was keen to
receive the response on was the release of a particular
report — the Allard report. Her query is about having
that information available so that the community has
got all the information for it to consider. To the extent
that I do not believe that the Allard report issue has
been addressed, I will reinstate the question for a
further written response.
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, President, in
relation to my second question to Minister Dalidakis,
which related to the attributes of the revised contract,
where the minister dispatched the question by offering
a briefing to the shadow minister for innovation who
resides in the other place, I put to you that satisfying the
needs of the Legislative Assembly does not satisfy a
question in relation to the Legislative Council and ask
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that you seek a written response to part one of that
question.
The PRESIDENT — Whilst to your view it might
not be appropriate that the minister has answered in that
fashion, I felt that his offer there did acquit that
question. I must say I was a little concerned about the
attribution of motives and the direction that your
questions were coming from, which I thought were
more about process and the actual arrangements of the
organisation that won the contract rather than about any
personal aspects of the individual that was named in
those questions. I was concerned about the direction it
was taken in. But certainly in terms of the answer that
the minister gave, I believe he acquitted it by offering
that briefing.
Ms Bath — On a point of order, President, although
we had some fun with my question, it was actually
quite a serious question in relation to the costs of the
clean-up from the death of the barramundi. I wonder if
the minister might be able to provide some detail
around those costs?
The PRESIDENT — On the basis that cost was not
touched on in that answer, I will reinstate the
substantive question which went to costs, and that is
one day.
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, President, I
have just received back from the Leader of the
Government a number of answers to questions on
notice, and one answer is:
This data will be reported publicly in the forthcoming
Department of Justice and Regulation annual report for
2016–17, which is due for release later this year.

I seek your guidance about whether it is appropriate for
basic questions not to be answered on the basis that
information will be provided at some later stage.
The PRESIDENT — I ask the member to write to
me and give me the information because I am not
across what he is raising.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety
and relates to the proposed corridors outlined by the
North East Link Authority for completing the ring-road
in Melbourne’s north. Eltham commuters are worried
about the lack of an interchange near Fitzsimons Lane.
If it is not there, it will not result in much relief to this
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very congested road which carries substantial daily
traffic loads. Therefore I ask the minister whether
consideration will be given to adding additional
interchanges to the proposed corridor interchanges for
the north-east link to also provide traffic relief for
long-suffering Eltham commuters.
I do this on the basis of having attended a public
information night hosted by the Nillumbik Shire
Council, which over 500 residents attended. It was very
much an issue of regular concern — the placement of
the interchanges, particularly for routes one and two.
The interchanges would potentially be at Lower Plenty
Road; Manningham Road and Banksia Street;
Reynolds Road; and Ryans Road in the various options,
but it is of great concern that Fitzsimons Lane is
missing out. So I would like that response from the
minister.

Eastern Victoria Region
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — I have a question
today for the Minister for Sport in relation to the
National Basketball League (NBL) preseason blitz,
which began yesterday, kicking off in Traralgon and
running until Sunday. It is enabling a range of
community activities, including clinics and school visits
around the region and wheelchair basketball games
during half-time at NBL games. This is a really
fantastic initiative around community sport and sport
participation. I would ask the minister to provide further
information on how we can maximise the economic
benefit and to detail what the economic benefits and
broader community benefits will be as a result of this
particular blitz and what they will be in the lead-up to
the Twenty20 cricket extravaganza, also later in the
year, as a result of the government’s investment in sport
and sporting infrastructure to the tune of $85 million for
the Latrobe Valley.

Eastern Victoria Region
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
constituency question for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. The Olinda precinct
plan has undergone a period of consultation with the
local community following the closure of the Olinda
golf course. I have been contacted by constituents who
are extremely concerned at the enormous fence that has
been put up along the rhododendron gardens’ new
boundary. This has led to concerns about future
consultation regarding the implementation of this plan.
There are a number of competing interests and uses for
this beautiful part of Olinda, this beautiful part of
Victoria. My constituency question is: what
engagement with the local community will there be
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before new infrastructure or changes are made and take
place in this precinct?

The PRESIDENT — It sounds like you might have
an inkling.

Southern Metropolitan Region

Eastern Victoria Region

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Amongst the piles of secret documents that can never
be released to the public about the Australian grand prix
that is held in Albert Park every year is one titled An
Eventful Year: Economic Impact of the Victorian Major
Events Calendar. It is an Ernst & Young and Victorian
Major Events Company joint research project of
September 2014. My constituency question is to the
Minister for Tourism and Major Events. This document
was referred to by Mr Ron Walker in his final report as
Australian Grand Prix Corporation chairman, where he
claimed that the Australian grand prix helps to
contribute $1.8 billion to the economy, which I would
take great issue with, given that it has cost the Victorian
community more than $1 billion in the time it has been
run. My question is: will the minister release this
document?

Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My constituency
question is for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety,
the Honourable Luke Donnellan, and it relates to the
reinstatement of proper funding for country roads. In
accordance with the 2017–18 state budget the allocation
for roads in rural and regional areas was pitiful, to say
the least. In my electorate, the Traralgon Creek Road
serves as a main thoroughfare to and from the
townships of Traralgon South, Callignee and Koornalla.
This road is also frequented by log trucks. Sections of
the Traralgon Creek Road are in desperate need of
repair, and the lack of funding from the government
means that residents have to put up with patchy repairs.
Minister, with the distinct lack of money and the impact
on road maintenance, I ask you to increase the budget
to provide proper allocation for country roads so that
people can travel on our roads safely, with no dodgy
repairs.

Southern Metropolitan Region
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Education in the
other place in relation to the South Melbourne Park
Primary School. This was promised by the government
when in opposition, to be delivered in 2018, but with
delays, disputes and problems with getting tenants out,
this has been moved to 2019. The government
promised that there would be no loss of parkland due to
the school being built. Does the minister still commit to
that, and in particular will changes to the road layout
reduce parkland in Albert Park Reserve?

Eastern Victoria Region
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — My
constituency matter is to the Minister for Families and
Children, who is also the Minister for Youth Affairs. It
relates to men’s sheds in my electorate. Many men
experience social isolation as they age, and this is a
leading cause of mental health issues for people in this
demographic. Men’s sheds play a vital role in helping
men in this demographic to cope with isolation. There
are already a number of men’s sheds operating in my
electorate and a number that have been operating
successfully for quite some time. I am wondering if the
minister could please provide me with an update on any
additional men’s sheds that may be getting support
from the state government over coming months to
begin operations in my electorate of Eastern Victoria
Region.

Northern Victoria Region
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) — My question is for
the Minister for Industry and Employment regarding
the Jobs Victoria Employment Network in Shepparton,
Mildura and Swan Hill in my electorate of Northern
Victoria Region. The Jobs Victoria Employment
Network was initiated in August last year, with a broad
range of jobseekers being supported, including
refugees, regional Victorians, retrenched auto workers,
youth justice clients, long-term unemployed,
disengaged young people, single parents, Indigenous
Victorians, people with a disability and public housing
tenants — something near and dear to my heart.
Employment is a major issue in regional Victoria,
especially northern Victoria. Jobs Victoria provides
tailored services to support and connect regional
jobseekers and employees, with an aim to help
jobseekers get job ready through mentoring, training
and development. Can the minister please inform me
and the house how this important government initiative
is progressing and what training and support services
are available to jobseekers in northern Victoria?

Western Victoria Region
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Emergency Services, and I note that earlier this week,
on Wednesday, after an unrelenting campaign from the
local community, the government finally announced
that an aircraft will be based in Bacchus Marsh for the
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upcoming fire season. However, the aircraft that has
been announced to be located in Bacchus Marsh is not
the larger skycrane that we originally had in Ballarat
that basically protected all of western Victoria. We
know that western Victoria is exceptionally fire prone
and in need of protection from an aircraft, such as the
protection that the skycrane has given in the past, so
will the minister ensure that a skycrane is based in
Ballarat for the upcoming fire season?

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is directed to James Merlino, the
Minister for Education. It pertains to The Basin Primary
School, which has an upcoming project that is quite
unique in that The Basin Community House will be
relocated as part of that project. The Basin Community
House does great work. Former MP Heather
McTaggart is actually involved in this particular
community house. The question that I have for the
minister is: what is the projected completion date of this
particular project so they know when they can move
into their new facility?
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.

LAND LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — As I was
saying, the Land Legislation Amendment Bill 2017
amends three acts. If passed, it will amend the Transfer
of Land Act 1958, the Subdivision Act 1988 and the
Valuation of Land Act 1960. Before getting onto some
of the specifics I just wanted to reiterate the point,
which is in agreement across all of the speakers on this
bill, of the importance of land transactions, the
efficiency of land transactions, people’s confidence in
the reliability of them and people’s confidence in the
security of data surrounding them. I think that is a broad
policy parameter that all of us can agree on, and I think
it is worth stating on the record before talking about
some of the specific items in this bill.
If I look at some of the specific changes this bill will
make to the Transfer of Land Act 1958, it will amend
the provisions relating to the conversion of general law
land into registered land under the operation of that act,
and it will amend a number of provisions. For example,
it will amend section 59 to simplify the process for
persons who have land vested in them. It will enable
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section 59A to apply when a successor in law is not a
body corporate, and of course succession is one of the
key areas in which transfer of land is critical. Transfer
of land is one of the key aspects of succession for many
families, and it is critical that there is low cost and
certainty.
The amendments in the bill that relate to the Transfer of
Land Act 1958 will also amend section 89A to include
proceedings in VCAT, if VCAT has jurisdiction, and
will remove the requirement for a caveator’s consent to
be lodged with the registrar of titles. Among other
changes it will insert a standardised section permitting
the recording of notices of statutory changes and the
removal of those notices. So there are a number of
changes in this bill that will make the system and the
conveyance of land smoother for the many users of that
system and reduce costs for those people.
In addition the bill will amend the Subdivision Act
1988. Some of the specific amendments to that act
include clarifying definitions — the definitions of
‘unlimited owners corporation’ and ‘limited owners
corporation’ — and the bill will also provide clarity in
relation to provisions relating to easements implied
under section 12(2) of the Subdivision Act 1988. In
addition it will remove the requirement for certain types
of owners corporation information to be provided in a
separate document. That is a measure that will reduce
red tape. The bill will also make a lot of miscellaneous
amendments. So there are a series of significant
changes to existing acts that relate to the conveyance of
land.
Can I also, in providing some context for this bill, just
make the point that this bill will not change the
principles of the Torrens title system, and that is
something that earlier speakers have referred to — in
particular Mr Davis. So that is not something that will
be affected or changed by this bill. It will also not affect
Crown land, and it will not affect native title. So I think
it is important to clarify that the provisions of this bill
have been defined in scope so as to not affect any of
those broader principles.
Mr Davis flagged in his contribution a number of
stakeholders that he and the opposition had consulted. I
think it is also important to put on the record that a
number of stakeholders were consulted by the
government in the development of this bill. Court
Services Victoria and VCAT were consulted about the
change to section 89A. Interstate counterparts of the
Victorian registrar of titles and the Australian Bankers
Association (ABA) were consulted, and in addition the
ABA provided comments on changes to mortgage
provisions. The State Revenue Office was consulted on
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a number of technical provisions, and in addition a
range of other bodies, including municipal councils,
were consulted. Obviously a lot of the acts that will be
affected by this bill, should it pass, are very technical in
nature, so that kind of consultation is absolutely critical.
In returning to my overall comments about the bill, I
reiterate that housing is absolutely fundamental to
people’s quality of life. For most families it is one of
the most important stores of value, so the conveyance
of that land must be something that can be achieved
with a great deal of certainty. I remember, going way,
way back to the days when I graduated from law
school, the conveyance of land was unduly
complicated. I think there have been a number of
improvements to the conveyance of land since that
time. As Mr Davis said, some aspects of that are a work
in progress — electronic conveyancing, achieving
greater alignment across jurisdictions. There is more
work to be done, but a lot of progress has been made.
This bill contains a number of important steps forward
in relation to this absolutely critical asset class.
As indicated earlier, in addition to being a store of value
for individual people, there is a strong intergenerational
aspect to housing. As we know, many, many families
now are using the parents’ home as collateral for
children or younger generations to access the housing
market. In addition, many parents choose to pass on
assets to younger generations through the housing
stock, so it is absolutely critical that we have a system
of conveyance that is as robust as possible.
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the time of our Parliament in order to be efficient and
expedite it. Let us move to the committee stage
forthwith.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am going
to be very brief in this committee stage, and I want to
ask just a few general questions about the Land
Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. In the first instance,
it is the purposes clause and the long title that I want to
ask about. The purposes clause points to the main
purposes to amend the Transfer of Land Act 1958, the
Subdivision Act 1988 and the Valuation of Land Act
1960, but one of the points that is pointed to is the
conversion of general law land. That is basically land
pre-1862. I wonder if the minister might explain to me
why the government has chosen this time to bring
forward the process of conversion of pre-1862 title —
why this is the point that the government has chosen to
bring this forward. Governments of all colours could
have chosen to deal with this matter over many, many
decades — in fact, 155 years. Why is it this year and
this time that the government with such a rush has
brought this forward?

Finally, can I just say there has been so much in this
debate from the other side that was a conflation of,
frankly, completely separate and distinct issues. I think
we should, when looking at this bill, look at it on its
merits. It is clearly a bill that all sides of this house —
all that have spoken so far, at least, and I suspect all
sides of this house including those who have not
spoken — support. Let us allow for a bit of
grandstanding in people’s lead speeches. That is
something which is part of the colour and movement of
this place, but I think it is critical to put on the record
that these important changes are ones that everybody is
in agreement with. It will be a very good thing for the
land conveyancing system and for the legal system, but
also for the community more broadly, when this bill
passes. In light of all of those different components of
this bill and the three acts that it improves, I commend
the bill to the house.

Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the member for his
inquiry. Let me be very clear that there are a number of
elements to this legislation that the member accurately
describes as not having been changed for some time. In
1858 we had a very different Victoria to that which we
have today. In fact if you had walked down Collins
Street, you would have struggled to find a vehicle. You
would have found many buggies and horses — no
vehicles. We have changed quite a bit in society. This
Parliament began construction in 1856 and it was
finished in 1896, or thereabouts. So the Parliament was
new. Despite your youthful looks, Mr Davis, we know
that you have been in Parliament for some time, but not
even you have been in Parliament since 1858. So there
are a range of things that have changed over time, and
legislation also changes over time.

Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I will be very brief in my
summing up. This is an important and appropriate piece
of legislation. We should get on with it and not waste

Even though I only joined the Parliament in November
2014, I know that Mr Davis had the honour of being a
minister in the previous government — although its
term was brief, to the benefit of all Victorians — and he
had the carriage of legislation in this Parliament for four
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years. They were four long years for many Victorians,
but nonetheless he brought forward and had the
carriage of legislation, because legislation does in fact
change from time to time.
The bill very specifically amends the Transfer of Land
Act 1958 to amend the provisions relating to the
conversion of general law land into land under the
operation of the Transfer of Land Act 1958. Secondly,
it amends the Transfer of Land Act 1958 to better
reflect the processes associated with registering plans
under the Subdivision Act 1988. Thirdly, it amends
section 28 of the Transfer of Land Act 1958 to reflect
current practices —
Mr Ramsay — On a point of order, Deputy
President, I am just a little bit confused. I thought we
were in committee. Is Mr Dalidakis doing a
second-reading speech?
Mr DALIDAKIS — No, I am explaining, in
response to Mr Davis’s question, why this legislation is
being brought forward. I am identifying the changes
that the legislation is making to statutes. I believe that
this is entirely in keeping with the respectful nature of
the question posed by Mr Davis and, I hope, the
respectful nature of my response to Mr Davis.
Ms Shing — On the point of order, Deputy
President, the broad-ranging nature of the question has
in fact enabled the minister to canvass the detail and
context which has brought us to this point around why
the process has been brought forward. Mr Davis, in his
preamble to the question, in fact did go back at least a
century, and now it is important to cover that ground in
providing the answer, which the minister is in the
process of doing.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — There is no point
of order. The minister is being comprehensive in his
response.
Mr DALIDAKIS — If nothing else, Mr Ramsay,
the people in the gallery have had the chance to hear
you speak, and I am sure they will go home tonight and
tell all their friends and families that they had the
opportunity to hear from the great Mr Ramsay.
So, Mr Ramsay, I appreciate the opportunity to
continue forward. As I was saying, the third aspect of
this legislation before this place amends section 28 of
the Transfer of Land Act 1958 to reflect current
practices in relation to the processing of Crown grants.
There are a lot of eights in this — 1958, 1988 and of
course, according to Mr Davis, it was 1858. There are
lots of eights here. Of course in the Chinese community
eight is in fact a very good number, so I suggest that
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this piece of legislation, at least within the Chinese
community, Mr Davis, is one that would afford us a
great degree of luck and joy going forward.
Another reason for this legislation to be here — and I
will indulge you, Deputy President, just a moment
longer to explain why this legislation is being brought
forward — is to enable vesting orders when the
purchaser of property cannot provide proof of payment
but the registrar of titles is otherwise satisfied there is
entitlement to a vesting order. We want to amend
section 52 so that a court order against land, often a
warrant, can be removed from the register of land upon
application to the registrar of titles of the judgement
creditor without full satisfaction of the debt. We need to
amend section 59 to simplify the process for persons
who have land vested in them, and enable section 59A
to apply where a successor in law is not in fact a body
corporate. We want to clarify mortgage provisions to
ensure consistency with the model participation rules
for electronic conveyancing — again, electronic
conveyancing, something else that was not here in
1858. I am happy to provide these answers despite
Mr Davis wanting to speak to other people, and that is
okay too.
We are also enabling the registrar of titles to remove a
mortgage if a discharge cannot be obtained, and
section 20 of the Limitation of Actions Act 1958
applies. We are amending section 89A to include
proceedings in the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal — VCAT, as Mr Davis and others would
know it — if VCAT has jurisdiction. We are removing
the requirement for a caveator’s consent to be lodged
with the registrar of titles and permitting priority notices
to be extended for one period of 30 days. We want to
insert a standardised section permitting the recording of
notices of a statutory charge and the removal of those
notices. We will make numerous miscellaneous and
other minor amendments through the bill.
The bill also amends the Subdivision Act 1988. It
removes the requirement for certain owners corporation
information to be provided in a separate document. It
also clarifies the definitions of ‘limited owners
corporation’ and ‘unlimited owners corporation’. It
provides clarity and flexibility to the provisions relating
to easements implied under section 12(2) of the
Subdivision Act 1988, and it makes numerous
miscellaneous amendments.
There is more. I know this is a big piece of legislation,
and I know this will surprise Mr Davis, given the depth
and breadth of his question, but the bill will also amend
the Valuation of Land Act 1960 — 1960; that is a long
time ago too, Mr Davis. It will enable the provision of
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releasable information from the valuation record in the
same way as the provision of property sales information
and consistent with government policy on information
accessibility. I think that was a pretty comprehensive
answer.
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indicated not only that the announcement had been
made that the government would privatise the titles
office or would bring private involvement to the titles
office but that the government had booked the money. I
wonder if the minister might tell me whether that
amount exceeds $2 billion?

Mr Dalla-Riva — We missed it.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Would you like me to say it
again, Mr Dalla-Riva? You have the chance to ask a
question in the committee stage.
Mr DAVIS — The minister certainly responded, but
I do not think he provided an answer to what was a very
narrow and simple question of when, and why now.
Why, after 155 years, is there a rush to deal with the
pre-1862 titles? But I will let his answer stand and ask a
different question instead.
In terms of the purposes, which are to amend the
Transfer of Land Act, the Subdivision Act and in
particular the Valuation of Land Act, I seek to ask the
minister: with respect to the government’s plan to put
private involvement with the valuation office, the titles
office in particular, will he indicate how this will assist
or how it relates to the government’s announced sale of
the titles office?
Mr DALIDAKIS — I thank the member for his
question in good faith. Let me reflect upon the very
lengthy answer that I provided. Unfortunately
Mr Dalla-Riva appears to be leaving the chamber;
otherwise I would go through that lengthy answer for
his benefit. For expediency and efficiency, I will choose
not to do that but allow Mr Dalla-Riva to read that in
Hansard. Let me put on record that Hansard do an
outstanding job of recording the myriad of discussions
and thoughts of those opposite and of course those on
this side of the chamber.
Again I have fulsomely answered Mr Davis’s question
about why now. Legislation is a body of work that
continues to change over time. Very specifically, I do
not believe in fact that in my very lengthy discussion I
provided any answer to Mr Davis whatsoever that made
any implication or any connection or included any
discussion in relation to other policies that this
government is pursuing.
Mr DAVIS — I see that the minister is not wishing
to indicate the relationship between this bill with the
amendment of the Valuation of Land Act and the
government’s plan to bring private involvement into the
titles office. I might therefore ask him a very simple
question. The Secretary of the Department of Treasury
and Finance at the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee breakfast on the Thursday after the budget

Mr DALIDAKIS — Thank you, Deputy President,
for this opportunity, and I thank Mr Davis for his
question, which bears absolutely no relevance to the
legislation that is before us. Indeed that question is
something that Mr Davis could have posed when the
budget bills were going through the Parliament. Let me
suggest that at our next question time within this
Parliament I expect Mr Davis to in fact ask
Mr Jennings, the Leader of the Government in this
place and the minister representing the Treasurer in the
other place, a very specific question about the Treasury
portfolio. This bill, as I have indicated, will make a
number of changes to three pieces of legislation in
particular: the Transfer of Land Act 1958, the
Subdivision Act 1988 and indeed the Valuation of Land
Act 1960. Anything beyond that is either a stretch of
imagination or indeed a flight of fancy.
Mr DAVIS — Just for the house, the community’s
record and the minister’s information, I did ask the
secretary of Treasury this question in budget week, and
he indicated that in fact the government obviously had
made the announcement and that they had booked the
amount in the budget, although it is not transparent. I
asked him whether he would reveal the amount and he
said he would not. So I am taking a further opportunity
now to ask the minister the question, and he is clearly
not wishing to reveal the amount either. I ask him if he
can indicate whether an assessment has been done of
this legislation and of the impact of this legislation on
the government’s proposal to bring private involvement
to the titles office.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I thank the member for his
question. Again, at this stage, whilst the government
has been forthright with the public and indeed with the
community in relation to future policies that we will
look to pursue, what Mr Davis is actually putting
forward is a request about a hypothetical, about an
event that may happen in the future. As I have indicated
to you, Deputy President, and as in fact I have indicated
to this chamber on several occasions now, this bill has
three primary purposes: to amend the Transfer of Land
Act 1958, to amend the Subdivision Act 1988 and of
course to amend the Valuation of Land Act 1960.
Those are the three aims of this piece of legislation
before us. I do not think we need to complicate it
further.
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Mr DAVIS — With respect, it is not a hypothetical.
The government have said that they intend to and the
secretary of Treasury has indicated that they have
booked the money in the budget, so it is not
hypothetical at all. The government is intending to
bring private involvement into the titles office, and I am
simply asking a very relevant question as to whether the
changes in this bill which relate to those three acts that
we have both referred to have an impact on the
government’s announced proposals and whether an
assessment has been done or not.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Again I thank the member for
his further probing and prodding. Can I let the record
reflect that I have not cast an aspersion on the question
that Mr Davis has posed; all I have simply said is that it
is not relevant to the legislation before us today.
Mr DAVIS — I am disappointed but indicate that I
do not believe the minister has provided an answer to
the simple question as to whether an assessment has
been undertaken or not. In the circumstances, given the
hour, we will finish that line of questioning and ask just
one further question. If the government persists with its
announced proposal for private involvement in the titles
office, has the decision to tidy up titles pre-1862 been
influenced by that decision to bring private involvement
to the titles office?
Mr DALIDAKIS — I thank Mr Davis again for his
continued probing and prodding down this line. In fact,
if this was cricket, I would say that he had an almost
metronomic McGrath-like line just outside off stump.
But let me say that in fact again he is trying to link this
legislation with government policy that we announced
outside of this chamber some time ago about something
separate, nothing to do with the legislation before us, as
I have pointed out. There is no relation. I can
comfortably and confidently say that the legislation
before us is not anything other than the legislation that
is before us — that is, amending those three bills that I
have mentioned several times already. I do not think we
need necessarily to continue to go down this line of
questioning. I think I have eloquently dispatched this to
the boundary. There is no catch — four runs, thanks
very much — and, Mr Davis, it is now your turn to try
and bowl another one.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 72 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
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Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

FIREFIGHTERS’ PRESUMPTIVE RIGHTS
COMPENSATION AND FIRE SERVICES
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (REFORM)
BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 September; motion of
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture).
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) — It gives
me much pleasure this afternoon to rise on behalf of
The Nationals and speak on the Firefighters’
Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017. I had the
pleasure of being asked to participate in the select
committee that was established by this chamber to
examine the piece of legislation that is before us today.
As a part of that inquiry we went to all parts of the state
to hear firsthand how the legislation would impact on
fire services, volunteers and communities around the
state. We also had the opportunity to have hearings in
Melbourne where we heard from a whole range of
people as well.
I learned a lot through this inquiry and through the
report process, and I am very grateful I was given the
opportunity to be a part of it. What I can say in relation
to this piece of legislation is that the government has
mucked this up from day one. There is no doubt, having
been through this process, that there is some reform
required within the fire services of Victoria. I think that
is something that everyone who was a part of this
inquiry has agreed to, and I think anyone who has got
some sort of understanding of the fire services would
also agree that there is reform required.
What is unfortunate is the way the government has
gone about undertaking a reform that is so much
needed in this space. Let us look at the start. When
forming legislation in terms of something as important
as our fire services, which keep our communities safe,
this government started in the wrong place and started
with the wrong idea. Unfortunately it was too stubborn
to realise that it had got it wrong, had mucked it up, and
continued down a bad path of public policy in this state.
And that is unfortunate because there was a real
opportunity for the government to actually do
something that would have been worthwhile.
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Unfortunately what the government has done is create
division. They have created a division between the
Country Fire Authority (CFA), its volunteers, the
community, paid firefighters, members of this chamber
and Victoria itself — all of which have an interest in
this piece of legislation.
This reform was undertaken in secrecy, and that is not a
good place to start. A small subcommittee of the
cabinet was put together to come up with some ideas,
and that progressed through to a small committee
within the Department of Premier and Cabinet (DPC)
that came up with a set of ideas as to the way it thought
the fire services should be reformed. At no stage, while
they were coming up with this idea, did they consider
what would be in the best interests of the CFA, what
would be in the best interests of the Metropolitan Fire
Brigade (MFB) or what would be in the best interests of
country Victoria and metropolitan Melbourne.
It took me a while to figure out why this piece of
legislation was conceived so poorly to start with. I will
take the house back a little while to get some history on
why this was the case. This is not a piece of reform that
is designed around what is going to be the best future
operation of the fire services in Victoria — if only it
was. This piece of legislation is very political — very
political indeed — and I will tell members the reason
why it is so political.
On April 2015 the secretary of the United Firefighters
Union (UFU) Victoria branch, Peter Marshall, wrote an
email to every Labor government MP who sits in this
chamber and also in the other chamber. I will read a
couple of paragraphs from the email that was sent to all
government members:
I write on behalf of the United Firefighters Union to seek your
commitment in honouring the agreement your government
made with … firefighters.
Firefighters campaigned hard against the Napthine
government:
participating in 23 days of doorknocking in strategic
seats;
had 40 000 one-on-one conversations with the public;
handed out … 125 000 pamphlets at train stations and
street stalls —

Mr O’Donohue interjected.
Mr O’SULLIVAN — one hundred and twenty five
thousand, Mr O’Donohue; that is a lot —
protested outside 36 separate Liberal Party media events
and fundraisers;
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and filled the Collingwood town hall and cheered as
Daniel Andrews promised them that life after the
election would be different.

The email continues:
On election day:
700 firefighters stood outside 109 polling booths and
9 marginal electorates and asked the public to put the
Liberals last …
internal polling conservatively estimates a 4.5 per cent
swing in seats where there was a firefighter presence —
and up to 7 per cent in some marginal seats;
in seats where there was not a firefighter presence the
swing was as low as 1.75 per cent.
Your own electorate probably benefited from this swing.

This information is taken from an email that the UFU
secretary, Peter Marshall, sent to all government
members. The email goes on to say:
The UFU has never broken an agreement — this is a core
value of the union. But the ALP Andrews government is not
honouring its pre-election and post-election agreements with
firefighters.

Mr O’Donohue — What were those agreements?
Mr O’SULLIVAN — That is a very good question,
Mr O’Donohue. What were those agreements? That is
an interesting starting point in understanding where this
legislation has been conceived from. Peter Marshall and
the Labor government — the Premier — made some
sort of a deal prior to the election which would see the
UFU campaign on behalf of the government against
many Liberal MPs and Liberal candidates, and in
exchange for that support at election time the UFU
demanded that there would be a reform of the fire
services which would suit them. That is where this
legislation has been conceived. Do not get that wrong
for one second; that is where it has come from.
I have got some more evidence as to how we know that
to be the case. Because what we know — and everyone
acknowledges, even the government members that
were part of the consultation, and the Greens have
acknowledged it as well — is that the consultation on
this piece of reform was atrocious. The government did
not speak to the CFA, did not speak to the MFB, did
not speak to the emergency management commissioner
and did not speak to volunteers about anything that was
going on, and they certainly did not speak to the
Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria. They were not
consulted at all.
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So you ask the question: who did they consult with?
Obviously there was a sub-cabinet out of cabinet and
there was a small group that was put together as part of
the DPC, of which one of the members was Simon
Crean. Obviously he had expertise in the industrial
relations area. But during the inquiry we understood as
a part of that process —
Mr Melhem — What about the other experts?
Mr O’SULLIVAN — Yes, there were other people
that were a part of that — there were four other
people — but what we learned during the process in
terms of the consultation was that DPC confirmed that
the UFU were consulted on somewhere between 10 and
15 times. That is what they said during hearings. That is
not exactly right; it was less than that. It was only about
nine times. When the DPC came back, as a part of the
process they said that the consultation was only in
relation to presumptive legislation, and we took that at
face value, although I had my suspicions that that was
not the case. I got criticised by other members of the
committee because I said that there were probably
occasions when it was more than just discussing the
presumptive legislation.
On 7 August the DPC secretary, Chris Eccles, wrote to
the chair of the committee, Mr Gordon Rich-Phillips,
with some information in terms of answers in relation
to the questions that were asked at the hearings —
providing information as to what the actual results
were — that they took on notice. That letter indicated
that the UFU were consulted in relation to this piece of
legislation on 7 February, 16 March, 20 March,
22 March, 23 March, 29 March, 4 April, 11 April,
13 April and 28 April, so that is quite a few times. We
were led to believe that it was all on the presumptive
legislation. The same letter goes on to say:
In regards to structural reform, the first meeting was held —

with the UFU —
on 20 March 2017.

The first two meetings were about presumptive
legislation, but as early as the third meeting the UFU
were consulted on the actual reform itself, not just
presumptive legislation.
Mr O’Donohue interjected.
Mr O’SULLIVAN — Mr O’Donohue asks me
when the other people — the experts — were involved
in this consultation. Craig Lapsley, the emergency
management commissioner, heard about something for
the first time on 20 April, some two or three months
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after the UFU were consulted in relation to the
legislation. He heard about it on 20 April and was more
formally informed on 24 April. The CFA were briefed
in late April, and the MFB were first briefed or, in the
words of Mr Stacchino, made aware of the proposal on
19 May. So again, what we see here in terms of the
consultation is that the government did not consult with
the CFA, did not consult with the emergency
management commissioner and did not consult with the
MFB until after 20 April, but in the meantime they
consulted with the UFU nine times — before they
consulted with anyone else in terms of the experts. We
should understand very clearly why this legislation is
the way it is: it is because of the union payback that was
required by this government in terms of the support that
they gave ahead of the election.
Mr O’Donohue interjected.
Mr O’SULLIVAN — Mr O’Donohue asks me
what happens to those people who do not actually agree
with this reform on the way through, and there are
many people who do not agree with this reform. It is
fair enough that you have a piece of legislation such as
this, which is a bit controversial and not everyone is
going to agree with it — some people will, some people
will not. You would think that in this sort of a society it
is fair to have an open and reasonable discussion in
terms of whether you do support it or you do not
support it.
Ms Bath interjected.
Mr O’SULLIVAN — Ms Bath asks about the key
stakeholders involved, and that is true, Ms Bath — that
is very true. What happens to those key stakeholders
who have a slightly different view as to whether this is
a good piece of legislation or not? I will tell you what
happens to them. They get sacked. First of all Jane
Garrett, the then Minister for Emergency Services,
came up with a couple of questions, and she found
herself no longer the Minister for Emergency Services.
She disagreed with it; she got sacked. The list goes on.
The board of the CFA was sacked because they had a
different view and would not sign up to this poor piece
of public policy. The CFA chief officer, Joe Buffone,
got sacked because he disagreed. The CFA CEO,
Lucinda Nolan, got sacked because she disagreed. The
MFB chief officer, Peter Rau, got sacked because he
disagreed. Deputy chief officer David Youssef
disagreed; he got sacked. Jim Higgins did not agree; he
was the MFB CEO, and he got sacked. Even just
recently the MFB chief acting officer, Paul Stacchino,
left as well. So what happens? If you disagree on

FIREFIGHTERS’ PRESUMPTIVE RIGHTS COMPENSATION AND FIRE SERVICES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(REFORM) BILL 2017
Friday, 8 September 2017

COUNCIL

anything with this government in terms of this piece of
legislation, you are removed from your position, and
what they do is bring in yes-men and yes-women who
will do whatever the government wants in this space.
I am not sure what Mr Marshall has got over this
government, but it is very, very good, because the
amount of baggage that this government is prepared to
take on in terms of this piece of legislation is
outrageous. It is a bad piece of legislation, and that is
why The Nationals under no circumstances could
support this piece of legislation that is going to have a
bad outcome for volunteers. It is going to have a bad
outcome for the community, and it is going to have a
bad outcome for the very thing that people on the other
side of this chamber were talking about yesterday in
terms of community safety. This is not about
community safety; this is about paying back Peter
Marshall and about paying back the UFU for the
support that they gave this government ahead of the last
election.
This piece of legislation has created division, and that is
disgraceful — that a government would use
underhanded tactics to bring about division such as this
piece of legislation. Like no other piece of legislation or
issue I have seen, we have got such a divide in terms of
people who either support or absolutely detest this piece
of legislation. Under no circumstances can this piece of
legislation be supported, because it is bad public policy,
and our job in this chamber is to ensure bad pieces of
reform, bad pieces of public policy and bad legislation
are voted down.
Reform is needed in this state. This reform model is the
wrong model. This government should withdraw this
piece of legislation and come back with something that
is absolutely something that we want to support, but
under no circumstances will we support this piece of
legislation.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I also
rise to speak on the fire legislation. I was listening to
Mr O’Donohue yesterday and Mr O’Sullivan today.
Between them, Mr O’Donohue went on for 50 minutes
and Mr O’Sullivan for 58 minutes. I did not hear
anything about content in relation to this legislation;
what I heard was just about politics. It was just hatred
for career firefighters and the United Firefighters Union
(UFU). What I understood Mr O’Sullivan was saying
was that because the UFU and career firefighters were
campaigning for Labor in the last election — they did
not campaign for the Liberal Party — they should
attack them and oppose the legislation.
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I have not heard anything about public safety, why this
legislation does not stack up in relation to public safety
or how it is going to diminish the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) role, the Fire Rescue Victoria role, the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade or firefighting services, how
we are going to protect Victoria or how the legislation
will undermine that. I did not hear any of that. The only
thing I heard was politics. It was basically an attack on
the government and an attack on the very people we are
talking about.
Ms Shing — It’s the Tony Abbott technique on
policy.
Mr MELHEM — Tony Abbott? It is the whole
Liberal Party. They have not got over how they lost the
election in 2014, and therefore basically —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MELHEM — You were against presumptive
legislation in the last Parliament. I was just googling
earlier. It was not that hard. In the Age of 21 August
2013 your then minister, Kim Wells, basically came out
in public and said there was no evidence that
firefighting actually contributed to the types of cancers
we have been talking about. He was backed up by the
Premier of the time.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MELHEM — Go and read the Age of
21 August 2013. What else did you do? You cut
$66 million out of the CFA budget, so you do not care
about public safety. You only care about politics. In
contrast, we added 450 additional full-time firefighters
to the service. We are putting in millions of dollars in
new equipment. Part of the reform under this bill will
be a further $100 million invested to support volunteers
and for additional equipment and additional services so
we can actually protect Victorians.
I was fortunate to attend a number of the hearings, and
let us get it straight that this legislation only deals with
the 35 integrated stations; the other 1200 are not
affected. All the evidence we actually heard from these
integrated stations, both from volunteers and from
full-time career firefighters, was supportive of the
proposed legislation. Not a single one of these
integrated stations, which are actually the subject of this
legislation — they are the ones that are going to be
affected, not the 1200 other stations that are not going
to be affected — was not in support, both volunteers
and career firefighters.
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I am not going to be lectured to by political operators or
by Mr Ford, who is far removed. He may as well
declare he is running for the Liberal Party and actually
call it what it is. I want to pay attention and listen to
people like the emergency services commissioner,
Mr Lapsley, who comes out —
Mr O’Sullivan — Peter Marshall?
Mr MELHEM — No, I do not even want to listen
to Peter Marshall. I do not care what Peter Marshall
thinks, to be frank. I do not care what Peter Marshall or
Mr Ford think. But let me tell you, one thing I will say
about Peter Marshall is that he does care about his
members, and good on him for representing his
members. But I think Mr Ford should start representing
his members instead of playing Liberal Party politics.
I would rather pay attention to Mr Lapsley, for
example. He took the Fire Services Bill Select
Committee through what the proposal was actually all
about, and he actually was very supportive.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr MELHEM — Mr Ramsay, you were at the
briefing, and he was very supportive of the proposed
legislation.
Let us go to the select committee. Both Mr O’Sullivan
and Mr Ramsay were on the committee. The committee
put out a number of recommendations in relation to the
proposed legislation — let us go through them — and
yesterday the government tabled its response to the
select committee’s recommendations. I will not read it
all because I have only got 9½ minutes.
The first recommendation is that the government is to
ensure compliance with consultation obligations
et cetera, and the government said, ‘We’ll support your
recommendation’. That was the decision of the
committee — which had a Liberal Party majority. That
was your recommendation. That was accepted.
Mr Ramsay — After the fact.
Mr MELHEM — Before the fact, after the fact —
at least we are listening. We agreed with you. Make
your mind up. We agreed with you — take it; accept it.
You are running out of arguments. The second one is:
The government undertake meaningful and balanced
consultation with Emergency Management Victoria, the
Country Fire Authority, the Metropolitan Fire Brigade … and
volunteer representatives …
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It supports that, and the government made various
comments about putting things in place to do that.
The third recommendation:
… develop and publish a detailed implementation plan in
parallel with any further fire services reform proposal.

That was supported. Let us keep going. The fourth:
CFA staff should continue to be employed directly by the
CFA, and solely within the CFA chain of command.
Secondment should only be used for staff
exchange/development opportunities, not as a default
employment mechanism.

It was supported in principle. The government supports
the role of the CFA to:
… continue to employ a large number of staff that will
support volunteer brigades …

et cetera. The fifth one:
The government and its agencies not endorse any enterprise
agreement, instrument or accord, which has the effect of
limiting the exercise of statutory powers of the chief officer(s)
of the fire service(s).

That has been supported. Number six was not
supported, but let me go through it:
Due to lack of implementation, operational, and funding
certainty; failure to undertake consultation, and consequential
polarisation of fire services volunteers and staff, the bill
should be withdrawn. If not withdrawn, the Legislative
Council should reject the bill.

Obviously we do not support that. You did not even
give reasons. You just said, ‘We’ve got heaps of
recommendations. If you accept all these
recommendations we are putting to you, we might
support the bill’. We are saying, ‘Yes, we’re going to
actually do all that stuff you’re talking about’, but you
still want us to withdraw the bill. You are still going to
vote against the bill. Basically to me this is not about
fire services, it is not about fire safety and it is not about
protecting Victoria in the coming season; it is about
politics. Well, grow some balls and say, ‘It is about
politics’, and stop hiding.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr MELHEM — Stop hiding and pretending that
you care — you do not. You do not even care about
volunteers. You do not care about the CFA. You are
just playing grubby politics; that is what you are doing.
You have been doing that for the last two years.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
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Mr MELHEM — You have not yet provided a
single argument for why this bill should not be
endorsed. You have created obstacle after obstacle in
the last two years to prevent an enterprise agreement to
be negotiated between the Country Fire Authority and
its employees. You have used the federal legislation to
prevent that. You keep doing that because you say
‘This organisation and its members supported the Labor
Party at the last election, so we’re going to do
everything to destroy the organisation’.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MELHEM — Call it what it is. If tomorrow
Peter Marshall says, ‘Look, I’m going to vote for you at
the next election’, you would probably support the
legislation. I do not know. Maybe you should ask him
the question. He might come to your aid.
Ms Shing — Response times — let’s talk about
response times.
Mr MELHEM — Response times? They are not
interested in that. Number seven is that the firefighters’
presumptive rights compensation actually be separated.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MELHEM — Well, let us talk about response
times.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
Ms Hartland — They ignore the evidence.
Mr MELHEM — Exactly. They do not care about
the evidence. That is no reflection on the volunteers.
Ms Hartland — They do not care about those
communities.
Mr MELHEM — No, they do not. It is all about
politics. Recommendation 8 is:
The government ensure adequate infrastructure funding …

We support that. Number 9:
Government develop and publish a detailed funding plan in
parallel with any further fire services structural reform
proposal …

and it goes on. We support that recommendation.
On number 10, I do not know. Maybe they want to send
the Secretary of the Department of Premier and Cabinet
(DPC) to jail because the government decided that it is
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important for all agencies within government to
actually coordinate their responses to be efficient about
the whole thing, which has been the practice for all
governments in the past. We need to possibly launch a
royal commission into the DPC for that. Obviously we
did not support that, but I do not see that it is relevant to
this.
Ms Shing — The government has responded to the
inquiry.
Mr MELHEM — That is right. The government
have responded to the inquiry and have provided a
detailed response and evidence from the various
agencies.
The question here is this. I think it is important that
parties and members on the other side — particularly
Mr O’Sullivan as a member of the National Party
representing regional Victoria —
Ms Shing — No, they don’t represent regional
Victoria.
Mr MELHEM — Well, trying to. Part of it is to
basically stop playing politics and start supporting the
additional investment that is going to go to the CFA.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MELHEM — Well, I have gone into the
evidence. You did not in your time provide a shred of
evidence for why this bill is not in the best interests of
the fire services.
Mr O’Sullivan — Yes, I did.
Mr MELHEM — No, you did not. Even through
the evidence we had when the public hearings were
conducted, you were not interested.
Mr O’Sullivan — I went to every meeting. Did
you?
Mr MELHEM — You did.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MELHEM — Well, Ms Shing read the
transcript. The challenge for the other side is this. We
have a bill which talks about presumptive legislation
and doing the right thing by firefighters — volunteers
and career firefighters — who are unfortunately
suffering from cancer.
Mr Ondarchie — When did you ever care about
volunteers?
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Mr MELHEM — We care about the volunteers far
more than you do. You cut $66 million for volunteers
when you were in government. That is a fact.
Mr Ramsay — That’s rubbish.
Mr MELHEM — Rubbish? Go and look at the
budget papers. We have invested more money in
volunteers. There is another $100 million going in.
Mr O’Sullivan did not talk about much at all. He talked
about all these people being sacked, even though it was
before the legislation was contemplated.
Let me say this: this bill, this reform, is long overdue. It
is 60 years overdue. Volunteers have to go to work in
the morning or at night — whatever shift they work —
and come home from work, and then we abuse their
generosity by expecting them to respond to fires rather
than ask for the same service from paid, full-time
firefighters. There are 35 integrated stations in
metropolitan Melbourne. The volunteers still can
respond to fires, but I think the focus should be on the
fact that we are paying taxes so we expect service, and
we expect full-time people in these areas to respond.
Stop your hatred, because one day one of these career
firefighters may be attending a fire and saving your life.
I think it is time we showed respect for our firefighters.
Whether they are volunteers or career firefighters, they
should be treated equally. Stop your discrimination and
hatred towards paid firefighters. The only crime they
have committed, in your eyes, is that they hold a union
ticket. That is what you have got against them — that
they are union members, and that is disgraceful.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — Yes,
Mr Jennings. Sit back, put your feet up and enjoy,
because for 15 minutes I am going to make you much
more aware of what we are dealing with in relation to
what you are trying to do with this bill.
Ms Shing interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — Could I firstly say, though,
Ms Shing, I have had the fortunate opportunity to listen
to two speeches during this week and one day which
are probably the most powerful speeches I have ever
heard in my life, and I have heard a lot of speeches and
given a lot of speeches over a period of time. The first
speech I heard, which was one of the most emotive and
powerful speeches I have heard, was on last Thursday
when Jane Garrett from the Assembly made a speech in
Northcote in memory of Fiona Richardson. It would
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have to be one of the best speeches I have heard in my
life. I took the opportunity to text Jane and tell her it
was one of the best speeches I had ever heard. The
other speech was Rachel Carling-Jenkins’s speech three
days ago. It probably almost eclipsed Jane Garrett’s
speech in its emotive power and the strength —
Mr Jennings — That’s what you do — you talk
about everything but fire services.
Mr RAMSAY — No, I am getting to it. There is
strength of character in both those women. I have huge
respect for them both. It is interesting that neither of
those women support what you are trying to do with
this legislation. It is interesting —
Ms Shing — On a point of order, Acting President,
this is an absolutely outrageous assertion being made
by Mr Ramsay, that on the basis of the position two
members of this Parliament, who have made
exceptional, extraordinary addresses in the last week,
take on the subject matter of this particular bill, this is a
reason to conclude that any members of this
government —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Ms Shing, can you get to a point of order.
Ms Shing — That any members of this
government —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Order! Thank you, members. I am trying to hear
Ms Shing’s point of order. I ask, Ms Shing, can you
please come directly to your point of order.
Ms Shing — Mr Ramsay is engaged in an
absolutely extraordinary attack through his assertion
that government members do not support a position
being taken by two people who have made
extraordinary addresses.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Thank you. Ms Shing, that is —
Ms Shing — No. I am in the process of making my
point of order, Acting President, and I would say that in
fact this bears no relevance whatsoever to the subject
matter, and I ask you to draw him back to the relevance
of the bill. Unbelievable.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
There is no point of order.
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Mr RAMSAY — Thank you, Chair. As I was
saying, I have tremendous respect for those two —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Order! Ms Shing, I ruled on your point of order that
there was no point of order. I have asked Mr Ramsay to
continue. It is very difficult for Mr Ramsay to continue
with this level of interjection.
Mr RAMSAY — Thank you, Chair. I am going to
speak very quickly because now Ms Shing has wasted
almost 5 minutes of my allotted time.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Thank you, Mr Ramsay. We have a point of order from
Ms Shing. Ms Shing, I ask you to get directly to any
point of order that you may have.
Ms Shing — On a point of order, Acting President, I
would ask you to provide a reason for ruling that my
point of order was not based on relevance. You are
required under the standing orders, Acting President, to
take into consideration matters of relevance to the
debate.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Ms Shing, it was a matter of debate; it was not a point
of order.
Mr Jennings — Relevance is a point of order.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Thank you.
Ms Shing — Acting President, I would ask that you
seek some guidance from the President and provide
reasons for your decision. The allegation being made is
absolutely extraordinary and disgraceful.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) — I
have sought advice from the clerks, and there was no
point of order. Mr Ramsay was being relevant.
Mr RAMSAY — On a point of order, Acting
President, I ask that the clock be set back 15 minutes. I
have only made a 1-minute contribution and the points
of order have wasted 4 minutes.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Mr Ramsay, please continue.
Mr RAMSAY — Thank you, Chair. As I was
saying, I have the greatest respect for both those
women, who left an indelible memory through the
presentations that they made over the last week.
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I want to get back to why we are here. We know why
we are here: because Daniel Andrews was not able to
negotiate an enterprise bargaining agreement (EBA)
with Peter Marshall. Try as he did, he was not able to
facilitate a successful EBA, so options B, C and D were
to sack the boards of the CFA and MFB and put his
own cronies onto them, sack the minister and make
another cronyism choice for the new Minister for
Emergency Services in his deputy. When all that failed
to provide what Peter Marshall was calling for in
relation to an EBA, he saw fit to bring up this turkey of
a new fire services model that the CFA was not
consulted on, as should have happened per the
volunteers charter. In fact none of the key stakeholder
groups were consulted. My understanding is that this
was an idea that burst out of the Department of Premier
and Cabinet (DPC) back in January. In the evidence he
gave to the select committee Greg Mullins said he was
not even aware of or engaged in this proposed model
until April. Poor old Craig Lapsley, who Mr Melhem
referred to, was not even told until June or July —
about a week before it was slapped on the table. So
even the emergency management commissioner was
not consulted. No-one was consulted, except for those
three or four individuals in the inner cabinet.
Finally, when the proposed structure was already in
place, you decided to then consult with an expert panel
put together around Greg Mullins and say, ‘This is what
we’re going to do. Here’s the draft bill, and we’ll go
from there’. We know that is the origin.
I did want to raise a couple of issues out of the select
committee. I appreciated being able to sit on that
committee, and I commend the chair, Gordon
Rich-Phillips, for the way that he chaired quite a
difficult and challenging committee with I think over
2000 submissions.
Mr Melhem interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — We consulted far and wide,
Mr Melhem — something that you did not do with the
proposed structure we see here in this bill — and we
took a lot of evidence from career and volunteer
firefighters. I have to say this is not about career versus
volunteer firefighters, as you have tried to make out,
Mr Melhem. In fact you have invented this political
dispute between career and volunteer firefighters. I tell
you it is not happening in the Birregurra, Barwon
Heads, Queenscliff or Ocean Grove CFA stations, or
any other CFA stations; it is happening right here in the
Labor caucus. That is where the great divide is. What
you are trying to do is create this fight between career
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and volunteer firefighters. It is not our side that has
done this.
What has happened here is that try as the Andrews
government might to find a successful outcome for the
EBA, they have created this hidden agenda, this
supposed fire structure model which they say has come
out of the royal commission. I have read the royal
commission report, Ms Shing, and I have read the fire
services review and the panel reports, and there is
nothing in any of those inquiries or investigations that
suggests we should have a model of Fire Rescue
Victoria and a separate CFA. This has been born out of
Peter Marshall. It was Peter Marshall’s idea to —
Mr Dalidakis — On a point of order, Acting
President, I believe that the member actually sought an
interjection from Ms Shing, and I ask you to call the
member back so as to not engage with interjections
going forward.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) — I do
not believe that is a point of order. I ask Mr Ramsay to
continue.
Mr RAMSAY — What we have seen is when the
select committee engaged with career and volunteer
firefighters right across the state the government could
not help themselves — they had to intervene. The
Department of Premier and Cabinet actually had to
intervene in the submission process. Submissions to
committee inquiries, whether they are joint
parliamentary committees or select committees, go
through a secretariat, but the Andrews government tried
to intervene and have DPC be the convener and
collector of these submissions, which gave the
secretariat of the select committee twice as much work
as they would normally have to do.
Over and above that, when we tried to elicit
information from the Victorian Equal Opportunity and
Human Rights Commission in relation to the inquiry
into sexism and bullying — and I understand Peter
Marshall is still facing allegations in relation to his
behaviour in that respect — they refused to provide the
information, because they said it was cabinet in
confidence. What have you got to hide in relation to
that report, and who was doing the bullying? We know
that Peter Rau was being bullied; in fact he gave
evidence to say that he had significant mental problems
associated with being bullied for the way that he was
standing up for CFA volunteers in relation to what was
going on here.
We also know that the Fair Work Commission actually
put into its charter a provision to protect CFA
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volunteers, and again what did the Andrews
government, for Peter Marshall, try to do? They blamed
the amendments to the commonwealth Fair Work Act
2009 for not being able to proceed with the EBA. There
was nothing in the amended Fair Work Act that would
stop the EBA negotiations, but they used that as an
excuse, which was absolute rubbish.
Ms Shing interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — In relation to funding, I heard the
screeches about funding from the other side. Ms Shing
was screeching away about $61 million being lost.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — I will give you the facts,
Mr Jennings; I know it is something that you do not
appreciate. In 2010–11 funding for —
Ms Shing — On a point of order, Acting President,
Mr Ramsay has just verballed me in relation to an
assertion around a $61 million figure; in fact it was
$66 million that was ripped out of fire services.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Ms Shing, you know that is not a point of order.
Mr Ramsay to continue.
Mr RAMSAY — In 2010–11 the budget was
$399 million; in 2011–12 it was $416 million. We also
allocated an extra $100 million to meet the royal
commission’s Black Friday recommendations. In
2012–13 it was $416 million, in 2013–14 it was
$446 million and in 2014–15 it was $457 million.
Every year it went up collectively, and at the end date it
has, significantly, increased over $260 million from
when Labor lost office. Collectively there was an
increase from 2010–11 to 2014–15 of $260 million to
the budget. So do your sums, Mr Jennings and
Ms Shing, and stop lying about the fact that there was a
reduction in the CFA budget.
Ms Shing interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Order! Mr Ramsay, I ask you to withdraw.
Mr RAMSAY — I withdraw the word ‘lying’, and I
will replace it with ‘mistruths’. In this model —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) — I
have sought advice from the clerks, and what occurred
was acceptable.
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Ms Shing — On a point of order, Acting President, I
did not ask for the word to be replaced. That is not
within the capacity of the standing orders.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) — I
have ruled on your point of order. I sought advice from
the clerks that it is acceptable to do so.
Ms Shing — I seek an unconditional withdrawal.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
There was an unconditional withdrawal.
Mr RAMSAY — As I was saying, this mendacious
government was not correct in its criticism of the
funding, as we now know. It is in Hansard; it is on the
record.
But in finishing — and I think I only had about
4 minutes in this contribution, thanks to the points of
order from the other side, which I know was their
purpose — we will be opposing the bill, and we are
doing it for good reason. It is not in the interests of
career or volunteer firefighters. It is not about
community safety. It is not about fire resources. What it
is about is trying to satisfy Peter Marshall in negotiating
an EBA, the origins of which obviously come back to
something that Daniel Andrews did that Peter Marshall
has on him for him to run around like a puppet on a
UFU membership.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Order! Thank you, Mr Ramsay, your time has expired.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms SYMES
(Northern Victoria).
Debate adjourned until next day.

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

Hospital funding
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am very pleased to speak on the adjournment tonight,
and the matter relates to this afternoon, shortly after
lunch. The action I seek is for the Minister for Health to
provide additional funding to our health services, which
have had their funding cut by the Andrews Labor
government in relation to the complexity coding and
also the massive impacts that electricity costs are
having on their budgets as a result of Daniel Andrews’s
failed energy policies.
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The hospitals are no doubt under massive pressure. My
understanding is that many of them are starting the year
with deficit budgets, trying to work out how to fill those
massive gaps. The very concerning implication of this
is that services will have to be cut and staff will have to
be cut in order for our health services’ CEOs and
boards to be able to have a budget that is in the black
this year, rather than in the red.
The reason is twofold. It is because electricity costs, in
terms of the prices, have tripled under the new Health
Purchasing Victoria contracts, which has led to a
massive increase in many budgets. For some big health
services, there has been an increase up to as much as
$6 million in their bills for energy as a result of this
massive increase we are seeing across the board in
terms of our energy prices. Families are feeling it,
communities are feeling it, businesses are feeling it and
now our health services are also feeling it. This needs to
be made good. The health services need to be funded
for these massive increases, and I am certainly seeking
that action from the minister.
Secondly, it is as a result of a change in the policy and
funding guidelines to the way that complexity is
funded. Effectively, rather than topping up our
particularly tertiary and quaternary health services,
which have a lot of complex patients — instead of
topping them up for the complexity of the patient —
any second diagnosis or comorbidity that would have
got funding last year is not going to be funded
additionally this year. Some of our health services think
this might be in the order of a $20 million cost
impact — a cut from their budget that they would have
got last year that they are not getting this year.
This is having a very dramatic effect on the ability of
health services to plan for and meet their budgets this
year. This cut is very harsh. Many of them have teams
searching through their budgets to work out what they
can cut, what can be reduced or what programs can be
discontinued in order to meet their budgets. So there is
no doubt that there is a very significant impact, and the
Herald Sun described it as ‘Hospitals face budget
crisis’. It is a massive issue, and I call on the Minister
for Health to make good in the negotiations that are
occurring on additional funding so that our health
services can get on with the job of treating patients,
which they do so well in this state.

Metropolitan partnerships representation
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Suburban
Development. Metropolitan partnerships announced
earlier this year comprise eight community and
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business representatives, the local council CEOs, a
senior Victorian government official and a
representative from the metropolitan Regional
Development Australia committee. These partnerships
are playing a pivotal role in establishing regional
priorities and advising on priorities at both state and
federal level. They aim to enable government to be
more responsive to community-identified priority areas
for action and better targeted future investment. The
partnerships website makes clear the process for
selecting community and business leaders, but the
process of determining how local government would be
represented in these partnerships is unclear. The action I
seek is that the minister ensures that local government
councillors, as elected representatives accountable to
the community, form part of the Metropolitan
Partnerships Committee.

Bangerang Cultural Centre
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs and relates to funding for the Bangerang
Cultural Centre located in Shepparton. My request of
the minister is that she commit adequate funding to
ensure the continued operation of the Bangerang
Cultural Centre. The Bangerang people are the
traditional owners of parts of land in the
Murray-Goulburn region — from Shepparton to
Echuca, north to Deniliquin, across to Finley and south
to Katandra. The Bangerang are known as river people
in recognition of the Murray, Goulburn, Edward,
Campaspe and Broken rivers and the Broken Creek that
all flow through their country.
A jewel in the crown for the Bangerang people is the
Bangerang Cultural Centre located in Shepparton. This
centre was Australia’s first Aboriginal cultural keeping
place and museum developed and managed by an
Aboriginal community, and it is a source of great pride
for the Bangerang nation. The centre celebrates
Aboriginal culture through learning and discovery and
houses an important collection of artefacts and artworks
from the Bangerang community.
The Bangerang Cultural Centre was the site chosen by
the minister when she launched the Victorian
Aboriginal and Local Government Action Plan in
December 2016. At this launch the minister
acknowledged the importance of the centre and the
need to provide adequate funding to ensure its ongoing
operation. Since that time the Bangerang Cultural
Centre has failed to receive any government funding
and continues to face the prospect of closing its doors.
Apart from a place to preserve and celebrate their
people’s culture and history, the centre is providing
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services and programs that are making a difference in
the lives of Aboriginal people in the Goulburn Valley.
A men’s shed program run by local Bangerang man
Clint Edwards teaches young Aboriginal men about the
impact of family violence and strategies to decrease the
number of family violence incidents in the Aboriginal
community. This is a vital program that is doing good
work with Aboriginal men, and Mr Edwards should be
congratulated for the work he is doing with his people.
Applications by the Bangerang community have been
rejected three times by the Victorian Aboriginal
Heritage Council in their bid to be recognised as a
registered Aboriginal party, a situation I have lamented
many times in this chamber. These decisions to deny
the Bangerang official recognition are a slight on the
entire community, and I will continue to advocate for
the Bangerang people to receive official party
registration in the future. To lose its cultural centre due
to a lack of government funding would be a bitter blow
to the Bangerang people, and the entire Goulburn
Valley community would be poorer for it. My request
of the minister is that she commit adequate funding to
ensure the continued operation of the Bangerang
Cultural Centre.

Environment Protection Authority Victoria
pilot program
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter today is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change. Following
the independent inquiry into Environment Protection
Authority Victoria (EPA), an announcement was made
that 13 municipal councils would be taking part in a
pilot program which would place EPA officers in local
councils to help deal with smaller scale waste and
pollution issues such as litter, noise, dust, odour and
small to medium-scale illegal dumping. These officers
are officers for the protection of the local environment,
and the municipalities of Brimbank, Hobsons Bay and
Wyndham in my electorate will work closely with them
to complement the role of existing EPA officers. The
action I seek from the minister is that she provide an
update on when these three councils in my electorate
will have access to their officers for the protection of
the local environment, as the local community is
looking forward to them commencing work.

Waurn Ponds train stabling depot
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment item is for the Minister for Public
Transport, Jacinta Allan, and what I seek from her is an
indication as to when the Andrews government might
start building the long-promised railway stabling and
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maintenance yards at Waurn Ponds. This project was
announced more than two years ago, with the potential
to create 130 jobs. Indeed the government reportedly
allocated $115 million for the Waurn Ponds depot in
the 2015–16 state budget, but more than 800 days later
the proposal is still not shovel ready. Not only would
building it immediately create jobs for 100 construction
workers, but it would deliver 30 ongoing railway jobs.
Premier Daniel Andrews first announced the project in
May 2015 as part of a $257 million regional rail
package. Minister Allan then said the new stabling
yards together with 87 new carriages would improve
services for the more than 50 000 passengers who
currently use V/Line services every weekday. The
Waurn Ponds depot was also supposed to provide local
trade training opportunities, with the government
pledging to back the Gordon Institute in developing
apprenticeship programs aimed at producing the next
generation of train and tram engineers.
Surveying, geotechnical work, cultural heritage studies
and even flora and fauna investigations have apparently
been carried out across Waurn Ponds to identify a
viable build site, but what has the government got to
show for it? One of my constituents, Reservoir Road
farmer Stanley Larcombe, reports he was first
approached two years ago with a state government
proposal to acquire 30 hectares of his 455-hectare
property. Had he accepted the proposal as outlined at
the time it would have isolated all of his farm
amenities — his wool sheds, his yards and so on — in
one-half of his property while 5000 sheep were
enclosed in the remaining half. The problem, he tells
me, is that the relevant officials could not commit to
providing a connection of any sort, neither a tunnel nor
a bridge, between the two parcels of farmland.
This failure to deal with Mr Larcombe must be one of
the reasons, I suspect, for the project not starting.
Mr Larcombe insists that the building products
manufacturer, Boral, had offered land for the project
but was turned down. I do not quite understand that. He
also insists that a 60-hectare property next to his place
was sold to a private buyer two weeks ago after the
state government missed that opportunity too. I
therefore ask the minister: could she disclose a likely
start date for this critical project and indicate what is
being done to expedite it?

Victoria State Emergency Service Cobram unit
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) — My item
for the adjournment debate this afternoon is for the
Minister for Emergency Services, and the action I am
seeking from the minister is that he meet with members
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of the Victoria State Emergency Service (SES) Cobram
unit to listen to them in relation to their desperate need
for a new SES station.
Just last week or the week before I had the pleasure,
with local Nationals member Tim McCurdy in the
Assembly, of attending the local Cobram SES station.
The problem with the Cobram SES station is that it is
not actually in Cobram. The local brigade have to house
their equipment over in Tocumwal in New South
Wales, which is obviously across the river, because
they do not have the proper facilities within Cobram
itself to handle the equipment they have got.
What they do on occasions, when they know there is a
storm or something coming up, is actually take the SES
truck across and put it in one of the volunteers sheds in
case it is needed more quickly. Otherwise, when there
is an incident, they actually have to go across the river
to Tocumwal, get their equipment and then head back
into Victoria to address the issue they need to address.
But from Cobram to Tocumwal it is not just straight
across the river; it is about a 20-minute drive to get
from Cobram across to Tocumwal. So it is not an ideal
situation. If there is a flood in the Murray River, it
actually blocks access between Tocumwal and Cobram,
so that means that they are unable to get their
equipment out of the SES station.
Cobram is a large regional community. During the
summer months, being up on the Murray River, it has
an influx of visitors, tourists and so forth. So at that
time there is a much larger number of people in that
area. In terms of road rescues and so forth, it is
imperative that they have their own SES station
actually based in Cobram. So I think it is absolutely
worthwhile that the Minister for Emergency Services
comes up to Cobram, meets with me, Tim McCurdy
and also John Stava, the Cobram SES unit controller, to
discuss the need for a new Cobram SES station actually
based in Cobram.

Australian Formula One Grand Prix
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Tourism and
Major Events, and it relates to the costing of major
events. This week it was announced by the minister that
the Victorian government will no longer be sponsoring
the Logies. The minister said:
We’re proud to have been home to the Logies for more than
30 years, but it’s time to pass on the baton. No matter where
the Logies go, Victoria will remain the cultural and events
capital of Australia.
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The minister said 30 years. In fact Melbourne has
staged 54 of the 59 ceremonies, including 10 years at
the former Southern Cross Hotel, four at the Grand
Hyatt on Collins Street and the last 10 at the Palladium
room in Crown Towers. The minister went on to say
the Logies could remain in Melbourne but the state
government would not be paying for it, declining to say
how much taxpayers had been forking out.

call on the minister to undertake what he said he did in
terms of making this decision, which is extensive
consultation with stakeholders and a comprehensive
event analysis of the Australian Formula One Grand
Prix, including a cost-benefit analysis, as was
recommended by the Auditor-General 10 years ago.

Well, let us say if he is saying it is 30 years, that is
$30 million. The minister says:

Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the
Attorney-General, and the action I seek is that he
review the current penalty regime for breaches of
intervention orders and also look for ways to expedite
the bringing of breaches of intervention orders back
before the court. I do this because of some concerning
constituent meetings I have had in recent times with
women who have had an intervention order against a
person and there have been allegations of breaches of
the intervention orders.

These things are re-evaluated from time to time, and we know
the visitor economy is worth a lot of jobs to our state …
When it comes to the value of events, we have to reassess
them all the time, and we would like to accommodate the
Logies into the future but unfortunately there comes a time
when we have to reassess these events and make our
determinations based on the bests interests of Victorians.

He said:
This particular event, the Logies, was not as valuable as other
events we’ve had in the state.

So at an estimated cost of $30 million over the last
30 years, let us compare that with the Australian
Formula One Grand Prix. In the last five years, the state
government — taxpayers — has forked out almost
$290 million to prop up the spiralling cost of the grand
prix. The race is set to cost us another $60 million this
year and with a further six years at $60 million per year
Victorians will have paid three-quarters of a billion
dollars from 2012 to the end of the contract in 2023.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! If that persists, we will
take it from the top. So would you like to hear it all
again? Ms Pennicuik, probably go back a few sentences
at any rate when the two had their interchange.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, President. As I
was saying, compare this to the cost of the Australian
Formula One Grand Prix. In the last five years, 2012 to
2016, taxpayers forked out almost $290 million to prop
up the spiralling cost of the grand prix. With the next
race set to cost us another $60 million in addition to
$60 million for a further six years, Victorians will have
paid three-quarters of a billion dollars from 2012 to the
end of the contract in 2023. If you add that to the
estimated $400 million up until 2012, then this race will
have cost taxpayers $1.1 billion by the end of 2023 at a
minimum — because these are only the costs that we
know and are publicly released.
So given that we have had this massive saving of
$1 million by not hosting the Logies for the next year, I

Family violence

Despite the very best efforts of Victoria Police, the
amount of time it has taken for the intervention order to
be brought before the court has been several months.
The penalty that has been dealt as a result of the breach
of the intervention order has been quite limited. So at a
time when the Parliament has been honouring the
former Minister for Women, Fiona Richardson, after
her sad passing, I think it is important for us to work
together to make sure that the enforcement regime is as
strong as it needs to be to send a very clear message to
perpetrators and that when alleged breaches take place
they are dealt with swiftly by the courts.
We know the courts have a very large workload and
there are many competing priorities for their time, but,
as I said at the start, I would ask the Attorney-General
to review the current penalty regime for breaches of
intervention orders and look for ways to ensure that
those breaches or alleged breaches are brought before
the court at the earliest possible opportunity.

Youth control orders
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is to the Minister for Mental
Health, the Honourable Martin Foley, and it relates to
drug and rehabilitation services being provided in
preparation for the new youth control orders that will be
put in place following the passage of the Children and
Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice Reform)
Bill 2017.
During the course of debate on the bill yesterday I
asked the Minister for Families and Children about the
current wait times for counselling and drug and alcohol
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rehabilitation. Evidence from the current youth justice
inquiry, media appearances by the management of
youth justice facilities and the minister herself suggests
that drugs, in particular ice, are having a significant
impact on what is happening not only inside youth
justice facilities with the significant rioting behaviour
that we have seen over the last two and a half years of
the Andrews government, which the community is also
well aware of, but also the crimes being conducted out
in the community. Under the new legislation the courts
will have a variety of options, including placing young
offenders in diversion programs or on youth control
orders. With both of these scenarios I am led to believe
that it might be necessary for the court to insist that
there be some conditions attached, such as attendance
in counselling or drug and alcohol rehabilitation
programs in order that young offenders comply with
those particular orders.
The minister, in her answer to the question I asked
yesterday in the committee stage about the access and
wait times, said, and I quote:
… in terms of funding and those types of programs they are
matters that sit with Minister Foley in his capacity as Minister
for Mental Health in terms of drug rehab programs more
broadly in the community, and that would also be the case for
young people.

My action for the minister is that he provide the waiting
lists for drug and alcohol programs, particularly those
programs that are aimed at young people, who are, as
the Minister for Families and Children, said:
… the youth justice staff and those who work with those
young offenders need to ensure that there is access to those
particular programs.

Southern Metropolitan Region rail services
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My matter
for the adjournment tonight is directed to the Minister
for Public Transport and concerns the performance of
the rail lines in Southern Metropolitan Region. What I
seek is that she order an urgent review into the
declining performance of rail lines in Southern
Metropolitan Region.
I draw the minister’s attention to the performance of the
Cranbourne line, which in terms of trains arriving on
time during the peak period has fallen from 91.9 per
cent in December 2014 to 85.6 per cent, according to
figures from June 2017. The Pakenham line has fallen
from 93.6 per cent in December 2014 to 89.2 per cent.
This compares with figures under the previous
government, where in the period before the election we
saw those figures rise from 89.7 per cent on the
Cranbourne line and 91.2 per cent on the Pakenham
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line in December 2013. On the Frankston line — a very
important line — we saw the performance fall from
92.1 per cent of services arriving on time in December
2014 to 89.4 per cent in this recent period. On the
Sandringham line there has been a significant fall from
97.9 per cent to 96.5 per cent, as opposed to increasing
reliability from December 2013 through to the last
period that we were in government. These relate
directly to the impact on people and those commuters
who are seeking to get to and from work, to
appointments of various types and to family meetings.
They need that reliability, they need safety and security
but they also need the reliability, and that is clearly not
being delivered by this government.
Obviously with rail services in Southern Metropolitan
Region we have seen the impact of sky rail and we
have seen the impact of sky towers in some areas of the
electorate, but what is of direct concern today to many
people who are using the rail lines in Southern
Metropolitan Region is the decline in performance. The
fact is that people cannot rely, in the way they should
be able to rely, on those trains. I can say this as
somebody who catches trains all of the time — as well
as trams — a huge amount of time; it would be four or
five trains I catch a week. This week I went to South
Yarra and back very quickly on the train, and that is the
quickest way to move there, but having said that, there
were problems even there on that journey, and you
could feel not only the lack of punctuality but the
overcrowding as well.

Responses
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — We have had adjournments
this evening from Ms Wooldridge to the Minister for
Health — if the minister could provide additional
funding to cover increased costs and an explanation of
increased costs within the health system; from
Ms Springle to the Minister for Suburban Development
asking why elected representatives are not on the
metropolitan partnership boards; from Ms Lovell to the
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs regarding Bangerang
Cultural Centre funding; from Mr Eideh, the Deputy
President, to the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change in relation to the actions of the three
municipalities within his electorate on Environmental
Protection Authority Victoria issues of dumping; from
Mr Ramsay to the Minister for Public Transport asking
for an indication of when maintenance yards in Waurn
Ponds will be built; and from Mr O’Sullivan to the
Minister for Emergency Services asking the minister to
go and meet with the Victoria State Emergency Service
Cobram unit to discuss the needs for funding of a new
station.
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We also had adjournments from Ms Pennicuik to the
Minister for Tourism and Major Events asking the
minister to undertake a comprehensive cost-benefit
analysis on the grand prix; and from Mr O’Donohue to
the Attorney-General looking at how to expedite
breaches of intervention orders. I know that
Mr O’Donohue is not here, but he also very generously
spoke of my former colleague, Ms Richardson. We had
an adjournment from Ms Crozier to the Minister for
Mental Health regarding a request to provide waiting
lists for drug and alcohol programs, especially
programs provided to young people. Finally we had an
adjournment from Mr Davis to the Minister for Public
Transport asking for information in relation to the
performance of the Cranbourne, Pakenham and
Dandenong lines as well as to Frankston and
Sandringham performance issues.
I also have written responses to adjournment matters
raised by Ms Springle on 8 August 2017, Ms Patten on
9 August 2017 and Mr Finn on 10 August 2017. Go
Tiges!
The PRESIDENT — On that basis, the house
stands adjourned.
House adjourned 3.45 p.m. until Tuesday,
19 September.
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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.

25 August to 8 September 2017
Leadbeater’s possum
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Dunn
Special Minister of State
25 May 2017

RESPONSE:
The Government believes that this question should have been directed to the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change and as a consequence I am answering this question on her behalf.
The review of the 200-metre timber harvesting exclusion zones has been completed and the report on the review
was released in July 2017 and is available online:
https://www.wildlife.vic.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0033/73869/eadbeaters-Possum-Review-Report-July-2017.pdf.
The review has been conducted with input from the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
(DELWP), including the Arthur Rylah Institute, and VicForests as they hold the required data and expertise to meet
the objectives of the review.
The review draws on the best available science, including references to scientific findings by Professor David
Lindenmayer from the Australian National University and Dr Dan Harley from Zoos Victoria. The review has also
considered Leadbeater’s Possum records located since implementation of the Leadbeater’s Possum Advisory
Group (LPAG) recommendations commenced in 2014, including records identified by members of community
groups such as the Friends of the Leadbeater’s Possum.
The report makes several recommendations which are now being considered.

Equal opportunity legislation
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Pennicuik
Minister for Corrections
22 August 2017

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
The Victorian Government welcomes the release of the Royal Commission’s Criminal Justice report, which makes
85 recommendations that aim to improve the operation of the criminal justice system. In this report, the Royal
Commission recommended that each state and territory government should introduce legislation to create a
criminal offence for failing to report child sexual abuse in institutions.
The Royal Commission also recommended that there be no exemption, excuse, protection or privilege from this
offence granted to clergy for failing to report information about child sexual abuse that is disclosed during, or in
connection with, religious confession.
Victoria already has a criminal offence for failing to report child sexual abuse to police. In Victoria, any adult who
forms a reasonable belief that a sexual offence has been committed by an adult against a child under 16 has an
obligation to report that information to police. Failure to disclose the sexual offence to police is a criminal offence
(unless they have a reasonable excuse for not doing so).
A person does not commit the offence if the information that leads them to form a reasonable belief that a sexual
offences has been committed against a child is privileged under the Evidence Act 2008. This means that clergy
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members are not required to report a sexual offence against a child to police if information about the offence was
received during religious confession.
The offence was introduced by the former Coalition Government in 2014 in response to the recommendations
made by the Betrayal of Trust report, from the Family and Community Development Committee Inquiry into the
Handling of Child Abuse by Religious and Other Non-Government Organisations. That Inquiry did not
recommend changes to the confidentiality of religious confession. Accordingly, Victoria’s offence does not require
a person who receives information about sexual abuse in a religious confession to report that information to police.
This is consistent with the approach taken to information received in religious confessions for any criminal offence.
The Victorian Government will give careful consideration to all recommendations made by the Royal Commission,
including those in relation to religious confessions.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
The Equal Opportunity Act 2010 prohibits discrimination on the basis of a specified attribute of a person, such as
their sex, age or race, in certain areas of public life, such as employment, education and the provision of goods and
services. The Act also provides for “exceptions” to unlawful discrimination, which recognise that discrimination
may be justified in certain circumstances. An exception is a defence to an allegation of unlawful discrimination,
and a person or body seeking to rely on an exception bears the burden of proving that it applies.
On 30 August 2016, the Government introduced the Equal Opportunity Amendment (Religious Exceptions)
Bill 2016 (the 13111) into Parliament to amend the religious exceptions in the Act in relation to employment.
Unfortunately it was defeated in the Legislative Council on 6 December 2016.
The Bill aimed to restore a fairer balance between a person’s right to be free from discrimination in employment,
and the appropriate protection of religious freedom.
The Constitution prevents the Government from reintroducing similar legislation within the same term.
We remain steadfastly committed to equality for all Victorians.

Haining Farm
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Young
Special Minister of State
23 August 2017

RESPONSE:
The Haining Farm Redevelopment Working Group has been working tirelessly over the last six months to develop
a plan to redevelop Haining Farm that considered the views of the community.
In June 2017, the Haining Farm Redevelopment Working Group ran a community engagement process which
included community drop-in sessions and an online engagement process on the Engage Victoria website.
During the four weeks of consultation, over 2300 responses were received. Of the 2300 responses, 30 per cent
came from within a 25 km radius of Don Valley.
Approximately 80 percent of respondents were in favour of the site providing habitat restoration for threatened
species along with community access and recreation.
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Deaths in custody
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Corrections
23 August 2017

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
The Ombudsman completed his report titled “Investigation into deaths and harm in custody” in 2014.
It found the Coalition Government was responsible for a prison system that was placing prisoners in “overcrowded
and at times substandard conditions” leading to “increased tensions and violence”, in turn increasing prisoners’
chances of self harm and death.
It also found that the poorly resourced and managed system put prisoner officers “at a greater risk of being
assaulted by prisoners as a consequence of overcrowding.”
43 of the recommendations had been implemented, with two in final stages and a final recommendation not
accepted by the County Court.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
Karreenga is a 300-bed facility. It was upgraded to medium security before completion of construction. This
included ensuring that infrastructure, security and services are suitable for medium-security prisoners who are
classified to that location.
There have been two recent (and unrelated) attempted suicides at Karreenga. I am advised that vulnerable prisoners
receive appropriate support and treatment at Karreenga and that the annex is staffed appropriately for a medium
security prison.
Prevention of self-harm is a key priority and central to this is the integrated approach implemented by custodial and
health staff, consistent with mental health policy, prison operational guidelines and legislative requirements.

Vocational education and training
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Lovell
Minister for Training and Skills
23 August 2017

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
The previous Coalition Government left the VET sector subject to the greed of unscrupulous private providers and
a TAFE system on its knees.
This mismanagement produced over-inflated student numbers in the years leading up to the period examined in this
report, it also lead to a failure to deliver the much needed skills to grow employment and drive the Victorian
economy.
I would remind the member of the Mitchell Institute’s modelling and Professor Peter Noonan’s comments reported
in The Australian earlier this year which reported that VET figures had been “artificially propped up” in Victoria,
where overstimulation of the state’s open market training system had generated a temporary enrolment bubble.
The damage of the Coalition’s legacy is taking time to reverse but we are committed to that task.
The Andrews Government is aligning training to industry needs. We are rebuilding our vocational training system
to make it strong and sustainable.
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RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
I reject the member’s assertion regarding the provision of “any data” to NCVER.
I stand by what I have said about the Quality Blitz. During the Liberals’ four years of mismanaging the training
system the Department operated on stretched resources which let unscrupulous providers flourish.
In regard to the member’s assertion regarding the number of students studying at TAFE in Victoria, I would advise
the member to look to the commentary that accompanies this data before forming an opinion about year on year
changes, particularly as they relate to revision and de-duplication carried out by NCVER.
We have reopened the Lilydale and Greensborough TAFE campuses, stemmed the decline of apprentices, targeted
and removed shonky training providers, and we are making sure every Victorian has access to quality training. The
TAFE sector in Victoria is in its strongest financial position for years, with TAFEs recording a $44.7 million
surplus in 2016, compared to a $52.5 million deficit under the Coalition in 2014 — a turnaround of $96.5 million.
The Andrews Labor Government is delivering a quality training system training that meets the needs of students
and industry.

Adult and community education
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Training and Skills
23 August 2017

RESPONSE:
I recently read a story entitled “Cuts Push Training Centres to the Brink”. This story said “Up to a quarter of
Victoria’s adult community education centres could be forced out of VET by rising bureaucratic costs and cuts”.
The Chief Executive of Mount Martha Community Learning Centre was reported to say that the cost of registration
on top of the cuts in course funding “makes it very difficult for us”.
That story was published in the Australian on 9 July 2014 — three years, seven months and seven days into the
term of the Coalition Government. This is your report card.
The member should be aware that this government is committed to minimising red tape and that we recognise that
the role of compliance in ensuring quality and improving outcomes must be balanced with the nature of the
providers we work with.
In 2017, we offered reduced entry requirements for restricted contracts of 200 accredited training places in order to
meet the needs of Learn Local registered training organisations. Almost two thirds of Learn Local RTOs took up
this offer.
As part of Skills First, we also allocated $1.5 million to establish our first three Learn Local Quality Partnerships.
This program assists Learn Locals to work together to reduce compliance costs, share resources, improve quality
and encourage best practice. These networks are now well into their first year of operation and, among other
priorities, will be well placed to support preparation for the provider selection process for 2018.
Annual funding for the delivery of pre-accredited training provided through the ACFE Board has grown from
$14 million in 2014 to $17.8 million in 2017. The Government has also announced additional education and
training support at Learn Local organisations. This investment of $2.6 million over three years has introduced a
regional loading which will effectively lift the current subsidies for pre-accredited training in regional Victoria by
20 per cent, from $8.20 to $9.84 per hour.
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West Gate tunnel project
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Patten
Minister for Agriculture
23 August 2017

RESPONSE:
More than a dozen experts, most with decades of experience, worked on the modelling and economics that
underpins this project — their work is world class and it unequivocally supports the project.
Modelling and appraisal of the project was conducted in line with Victorian standards set by the Department of
Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources, the Department of Treasury and Finance, as well as the
Commonwealth Transport Assessment and Planning Guidelines.
Every aspect of the project, including the methodology of the traffic modelling, is being examined and cross
examined by a six-week, independent assessment currently underway.

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

Mr Rich-Phillips
Minister for Families and Children
6 September 2017

RESPONSE:
I am advised that:
At the time of the member’s question I had no reason to question my staff about the allegations raised in today’s
Herald Sun.
My staff have since advised me that they do not have any knowledge or association with the matters alleged by the
Herald Sun. I have had confirmation from both Parliament and my Department that neither my Ministerial Office
nor Electorate Office has ever used F&M printing.
The member’s insinuations are entirely baseless.

Brighton incident
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Corrections
7 September 2017

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
The Callinan Report was handed down, and accepted, to the former Coalition Government. It was fully
implemented in 2015, as Callinan intended in his review.
The Victorian Auditor General found in February 2016 that this recommendation has been implemented as per the
recommendation, and that it was an appropriate response.
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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.

25 August to 8 September 2017
Eastern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Bath
Minister for Agriculture
27 October 2016

ANSWER:
Auswest and VicForests entered into a contract which secures future supply for the mill. While the specific terms of
the contract are commercial in confidence, I can reveal that the contract includes a commitment to a staged capital
investment by Auswest to mill upgrades to process smaller logs from regrowth forest. This is a forward-looking
investment to create the processing capacity required to meet the changing profile of resource supply in East
Gippsland.

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

Mr Elasmar
Minister for Sport
9 March 2017

ANSWER:
I refer to your constituency question regarding government support for greater participation in soccer (football) in
the Northern Metropolitan Region, raised in the Legislative Council on 9 March 2017.
Over the last two and a half years, we have delivered a number of programs to increase access to grassroots sport
and recreation for people of all ages and abilities, no matter where they live or which sport they choose to play.
Thanks to the Andrews Labor Government’s investment of $25.9 million for the Supporting Victorian Sport and
Recreation Program, football participation in the Northern Metropolitan Region is thriving. This program helps
state sporting associations such as Football Federation Victoria (FFV) and state sport and recreation bodies to
increase participation across all local government areas by building a more sustainable sport and recreation sector,
and boosting inclusiveness, equity and diversity in sport. Through this support, in June 2017 FFV hosted its
inaugural All Abilities Football Gala Day in Bundoora, celebrating all their inclusive football programs and
showcasing the best of all abilities football through exhibition matches involving over 200 participants.
Then there is the Sporting Club Grants Program which provides grants to clubs to break down the financial barriers
to participation in grassroots sport. This program assists clubs with the purchase of sports uniforms and equipment,
aims to develop the skills of clubs’ coaches, officials and management committees and to increase the overall
capacity and accessibility of Victorian clubs. Further, a new funding category has been added to this program to
address the financial barriers to Aboriginal youth participation such as travel uniforms and equipment. I am pleased
to advise that we have provided 86 grants totalling $106 735 from this program to clubs in the Northern
Metropolitan Region.
Football participation in the Northern Metropolitan Region is also being supported thanks to the state-wide
$120 million investment in the Community Sports Infrastructure Fund. For instance, the $100 000 provided to
Darebin City Council to upgrade the football pitch lighting at John Cain Memorial Park means that football players
in the region can continue to train and play under lights that meet the Australia Standard for football pitch lighting.
Thanks to the support from the Andrews Labor Government through the delivery of these programs, football
participation in Victoria is at an all-time high with FFV reporting a 7 per cent increase in 2016, totalling
66 196 registered players.
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Western Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Finn
Minister for Health
20 June 2017

ANSWER:
The Environmental Protection Authority is the Victorian Government contact for queries related to pollution and
waste public health concerns.
I am informed that the Works Approval that was issued by the Environment Protection Authority on 24 March
2017 allows for an extension of the Melbourne Regional Landfill at Ravenhall which restricts any expansion to
approximately half of the original proposal put forward by the proponent. I also understand that the Works
Approval is currently a matter under consideration by the Victorian Civil Administrative Tribunal.
In 2016, the Environment Protection Authority and the Department of Health and Human Services jointly
commissioned a literature review on the air emissions from non-hazardous waste landfills. This report is publicly
available on the Environmental Protection Authority website at
http://www.epa.vic.gov.au/our-work/publications/publication/2016/december/1645. The review critically evaluated
published studies available in 2016 addressing the question of whether there is an association between living near
non-hazardous waste landfills and health effects. The review confirmed previous findings that available data and
published studies do not show that living near a non-hazardous waste landfill associated with adverse health effects.

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

Mr Ondarchie
Minister for Sport
21 June 2017

ANSWER:
I refer to your constituency question matter regarding potential funding towards the upgrade of the Oak Park sports
and aquatic precinct in the Legislative Council on 21 June 2017.
Providing high quality sport and recreation facilities in Victoria is a key aim of the Andrews Labor Government.
This is why the Government is investing $120 million into the Community Sports Infrastructure Fund to facilitate
the upgrade and development of community sports facilities during this term of government. In addition it is
estimated that over $9 million will be invested through the Inner City Netball Program during this term to deliver
competitive netball courts, including in Moreland.
In relation to the Oak Park sport and aquatic precinct I can inform you that Moreland City Council has not applied
for funding from the 2018–19 Community Sports Infrastructure Fund which closed on 6 June 2017.
This Government has committed to delivering the best possible facilities for the residents of Moreland City council
and has invested over $1 700 000 in upgrading sports facilities in Moreland.

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

Ms Crozier
Minister for Sport
23 June 2017

ANSWER:
Netball facility provision in the Richmond area is of great importance in providing opportunities for women and
girls to participate in sport and active recreation.
The decision not to rezone 510 Swan Street means the four existing courts will continue to be available for use by
the Richmond Netball Association.
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Additionally, funding has been committed to three outdoor courts at the new Richmond High School and for
redeveloping the three existing courts at Melbourne Girls College. Both projects will include lighting to
accommodate use outside school hours.
These projects are being funded through this Government’s $9.6 million Inner City Netball Program and will
ensure room for Richmond Netball Association to grow and develop new netballers from the local community.

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

Ms Dunn
Minister for Public Transport
8 August 2017

ANSWER:
The shared-use path between Blackburn and Nunawading stations is a great community asset, built as part of the
Blackburn level crossing removal project. While the path generally follows the natural gradient of the land as it
rises up to Nunawading station, in some areas the path has been raised to meets design standards.
Initially, the path was expected to require the removal of residential fences along parts of Laughlin Avenue;
however, during construction it was found that the path could be built without having to remove fences.
While the fences of Laughlin Avenue are generally of a height and quality to screen the path, in some cases the
height difference between the path and neighbouring properties has affected the privacy of some residents.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority is working with relevant landowners to implement various measures to
maintain privacy at their properties. While most cases are expected to be resolved, partial or full funding for a new
boundary fence may be offered where required.

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

Mr Morris
Minister for Regional Development
8 August 2017

ANSWER:
In January 2015, the Victorian Government announced its commitment of up to $25 million towards the delivery of
the following outcomes as determined by the Ballarat Station Precinct Master Plan, in partnership with the private
sector:
– development of an integrated Hotel and Exhibition/Convention Centre;
– remediation and adaptive re-use of the Goods Shed;
– public realm and open space; and
– transport improvements including commuter car parking, access roads and pedestrian linkages.
The Ballarat Station Precinct Master Plan (the Master Plan) was launched in May 2014 following two rounds of
community consultation, and provides a comprehensive and long-term vision for the Ballarat Station Precinct (the
Precinct). The Master Plan identifies short, medium and long term opportunities aimed at strengthening Ballarat’s
reputation as a key regional destination for business and tourism activities. The Master Plan identifies opportunities
to activate the precinct as a vibrant economic and community hub, a multi¬use destination that celebrates
revitalises and capitalises on the Precinct’s heritage assets, enhances connections and creates public spaces that
engage.
The Master Plan builds on previous investigations including the Ballarat Activity Centre Strategy (2012), the
Ballarat CBD Strategy ‘Making Ballarat Central’ (2010), and the Ballarat Railway Station Master Plan (2002) and
identifies a minimum 4 star rated hotel co-located with exhibition and/or commercial spaces leveraging the
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remediated/refurbished and adaptive re-use of the Goods Shed, as the most viable urban renewal and development
option for the Precinct.
Car parking at the site will be further enhanced with the recent announcement of an additional level of car parking
bringing the total number of commuter carparks to 405, which exceeds the current number of car parking spots
available. This is in addition to parking at the hotel, along the proposed access road and at the station’s south
forecourt.
Furthermore, the expedited delivery of the $5 million bus interchange as originally envisaged by the 2014 Master
Plan is currently underway with Transport for Victoria (TfV) leading detailed design works for the bus interchange.
Expected delivery of the bus interchange is anticipated for mid 2018.

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

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
8 August 2017

ANSWER:
A new residential estate, Clydevale, is being developed near Clyde Road (or Berwick-Cranbourne Road) including
new roads as part of the development. The developer’s contractor is required to install a signalised intersection at
660 Berwick-Cranbourne Road and proposed to close the road for safety reasons to southbound traffic while
maintaining northbound traffic for up to 18 days. The contractor planned a detour to divert traffic to Thompsons
Road and Narre Warren-Cranbourne Road.
The contractor implemented the road closure on 1 August 2017. However, due to traffic being adversely affected
during the afternoon peak hour, VicRoads decided to abandon the road closure and instructed the contractor to
re-open the road, which was re-opened at 2.30pm on 2 August 2017.
VicRoads will work with the developer’s contractor to explore options to shorten the duration of the work and to
only allow roadworks at this location during off peak hours.

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

Mr Melhem
Minister for Emergency Services
9 August 2017

ANSWER:
On 14 July 2017, I was pleased to announce $7.5 million in funding to acquire land and build permanent, modern
fire stations for the Wyndham Vale and Truganina Country Fire Authority fire brigades, to be completed by June
2019.
This $7.5 million in funding will be split between the Wyndham Vale and Truganina CFA fire brigades, with
$1.5 million put towards the acquisition of land for each site and $2.25 million put towards the development of
modern, well equipped stations.
This investment ensures that both CFA branches will now have a permanent base which will provide the
opportunity for these fire brigades to increase membership and better protect residents in the growing Western
Metropolitan Region.
The addition of permanent stations for Wyndham Vale and Truganina CFA fire brigades will ease pressure on
surrounding brigades, improve amenities for volunteer firefighters, improve response times and enhance fire
protection and education for the community.
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Western Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Hartland
Minister for Planning
9 August 2017

ANSWER:
An independent Inquiry and Advisory Committee is currently investigating and considering these concerns through
a hearing, which I understand you will make a further submission to. I look forward to receiving the Inquiry and
Advisory Committee’s report, which I will consider in preparing my Assessment of the environmental impacts of
the West Gate Tunnel Project, later this year.

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

Ms Crozier
Minister for Water
9 August 2017

ANSWER:
Melbourne Water has made significant efforts to investigate engineering solutions to reduce the affects of flooding.
A multi-stage investigation in the Elster catchments between 2011 and 2014 found that the cost of an engineered
solution would have been far too high to be feasible and unlikely to provide sufficient protection for properties in
the catchment.
In addition, several of the options would have involved challenging construction methodologies and major
community disruption including to roads and transport.
The table overleaf provides a high-level outline of the investigations with estimated preliminary costs in 2014
terms. These do not represent current values or detailed design and construction costs.
Even if these options were implemented, a risk of flooding would remain.
Melbourne Water is leading a pilot program in regards to the December 2016 event which involves a detailed
technical survey of the McKinnon/Ormond area and exploration of localised issues.
Change
Est.
to risk levels costs
(millions)
— 2008
FRAF

No of
Floors
properties flooded
flooded
(1% AEP)
in (1%AEP)

Est.
Properties
saved
(1% AEP)

Est.
Floors
saved
(1% AEP)

Byron Street Main Drain &
Yanakie Crescent — Byron Street
MD and Yanakie Crescent MD
pipe augmentation

Extreme —
$67
High

1325

246

478

152

Elsternwick Main Drain — Foam
Street diversion

Extreme —
$28
High

305

63

91

28

Caulfield South Main Drain —
Jasmine Street diversion,
Gardenvale augmentation &
diversion, and North Road
diversion.

Extreme —
$102
High

812

238

136

108

1520

483

370

308

Potential mitigation work
package

Koornang Road Main Drain —
Diversion along Murray Road and Extreme —
$58
construction of retarding basins at
High
Packer Oval, Velodrome & Duncan
McKinnon Reserve
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No of
Floors
properties flooded
flooded
(1% AEP)
in (1%AEP)

Est.
Properties
saved
(1% AEP)

Est.
Floors
saved
(1% AEP)

Koornang Road Main Drain —
Diversion along Murray Road and
construction of retarding basins at Extreme —
~ $120
Packer Oval, Velodrome & Duncan High
McKinnon Reserve, diversion to
bay along North Road

1520

483

370

308

Bentleigh Main Drain — Bentleigh Extreme —
$29
MD pipe augmentation
High

335

97

132

64

Moorabbin East Drain —
Moorabbin East augmentation and
a retarding basin at G.R. Bricker
Reserve

164

102

74

68

Potential mitigation work
package

Change
Est.
to risk levels costs
(millions)
— 2008
FRAF
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Extreme —
$21
Extreme

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

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
9 August 2017

ANSWER:
I totally reject the implication by the member that the government has not attempted to assist the Young Street
Traders. I further reject the allegation by the member that the local member has not worked with the community
and engaged them appropriately throughout the Young Street upgrades.
I want to further ensure the member is aware that Small Business Victoria has been providing support over a
number of months to Young Street traders, via mentoring and workshops being run for traders locally.
As part of this support, an ‘open for business as usual’ campaign is being run by VicRoads, to mitigate the business
impacts of the works. In addition to this, the Victorian Government has run Business Resilience workshops in the
area and offered support services to business operators who may be experiencing difficulties, including business
mentoring through Small Business Victoria which traders attended in late July.

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

Mr Davis
Minister for Planning
9 August 2017

ANSWER:
Increasing and renewing social housing is a key priority of the Victorian Government’s Homes for Victorians
Strategy. At the request of Hon. Martin Foley MP, Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing, I have set up a
transparent, timely and consultative process to consider planning scheme changes prepared by Department of
Health and Human Services to facilitate the renewal of nine existing public housing estates.
No decision has been made on the future planning provisions of the New Street Public Housing Estate in Brighton.

ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
25 August to 8 September 2017

COUNCIL

4671

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

Mr Morris
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
9 August 2017

ANSWER:
VicRoads is liaising closely with traders and property owners on Mair Street to minimise any impacts as a result of
the Mair Street revitalisation project.
A number of one-on-one and small group meetings have been held with businesses on the street, including detailed
plan-by-plan analysis of the current parking impacts with a group of concerned traders.
As part of a recently completed engagement phase, VicRoads opened a “pop-up shop” for 10 days to provide the
community with an opportunity to view the concepts and learn more about the project. Two business briefings were
held during this time, which were also attended by City of Ballarat Councillors and Council officers. Online
engagement on the “Engage VicRoads” platform is currently running and will conclude at the end of August.
A monitoring group comprising of traders and property owners along Mair Street is also currently being formed to
be involved with the remainder of the planning stages and into the construction stage.

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

Ms Lovell
Minister for Mental Health
9 August 2017

ANSWER:
The Department of Health and Human Services is currently exploring a range of potential locations within the
Hume region for the new residential rehabilitation facility.
A range of factors will be considered in determining the location of the new facility, including levels of need, and
access to alcohol and other drug treatment services across the Hume region to best consolidate the treatment
journey.

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

Ms Patten
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
10 August 2017

ANSWER:
I wish to thank Ms Patten for her question.
Small Business Victoria (SBV) delivers a range of programs and services that will assist stallholders through this
transition, and I encourage her constituents affected at the Queen Victoria Market to take advantage of these.
For example, in 2016–17 the Small Business Victoria Workshops program delivered almost 500 low-cost, practical
workshops across Victoria, covering 23 topics. In the Melbourne Central Business District these workshops are
delivered in partnership with the Melbourne Business Network. These tailored workshops include topics such as
Business Planning Essentials, Build Your Business Resilience, Business Planning For Growth, Understanding
Marketing and Pricing for Maximum Profit.
The Small Business Bus visits Melbourne and regional Victoria as a ‘travelling office on wheels’. It offers friendly,
professional assistance from an information officer and free ‘one-on-one’ 45 minute mentoring sessions delivered
by the Small Business Mentoring Service. The Bus visits locations convenient to market traders including North
Melbourne. The Bus will next be in North Melbourne on the 30th of October.
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In addition, the Small Business Mentoring Service delivers free fortnightly Small Business Clinics at the offices of
the Victorian Small Business Commission at 121 Exhibition Street, Melbourne. The clinics involve free 45 minute
sessions with a mentor. A mentor can help a stallholder refine its business strategy, map out the direction that it
should be taking and assist in setting goals for success.
The services I have outlined are flexible and can be tailored to meet the needs of Queen Victoria Market
stallholders. Small Business Victoria will continue to engage with affected businesses to ensure a smooth transition.

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

Mr Davis
Minister for Planning
10 August 2017

ANSWER:
The planning scheme amendment that I approved on 4 April 2017 introduced a discretionary height control of up to
7 storeys for the precinct that borders Chestnut Street, Carnegie. This control is an interim control, which is in place
until 31 December 2017. The control will guide new development while Glen Eira City Council carries out
strategic work to then prepare and exhibit a planning scheme amendment to introduce permanent planning controls
for Carnegie.
The Glen Eira City Council has prepared the Carnegie Draft Concept Plan and is currently consulting with the
community. The plan shows 8–12 storeys in the subject area. The council has yet to prepare, exhibit or seek
approval for a planning scheme amendment. Therefore at this point in time I am unable to consider any changes to
the current height control of 7 storeys.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
10 August 2017

ANSWER:
Members of the community can and should report odours to EPA when they experience an offensive odour. This
can be done by calling the 24-hour pollution hotline on 1 300 372 842 (1300 EPA VIC). Cleanaway is providing
another mechanism for the community to directly report to them, so that they can take action to correct any issues,
EPA will continue to monitor and respond to odour reports. Any confirmed non-compliance must be reported
within 24 hours by Cleanaway to EPA as a breach of their licence.

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

Ms Lovell
Minister for Health
10 August 2017

ANSWER:
I welcome the opportunity to set the record straight about this matter, and to point out that, despite the opportunistic
nature of some that have sought to mislead the community in the hope of scoring a political point, the people of
Shepparton can be reassured that the additional four paediatric beds will not reduce bed capacity elsewhere in the
hospital.
I implore the Member for Northern Victoria, Ms Lovell to stop undermining Goulburn Valley Health and instead
get behind it — like the Andrews Labor Government has done — and support it as it does, the people of Goulburn
Valley.
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Northern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Lovell
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
22 August 2017

ANSWER:
Construction of the new roundabout at this intersection is a high priority road safety project.
VicRoads has advised me that in order to construct works safely whilst still allowing traffic to travel on all of the
existing roads, a four-way signalised traffic management scheme commenced on site on Friday, 21 July 2017. Only
minor works were undertaken prior to this date.
I have been advised that access to the Mitre 10 property has been available at all times during the works except
when excavation or construction was immediately adjacent to the driveway. VicRoads has ensured that the
contractor has kept the Mitre 10 management aware of the proposed works at each stage.
I am aware that the progress of the works has been affected by wet weather.
VicRoads has assured me that the site will be operating as a roundabout by 7 September 2017 with only minor
works (centre island works, signing installation and vegetation) to be completed beyond that date.

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

Ms Fitzherbert
Minister for Planning
22 August 2017

ANSWER:
There are more than 2300 State significant heritage places and objects included on the Victorian Heritage Register
established under the Heritage Act 1995. This heritage contributes to the liveability of Victoria and provides a
range of economic, social and environmental benefits.
The 2016-17 Budget provided funding for the establishment of the Living Heritage Program (‘the Program’)
providing $30 million over four years to safeguard and reactivate the State’s key heritage resources. The 2017-18
Budget provided an additional $5 million in 2017-18 to this Program.
To date more than 65 heritage conservation projects have been funded through the Program. This has included, for
example, conservation works to the RSL Institute in Bendigo, the Abbotsford Convent and the Polly Woodside at
Docklands.
Christ Church in St Kilda — as it is included on the Victorian Heritage Register — is eligible to apply for funding
from the Program. The next funding round commences in February 2018. It is understood that my department has
contacted the heritage consultants engaged by church to advise them of the Program.

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

Mr Davis
Minister for Public Transport
23 August 2017

ANSWER:
I thank the Member for Southern Metropolitan for their question; however, the matter falls within the portfolio
responsibility of the Minister for Roads and Road Safety, the Hon Luke Donnellan MP, should therefore be
directed to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
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Timber industry
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Agriculture
Ms Bath
24 November 2016

REPLY:
The Member asked that I commit to fight for the timber industry and its workers.
We’ve always said we would fight for every job.
That doesn’t mean industries won’t change — but Victorian workers can know that this Labor Government is on
their side.
Because good, secure work is the backbone of every town, every community, and every family.

Bendigo Health
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Ms Wooldridge
24 May 2017

REPLY:
Bendigo Health’s transition to an anaesthetic nurse model in its operating theatres has brought staffing into line
with the organisational practices of similar hospitals across Victoria.
Safer Care Victoria is working closely with Bendigo Health managers, clinicians and scientists to assess proposed
changes to its microbiology service to ensure any changes continue to ensure patient safety and quality service
delivery.
In relation to the elective surgery waiting list, transition to the new hospital has resulted in reduced activity levels
temporarily. A phased approach to increasing surgical sessions has been taken, in order to ensure there is no
compromise to safety and quality while new systems are established. Bendigo Health is currently increasing its
surgical capacity and has also put in arrangements with Castlemaine Health, St John of God Bendigo and Bendigo
Day Surgery to reduce the waiting list.
The board of Bendigo Health are responsible for the employment of the Chief Executive. The board have recently
terminated the previous Chief Executive.
This Government provided $290.5 million to Bendigo Health in the 2017/18 budget, that’s 10% more than they
received in the last budget and 24% more than they received when the Liberals were last in office.
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Yarragon and Hill End primary school sites
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Ms Shing
8 June 2017

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
I thank you for your continued advocacy on behalf of the Hill End and Yarragon communities.
The former Hill End Primary School site has been designated as surplus to the Department of Education and
Training’s (DET) current and future education delivery needs, and will be disposed of in accordance with the
Victorian Government Landholding Policy and Guidelines 2016. The Department of Treasury and Finance (DTF)
has been engaged to prepare the site for sale, although a final decision has not been made regarding its future.
In the meantime, DET will liaise with the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP) to
explore options and possible alternative sites for community users of the former school. This exploratory process
will commence in the coming months, once DET has met further with DELWP.
DET will be writing to Hill End Community Incorporated requesting a written submission regarding its current use
of the site. This information will be reviewed by the Victorian School Building Authority (VSBA), together with
the updated strategic Crown land assessment.
The community group will be advised of the review process with DELWP and will be further consulted before any
final decision is made concerning the former school site’s future.
The former Yarragon Primary School has also been designated as surplus to DET’s current and future education
delivery needs, and is being prepared for sale by DTF. I am advised that the Country Fire Authority (CFA) has
expressed interest in purchasing a portion of the site, and is currently undertaking further due diligence regarding its
suitability. The VSBA will consult further with Baw Shire Council and the CFA before this site is progressed to
public sale.
I am advised that the Baw Baw Shire Council has not expressed interest in buying either site on a restricted basis
for a public or community use.
It should be noted that, when surplus sites are rezoned, this is reflective of the fact that they are no longer required
for education purposes, and does not preclude community use.

Nathalia Recreation Reserve
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Sport
Ms Lovell
23 June 2017

REPLY:
I refer to your adjournment debate matter regarding funding to the Nathalia Recreation Reserve lighting project,
raised in the Legislative Council on 23 June 2017.
Providing high quality sport and recreation facilities in Victoria is a key aim of the Victorian Government.
That is why the Government is investing $120 million into the Community Sports Infrastructure Fund to facilitate
the upgrade and development of community sports facilities during this term of government.
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Moira Shire Council have previously received funding from the Community Sports Infrastructure Fund to
undertake three key sport and active recreation projects within the municipality. These have included funding of:
– $28 851 to upgrade the athletics track at the Nathalia Show Grounds,
– $30 000 to undertake an Aquatics Feasibility Study for the municipality, and
– $84 000 to construct four new practice cricket nets at the Cobram Showgrounds.
I am pleased to advise the Moira Shire Council has applied for $100 000 for Nathalia Recreation Reserve to install
competition standard lighting to the oval and netball courts. This project proposal is currently being assessed and
Council will be notified in due course if the project proposal is successful to proceed to full application.
Thank you for raising this matter with me and I trust this information has been of assistance to you.

Marine rescue services
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Emergency Services
Ms Bath
23 June 2017

REPLY:
The Victorian Government greatly appreciates the time and skills of Marine Search and Rescue (MSAR)
volunteers, including those volunteers of the Eastern Victoria Region.
Marine Search and Rescue in Victoria has made substantial strides forward and, with a strong foundation for a
vibrant volunteer MSAR sector, it remains a priority for the Victorian Government.
The establishment of the MSAR Office within Emergency Management Victoria (EMV) has provided a
co-ordinated and collaborative approach to the development of strategy, policies and programs. Emergency
Management Victoria also undertook a state-wide risk and capability assessment to highlight any response
capability gaps across the State and develop plans to overcome this. In addition, a 12 year capital (vessel)
replacement program was also developed.
Further, the implementation of a managed insurance scheme through the Victorian Managed Insurance Authority
for the 2016-17 and 2017-18 fiscal years, has enabled the sector to focus on MSAR activities with the knowledge
that it has adequate insurance.
The Victorian Government is continuing to work through the funding requirements and means to sustainably fund
the MSAR sector in the long term.
Thank you for raising this matter with me.

Pharmaceutical industry
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
Mr Elasmar
8 August 2017

REPLY:
The Victorian Government is committed to supporting the medical technologies and pharmaceuticals sector as a
leading industry of the future and in March 2016, the Victorian Government released its Medical Technologies and
Pharmaceuticals sector strategy.
Pharmaceuticals manufacturing presents a unique economic and social opportunity for Victoria with strong
potential for additional growth. The Victorian Government recently released State of the Sector, Medical
Technologies and Pharmaceuticals 2017 which found that revenues across the sector have quadrupled since 2003,
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exports have doubled since 2011 and manufacturing employment has steadily increased over the past two decades,
largely driven by pharmaceuticals manufacturing.
Across Victoria, the medical technologies and pharmaceuticals sector contributed over $1.35 billion in exports over
2013-14. This is a measure of goods exports only and does not include services exports or licensing of intellectual
property (IP), This accounted for just over 3.5 per cent of a Victorian total of $24 billion over the same period.
Melbourne’s north is home to the global headquarters of leading manufacturer, CSL Limited, with manufacturing
operations in Broadmeadows and. Parkville, employing over 2000 Victorians. In financial year 2017, CSL Limited
reported a 15 per increase in (global) revenues to $6.923 billion. Melbourne’s north is also home to pharmaceutical
manufacturers Baxter Healthcare, Cyclotek, Abbot Australia, Auspep and TPI Enterprises.
CSL is currently undertaking a $210 million expansion of its Broadmeadows facility which will create hundreds of
jobs and almost double the manufacturing output of an in-demand blood product used to treat serious and rare
conditions. Once operating at full production, the plant is expected to generate an additional $600 million of
exports per annum.
The Victorian Government supports pharmaceutical manufacturers with several key initiatives including funding
support for the Medicines Manufacturing Innovation Centre and BioCurate, and through the Future Industries
Sector Growth and Manufacturing Programs and the Local Industry Fund for Transition.

Buckley Street, Essendon, level crossing
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Mr Finn
8 August 2017

REPLY:
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.
An Alliance of John Holland and KBR won the contract for the North West program of works. Under this contract,
the level crossings at Camp Road in Campbellfield and Skye/Overton Road in Frankston comprise the Initial
Works Package.
If these works are delivered well, the Alliance will then progressively remove the level crossings in the Additional
Works Package, which are at Buckley Street in Essendon, Glenroy Road in Glenroy, Bell Street in Coburg and
Moreland Road in Brunswick.
The North West Program contract relates to all six level crossing sites listed above, with the price for works at
Buckley Street, Glenroy Road, Bell Street and Moreland Road to be progressively developed as the Level
Crossings Removal Authority (LXRA) confirms the contractor is meeting performance targets and should proceed
with delivery of each site.
LXRA is now finalising design, which will factor in community ideas and feedback, and work at Buckley Street
will begin later this year.

The George apartments
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation
Ms Fitzherbert
8 August 2017

REPLY:
I have received correspondence from residents of The George Apartments regarding noise complaints as a result of
live music at The George Hotel. I have referred these complaints to the Victorian Commission for Gambling and
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Liquor Regulation as the entity responsible for ensuring that liquor licensed premises are operated in accordance
with the requirements of the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998. The correspondent has been advised of this referral.
I am advised that Commission staff met with representatives of the City of Port Phillip Council and the Victoria
Police Divisional Licensing Unit on 2 August 2017 to discuss this matter. Consideration of the issues raised is
ongoing.
I understand that there have been regular inspections of licensed premises in and around The George Hotel and a
number of licensees have been subject to enforcement action and penalties in the past 12 months.
The Commission will continue to work with the residents of The George apartments and the licensees of The
George Hotel until the issue is resolved.

Hill End Primary School site
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Ms Bath
8 August 2017

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The former Hill End Primary School site has been designated as surplus to the Department of Education and
Training’s (DET) current and future education delivery needs, and will be disposed of in accordance with the
Victorian Government Landholding Policy and Guidelines 2016. The Department of Treasury and Finance has
been engaged to prepare the site for sale, although a final decision has not been made regarding its future.
In the meantime, DET will liaise with the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP) to
explore options and possible alternative sites for community users of the former school. This exploratory process
will commence in the coming months, once DET has met further with DELWP.
DET will be writing to Hill End Community Incorporated requesting a written submission regarding its current use
of the site. This information will be reviewed by the Victorian School Building Authority, together with the
updated strategic Crown land assessment.
The community group will be advised of the review process with DELWP and will be further consulted before any
final decision is made concerning the former school site’s future.
It should be noted that, when surplus sites are rezoned, this is reflective of the fact that they are no longer required
for education purposes, and does not preclude community use.

Shepparton alternate route
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Ms Lovell
9 August 2017

REPLY:
Upgrading the Shepparton Alternate Route is an important project and requires the joint commitment of the State
and Federal governments.
VicRoads advises me that it is currently carrying out maintenance works to address the immediate pavement issues
on the alternate bypass route, which includes asphalting a number of sections of road along the route.
I understand that two major roundabout upgrades for New Dookie Road and Old Dookie Road have been funded
and that VicRoads is scoping these works before awarding the contract to the constructor.
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Bulla gas supply
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
Mr Finn
9 August 2017

REPLY:
Extending the gas network is the responsibility of gas distributors. AusNet Services is the gas distributor in the area
surrounding Melbourne Airport.
In Victoria, the Gas Distribution System Code outlines obligations placed on gas distributors when dealing with
customers who request connection to the network.
The Code specifies that if a customer’s premises are located within one kilometre of the existing network, then the
extension is regarded as a “minor or infill” connection. Under this scenario, the local distributor is required to
respond to the customer’s request with “fair and reasonable terms and conditions”.
If the premises are located more than one kilometre from the existing network then, as noted above, connections are
the responsibility of the gas distributor and are typically undertaken where it is commercially feasible to do so.

Mental health services
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Mental Health
Ms Bath
9 August 2017

REPLY:
I was saddened to hear of the untimely death of one of the Honourable Member’s constituents. Suicide is always a
tragedy and I extend my condolences to the family who must be struggling to cope with their grief at this time.
The Chief Psychiatrist is notified of the deaths of current and recent consumers of mental health services. This
information is considered carefully and will in certain circumstances prompt an enquiry into the circumstances of
death. The deaths of people who were inpatients at the time of death are followed in every instance by a detailed
review by a panel of experts from a range of mental health services with a view to formulating recommendations to
improve the safety and quality of the care provided in future.
I have asked the Chief Psychiatrist to give particular consideration to this matter that you have raised with me.
Thank you for your advocacy in this important matter

North Road, Ormond, flooding
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Water
Ms Crozier
9 August 2017

REPLY:
During the flood event on 29 December 2016 some parts of Melbourne recorded more than 40 millimetres of rain
in 15 minutes, which is among the heaviest known rainfalls on record in Victoria for such a short duration. This led
to flooding around the city and suburbs.
Since this event Melbourne Water has been undertaking a detailed technical survey to better understand the
drainage system and associated complexities of moving flood waters through the McKinnon/Ormond area. The
investigation has identified that the storm on 29 December 2016 was a very intense and extremely rare event with a
one per cent chance of occurring in any one year.

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Wednesday, 6 September 2017

COUNCIL

4681

The floodplain and associated drainage assets in this catchment are extremely complex, with three drainage
systems coming together. The review has therefore taken some time to complete.
The repeated above-floor flooding experienced by several residents in 2011 and again in 2016 has led Melbourne
Water to pilot a program in this area to look at localised solutions for individual properties.
Surveyors undertook investigations throughout the local area to measure drainage asset levels, surface levels, the
floor level of homes and key landscape features in the area.
Stage One of this pilot program has recently been completed, with over 600 properties surveyed over the last two
months. Residents may have seen surveyors out collecting information or allowed them access to their property to
take floor level measurements.
Stage Two of the pilot program will use the survey information to understand where localised solutions may be
applied in the area to lessen repeat flood effects on properties. This stage is currently ongoing and Melbourne
Water will update residents in due course.

Northern Victoria Region roads
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Mr Gepp
10 August 2017

REPLY:
In answer to Mr Gepp, the Government will be resurfacing over 1600 sites this year state wide with over 500 sites
to be treated within the electoral region of Northern Victoria. These sites are being treated to increase the life of ‘the
pavement by preventing water ingress into the pavement which reduces potholes.
I am advised that preparation works for pavement resurfacing have commenced, with tenders currently being
evaluated and works due to commence in October 2017. Works are expected to be completed in April 2018.
The road pavement at over 160 sites across Victoria will be strengthened, with 51 sites being located within the
Northern Electorate.
Individual sites are listed below:
Road Name
Bacchus Marsh-Gisborne Road
Benalla-Tocumwal Road
Benalla-Tocumwal Road
Benalla-Yarrawonga Road
Broadford-Flowerdale Road
Broadford-Flowerdale Road
Daylesford-Malmsbury Road
Echuca-Mooroopna Road
Eltham-Yarra Glen Road
Glenrowan-Myrtleford Road
Goulburn Valley Highway
Goulburn Valley Highway
Goulburn Valley Highway
Goulburn Valley Highway
Heathcote-Kyneton Road
Heathcote-Kyneton Road
Hume Freeway

General Location
Coimadai
Katamatite
Katamatite
Benalla
Strath Creek
Strath Creek
Drummond to Boundary
Wyuna East
Christmas Hills
Milawa
Yea
Cobram
Shepparton
Shepparton
Edgecombe

Length (m)
870
170
230
350
665
310
5373
1270
190
340
70
200
100
290
3450

Redesdale

3140

Euroa

637

Municipality
Moorabool
Moira
Moira
Benalla
Murrindindi
Murrindindi
Hepburn
Campaspe
Nillumbik
Wangaratta
Murrindindi
Moira
Shepparton
Shepparton
Macedon
Ranges
Greater
Bendigo
Strathbogie
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Hume Freeway
Hume Link-Lincoln Cway
Hume Link-Lincoln Cway
Katamatite-Shepparton Road
Katamatite-Yarrawonga Road
Kiewa East Road
Kiewa Valley Highway
Kilmore-Lancefield Road
Lancaster-Mooroopna Road
Midland Highway
Midland Highway
Midland Highway

Wednesday, 6 September 2017

Euroa
Wodonga
Wodonga
Katandra
Yarrawonga
Red Bluff
Kergunyah
west of Forbes

1000
280
185
330
190
240
700
400

Lancaster
Yin Barin
Benalla — near Sheepwash
Creek
Castlemaine

800
494
497

Mount Buller Road
Murchison-Violet Town Road
Murray River Road
Murray Valley Highway
Murray Valley Highway
Murray Valley Highway
Murray Valley Highway (Sec 4)
Murray Valley Highway (Sec 5)
Plenty Road
Plenty Road
Prairie-Rochester Road
Sunraysia Highway
Sunraysia Highway
Sunraysia Highway
Tatura Undera Road
Wahgunyah-Wangaratta Road
Wangaratta Road
Wangaratta Road
Wangaratta-Whitfield Road
Whittlesea-Yea Road
Whittlesea-Yea Road
Whittlesea-Yea Road

660

Strathbogie
Wodonga
Wodonga
Moira
Moira
Indigo
Indigo
Macedon
Ranges
Shepparton
Benalla
Benalla
Mount
Alexander
Mansfield
Strathbogie
Towang
Moira
Wodonga
Moira
Gannawarra
Gannawarra
Whittlesea
Whittlesea
Campaspe
Buloke
Buloke
Yarriambiack
Shepparton
Wangaratta
Wangaratta
Wangaratta
Wangaratta
Murrindindi
Murrindindi
Murrindindi

Mansfield
330
Miepoll
200
Towong
780
Kotupna
415
Ebden
960
Cobram East
170
North Warparilla
1740
Fairley
450
Yan Yean
300
Mernda
153
south of Lockington
1080
Morton Plains
1895
Morton Plains
720
South of Woomelang
880
Lancaster
60
Wangaratta
750
Wangaratta
40
Bowser
40
Moyhu
320
Kinglake West
270
Flowerdale
420
Flowerdale
350
TOTAL
35922.6
I am advised by VicRoads that pavement strengthening works are due to commence from mid September 2017 at
various locations across Victoria, including Northern Victoria. Works are programmed to be complete by the end
of April 2018.

Fawkner Primary School
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Mr Barber
10 August 2017

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to investing in education and school infrastructure, and this is why
we have allocated more than $2.5 billion over the last three state budgets to build, upgrade and maintain school
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infrastructure across the state. We know that having modern and up-to-date classrooms and school facilities is a
fundamental part of ensuring that every child has the best possible start in life, no matter where they live.
However, it will take some time for the entire school portfolio to be brought up to a standard commensurate with
our ambition. It is an ongoing challenge is to responsibly balance and prioritise the needs of over 1500 government
schools, all in varying condition.
Unlike the Greens Party, the Labor Party understands that Melbourne’s boundaries continue beyond its tram tracks.
Indeed, the Andrews Labor Government has allocated $352 000 through the 2017-18 State Budget to upgrade
Fawkner Primary School. This funding will build on $155 000 allocated to the school through the Department of
Education and Training’s 2016-17 Planned Maintenance Program.
Fawkner Primary’s project is currently in the planning phase, and I have asked the Department to continue to work
closely with the school in order to achieve the best outcome for the whole community.
In the meantime, I can assure you that the infrastructure requirements of all schools, including Fawkner Primary,
will continue to be given fair and equitable consideration when determining future priorities for the capital works
program, and that the Government will continue to use all available data, including condition assessments and
pre-existing project plans, when allocating resources in future state budgets.

State Revenue Office
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Treasurer
Ms Lovell
10 August 2017

REPLY:
The content of notices issued by the State Revenue Office is an administrative matter within the responsibility of
the Commissioner of State Revenue. The Commissioner has informed me that the State Revenue Office’s digital
strategy reflects the contemporary expectation that services can be accessed anywhere, any time and on any device.
However, the SRO also recognises that not all taxpayers wish to, or are in a position to make payments online, and
offers a range of practicable alternatives. The State Revenue Office values customers’ feedback and is continually
refining its services to enhance its customers’ experience. The State Revenue Office reviews its assessment notices
every year and will do so again when designing the 2018 land tax assessment notices.

Australian Paper Maryvale mill
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Ms Bath
23 August 2017

REPLY:
Planning consultants acting on behalf of Australian Paper Maryvale have recently submitted a request to the
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning to amend the planning controls affecting land around the
Maryville mill.
The proposed planning controls would introduce an Environmental Significance Overlay to manage development
around the Maryvale Pulp and Paper Mill.
The department is consulting with Latrobe City Council and Australian Paper Maryvale before assessing the
request.
I have not considered the request.
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Friday, 8 September 2017
Dandenong South public transport
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Ms Springle
8 August 2017

REPLY:
There are three bus services that operate through the Dandenong South area — Route 857, Route 890 and
SmartBus 901.
Route 890 was introduced in November last year in response to calls for more services in the area. Transport For
Victoria (TFV) will continue to monitor patronage of services on these routes.
TFV continually reviews the bus network to determine where changes should be made to respond to growth and
changing conditions. TFV advises that the Dandenong South area continues to undergo development and the
connecting road network from Casey is yet to be completed. TFV's reviews will consider improvements to the bus
network based on these factors.
There are no plans for an additional station on the Cranbourne line at this stage. TFV will continue to monitor
patronage to inform long-term rail network planning.

Melbourne Airport rail link
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Ms Patten
9 August 2017

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government and Federal Government are working together to develop an Airport Rail Link
Plan. As part of this plan, we will assess the best route for an airport rail link, how much it would cost, and how
best to fund and deliver it.
The Andrews Labor Government is currently delivering the Metro Tunnel, which will create the capacity to run
more trains into and out of Melbourne. This project is a vital next step towards future projects, such as an Airport
Rail Link, and is also important for supporting population growth. It will enable more trains to operate more trains
across Melbourne.
In the interim, we will continue to improve and promote the existing SkyBus service to the airport. SkyBus offers
an express service to and from Southern Cross Station, departing every 10 minutes during the day. In addition,
SkyBus is improving capacity by up to 33 per cent by operating double-decker buses on some services.
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Calder Freeway
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Mr Finn
10 August 2017

REPLY:
As confirmed by the Minister for Local Government, the Hon Natalie Hutchins MLA, on 22 May 2017, the
2017-18 Victorian State Budget secured funding to develop a business case to:
– Improve the capacity and safety of the Calder Freeway between the M80 and Diggers Rest;
– Investigate building the Calder Park Drive Interchange (overpass); and
– Duplicating Calder Park Drive and a grade separation.
VicRoads advises me that it has consulted with the Calder Action Group, along with other key stakeholders such as
the Brimbank City Council and the Calder Highway Improvement Committee, as part of its investigation into an
interchange at the intersection of Calder Park Drive and the Calder Freeway. I understand this also includes the
northern section of Calder Park Drive.
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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.

Wednesday, 6 September 2017
Special Minister of State
11 027.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister for State: In relation to claims from the
Minister’s Office from 1 September 2015 to 31 August 2016 for mobile phone expenses totalling
$12 525.26 —
(a)
(b)
(c)

what proportion of these charges relate to the Minister’s phone;
what proportion of these charges relate to Ministerial Staff phones; and
what is the monthly charge for the Minister’s phone and devices.

ANSWER:
(a)

The proportion of charges that relate to the Minister's phone for the period was $3,390.82.

(b)

The proportion of charges that relate to Ministerial Staff phones for the period was $9,134.44

(c)

The monthly charges for the Minister's phone and devices are as follows:
Month
Aug 2015
Sep 2015
Oct 2015
Nov 2015
Dec 2015
Jan 2016
Feb 2016
Mar 2016
Apr 2016
May 2016
Jun 2016
Jul 2016
Aug 2016

Mobile Phone Expenditure
$694.87
$122.78
$124.97
$142.26
$148.59
$619.96
$213.74
$230.79
$210.37
$219.39
$201.86
$234.60
$226.64

Note: The expenditure report which was run for the period 1 September 2015 to 31 August also included mobile
phone expenditure for August 2015 that was paid in September 2015.

Attorney-General
11 063.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Attorney-General): In Victoria,
payment of toll road fines is enforced through the criminal justice system, rather than through a civil
debt recovery system —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

how much revenue is generated by the payment of toll infringements;
how much does the state spend on penalising non-payment of tolls through the issuing of
infringements and their enforcement;
what percentage of Sheriffs Officers’ time is spent dealing with people who have toll infringements;
what percentage of the Magistrates’ Court time is spent hearing toll offences;
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(6)
(7)
(8)
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what percentage of government-funded legal assistance services’ time is spent providing casework
and representation to clients with toll fines;
what percentage of the Infringements Court’s time is spent administering and determining toll
infringements;
what percentage of Victoria Police’s time is spent issuing, reviewing and prosecuting toll
offences; and
will the Government calculate the cost of enforcing road tolls through the criminal justice system
before agreeing to extend the collection of CityLink tolls.

ANSWER:
As reported in 2017-18 Budget Paper 5, page 167, for the 2016-17 financial year, revenue from toll road evasion
fines was reported as $171 million, and for the 2017-18 financial year it was $169 million.
The infringements system involves multiple agencies including Victoria Police, Infringement Management and
Enforcement Services, courts and local councils. The system enables people to pay their fines without having to go
to court, in particular, by enabling road users to seek review of infringements, to pay in instalments, or to have
special circumstances considered. This reduces the overall cost to the State of enforcing infringements and leads to
better outcomes for Victorians.
Victoria, like other Australian States including New South Wales and Queensland, pursue unpaid tolling amounts
by making it an offence to drive on a toll road without paying the appropriate tolls. The system enables people to
drive on toll roads without physical barriers and recognises the difficulties tolling companies would face in
pursuing court action to collect small amounts of unpaid tolling debts.
The requirement to pay a toll fee is publicised and, in accordance with the current legal framework, people who do
not pay to use these roads are subject to enforcement action, commencing with an infringement. If a toll road user
continues to ignore outstanding fines, the Magistrate’s Court may order Sheriffs officers to execute a warrant.
Given the complexity of the infringements system, the extraction of toll specific enforcement data relating to
Victoria Police, Sheriff’s officers, the Infringements Court, or processing times, is not possible. The Government
does not collect data about the time spent on managing toll infringements and offences as a component of the
broader infringements system.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
11 316.

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 Rooming House Outreach
Program —
(1)
(2)
(3)

why has the program’s funding been cut;
what factors influenced the decision to cut the program’s funding; and
how will the Minister ensure people living in registered and illegal rooming houses be given
advice and support in the absence of this program.

ANSWER:
Tenancy and Consumer Program 2017-21
In 2016, Consumer Affairs Victoria conducted an extensive review of tenancy funded services which resulted in
the development of the Tenancy and Consumer Program 2017-21 (the Program), for vulnerable and disadvantaged
Victorians. The review was conducted in consultation with funded agencies and examined ways to ensure best
practice service for the specialist tenancy and consumer services in the future. The Program includes an increased
commitment to place based services, with a total of 22 full-time equivalent tenancy workers being funded to
support vulnerable tenants across the state.
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Under the Program, which is administered by Consumer Affairs Victoria (CAV):
– investment is increasing in the first year by $1.1 million, including an additional 9.3 full time equivalent staff
delivering place based services
– services will be available to all private tenants who are vulnerable, regardless of where they live in Victoria,
including those residing in registered or unregistered rooming houses. This change reflects a strong preference
for a high quality and consistent state-wide tenancy assistance service
– there is a strong focus on integrated place-based services and a dedicated expert Tenancy Central Service which
will provide increased training for tenancy workers, expert secondary consultations and a strong advocacy
service for all Victorian tenants
– access to rooming house advocacy services for vulnerable and disadvantaged tenants has been extended from
metropolitan Melbourne to the entire state.
Rooming House Outreach Program
The Rooming House Outreach Program (RHOP) is a highly specialised outreach service, tailored to the needs of
vulnerable residents of registered and unregistered rooming houses in metropolitan Melbourne.
The RHOP will no longer form a part of the CAV’s new Program due to the Program’s focus on a state-wide
service delivery model.
However, the outreach support to tenants of private rooming houses previously delivered through the RHOP will
continue to operate under the administrative oversight of the Department of Health and Human Services, with a
particular focus on vulnerable tenants.

Families and children
11 328.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Early Childhood
Intervention Services (ECIS) and the transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS),
could the Minister please advise as at 1 June 2017, have all children who were receiving ECIS in areas
which have moved to the NDIS, transferred to the NDIS and are they receiving services.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
In the Bilateral Agreement Between the Commonwealth and Victoria for Transition to a National Disability
Insurance Scheme (NDIS) signed on 16 September 2015 (the Bilateral Agreement), it was agreed that Victoria will
transfer its current Early Childhood Intervention Services (ECIS) programs to the NDIS during the transition
period, according to an agreed transition schedule.
Under the Bilateral Agreement, ECIS is identified as a defined program meaning all ECIS clients satisfy NDIS
disability access requirements and further evidence of eligibility is not required. Existing ECIS clients who do not
meet NDIS eligibility requirements on the basis of residency, continue to receive Department of Education and
Training (DET). funded ECIS services under continuity of service obligations within the Bilateral Agreement.
In Victoria, each defined program including ECIS, transfers into the NDIS, according to a schedule. Planners
contact the family to facilitate this first planning. I have been concerned at delays by the NDIA in contacting
families and in developing individual plans and have written to the Federal Minister for Social Services, Christian
Porter on a number of occasions about this. DET is working with the National Disability Insurance Agency
(NDIA) on a strategy to follow up with people in instances where the NDIA has been unable to bring them into the
scheme. In North Eastern Melbourne Area which has transitioned to the NDIS, the vast majority of children have
had their planning undertaken by the Brotherhood of St Laurence and are linked in with service providers. As at
1 June 2017, there were still a small number of children who were being planned for or required additional follow
up. The State continues to fund services for children until they have an NDIS approved plan, so there is continuity
of service provision. The Andrews Labor Government has also provided $7.2 million over two years in the 2017/18
Victorian budget to ensure more children continue to access ECIS until they transition to the NDIS.
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Emergency services
11 352.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Emergency Services): What amount did the Country Fire Authority invoice the Department of Health
and Human Services or to the Department of Justice and Regulation for the CFA attendance at the
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 has only invoiced for the false alarm call outs at the Malmsbury Youth Justice Facility.
Fees range from callout to callout depending on the complexity of the incident as outlined in the CFA Regulations
2014.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
11 380.

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 Access to Justice Review as it
applies to Consumer Affairs Victoria —
(1)
(2)
(3)

will the Government establish a compulsory conciliation service at Consumer Affairs Victoria for
car disputes;
is the Government considering establishing a compulsory conciliation service at Consumer Affairs
Victoria for car disputes; and
what would be the process, time frame and scope of the consideration to establish a compulsory
conciliation service at Consumer Affairs Victoria for car disputes.

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government response to the Access to Justice Review was published on 23 May 2017 on
Government’s community engagement platform at engage.vic.gov.au.
As noted in the response, further consideration is being given to Recommendation 5.8, which proposes an approach
to facilitating earlier and cheaper resolution of motor vehicle disputes.

Energy, environment and climate change
11 400.

MS DUNN — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change): In relation to the Review of Performance Targets for Bushfire Fuel Management on
Public Land completed by the Inspector-General for Emergency Management in May 2015, the
Government’s response to this review, released in November 2015 which indicated a change to ‘Risk
Based Management’, and current practices in the Tambo and Snowy River districts —
(1)
(2)
(3)

why is the new policy not currently being applied in East Gippsland;
is the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning implementing an area-based goal
and an asset protection model in tandem;
what pre-burn and post-burn assessments are being carried out to monitor effects on ecosystems,
habitat, fauna and flora, biodiversity and ecological vegetation communities.
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ANSWER:
The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP) is applying a ‘Risk-Based Approach’ to fire
management across Victoria. Under our integrated, risk-based approach, fuel management such as planned burning
is conducted in all parts of the landscape, including around towns and assets and in the back country.
The strategic reduction of fuels, via the implementation of a risk-based management policy, will ensure that the
likelihood of fires starting, spreading and impacting on people, property and environment is significantly decreased.
Modelling shows that we can significantly reduce risk through fuel management in remote areas. Knowing where
fires are likely to start means we can reduce fuel loads and stop small fires from building momentum and
spreading. This stops them from becoming major bushfires and gives our fire agencies greater opportunity to
control these fires before they impact our communities.
DELWP continues to report on the amount of fuel management it delivers, while also reporting on the risk reduced
as a result of these actions, and the impacts on our environment and communities.
As part of the fire operations planning process individual planned burns are assessed for flora and fauna values.
This helps to identify high ecological value sites so appropriate mechanisms can be put in place to ensure minimal
impact. Ecological monitoring is also undertaken post-burn, including the use of remote cameras to detect fauna to
confirm minimal impact on ecosystems, habitat, flora and fauna, biodiversity and ecological values.

Energy, environment and climate change
11 401.

MS DUNN — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change): In relation to the Review of Performance Targets for Bushfire Fuel Management on
Public Land completed by the Inspector-General for Emergency Management in May 2015, why are
mature and maturing forests that are in the process of becoming less fire-prone and areas of old growth
with rainforest gullies not excluded from planned burning.

ANSWER:
The minimisation of bushfire’s impact on human life is given priority over all other considerations in fuel reduction
for bushfire management on public land.
There is currently no scientific consensus that mature and maturing forests are becoming less fire prone.

Energy, environment and climate change
11 403.

MS DUNN — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change): What is being done to protect hollow-bearing habitat trees, protected by the Flora and
Fauna Guarantee Act 1988, during planned burns.

ANSWER:
The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP) has conducted research on the impact of
planned burning on hollow bearing trees to inform planning and operations.
A research report “Reducing the effect of planned burns on hollow bearing trees, Fire and Adaptive Management
Report No. 95” can be found on the DELWP website and has been shared widely within the organisation.
Following this research DELWP has continued to investigate the effectiveness and efficiency of the physical
removal of vegetation around the base of a tree using rake-hoes. The research indicates that rake-hoe intervention is
effective at the scale of individual trees, but is not a logistically feasible means of reducing impacts at the landscape
scale.
Hollow-bearing trees near a planned burn boundary are protected from burn ignition where possible, and the scale
and intensity of the planned burn is managed to minimise impact. However, planned burns can cover very large
areas, and hollow-bearing trees away the boundary are not always physically protected.
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Deliberate removal of hollow bearing trees can occur in some situations, if trees are assessed as a hazard to fire
fighter safety on the boundary of plan burn control lines or to infrastructure, such as powerlines and main access
roads through the forest. Where possible efforts are made to retain these trees, for example, by trimming to remove
the hazard.

Energy, environment and climate change
11 404.

MS DUNN — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change): In relation to the serious health effects of the smoke from planned burns on many
residents, such as those with reduced lung capacity and respiratory problems such as asthma, being
trivialized through instructions to stay indoors, even though the pollution may persist for weeks, why
are the Environment Protection Authority Victoria minimum requirements with regard to air pollution
ignored in this case.

ANSWER:
Forest Fire Management Victoria (FFMVic) considers the interests of sensitive communities and infrastructure
(such as age care facilities, hospitals, schools, roads, telecommunication facilities and other critical infrastructure
such as airports) during the planning, scheduling and delivery of planned burns.
This consideration must be in the context of ensuring all possible measures are taken to reduce the frequent and
potentially devastating consequences of bushfire. Planned burning, supported by other fuel management techniques
such as slashing, is the most effective mechanism to reduce the ever present bushfire risk in our fire adapted
ecosystems. Smoke impacts from bushfires can be far more devastating for communities than planned burns.
During the scheduling of planned burns, weather conditions are assessed to ensure the impact on communities and
infrastructure are minimised. This includes choosing conditions, wherever possible, such as wind direction, that
will carry the smoke away from the identified sensitivity.
Planned burning can only be undertaken safely and effectively when the weather conditions are stable and the fuel
moistures are suitable. It is during those stable weather patterns that smoke unfortunately does accumulate in some
communities, due to the lower wind strengths and reduced ventilation in the atmosphere.
FFMVic works with the Bureau of Meteorology to identify when there may be periods of smoke accumulation. A
smoke forecasting model is used to identify periods and locations of smoke accumulation and every practicable
step is taken to ensure Environment Protection Authority (EPA) minimum standards are met.
Planned burn notifications are undertaken to allow community members to undertake any necessary steps they may
need, should they have pre-existing medical conditions. The Department of Health and Human Services also
provide support to communities who are sensitive to the effects of smoke so that they can have effective plans in
place.
FFMVic is working actively with the EPA to improve risk communications with communities potentially impact
by smoke.

Energy, environment and climate change
11 405.

MS DUNN — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change): In relation to guests at accommodation establishments deciding to return home
prematurely as conditions were unbearable due to the smoke from planned burns, why are the interests
of tourism operators and the local economy not considered when implementing planned burns.

ANSWER:
Forest Fire Management Victoria (FFMVic) gives serious consideration to the interests of tourism operators and
the local economy during the planning, scheduling and delivery of planned burns.
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Individual business operators as well as regional and peak bodies (such as regional business and tourism boards in
Victoria) are engaged regularly so that FFMVic staff maintain awareness of significant local events and their
sensitivities, as well as upcoming burn delivery windows.
Wherever possible, burns are scheduled to reduce the impact on local events and peak tourism periods, and in every
instance where some impact may be possible effective notifications are provided, including a system where
operators can register for automatic notifications.
In Victoria, most school holidays and public holidays will only see quite limited and localised planned burning
delivery, hence the potential impacts are low. The main exception to this is during March and April, with the
occurrence of Easter and school holidays, and to a lesser extent Labour Day and Anzac Day public holidays.
Planned burning can only be undertaken safely and effectively when the weather conditions are stable and the fuel
moistures are suitable. The alignment of these critical components is usually during March and April, when periods
of stable weather and decreasing fire danger prevail, and fuel moistures are able to sustain appropriate fire
behaviour and spread.
It is not possible to defer all burns from this period and still deliver the required scale and extent of planned burning
to reduce bushfire risk to an appropriate level and maintain healthy and resilient ecosystems in our natural and built
environments. Hence some impact from planned burns must be expected during this priority period for burn
delivery, which will provide for reduced bushfire impacts and consequences in future years.

Public transport
11 407.

MS DUNN — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation to
the new timetable for tram routes 57, 58 and 59, tram drivers receiving abuse from passengers due to
delays or short-shunting, which from reports by drivers, did not occur prior to the changes and drivers
considering resigning and suffering anxiety due to the pressure and abuse from passengers, will the
Minister reinstate the previous timetable, which provided customers a better service and reduced the
stress and risk for tram drivers.

ANSWER:
The new tram Route 58 allows more passengers to connect with the west of the CBD and the hospital precinct, and
provides greater capacity for trams along the busy St Kilda Road/Swanston Street corridor.
To provide more room for passengers, larger trams and additional low-floor trams are being deployed to Route 58.
This allows passengers to use low-floor trams to access the hospital precinct for the first time. As with any new
timetable, we have been carefully monitoring service performance on Route 58. Public Transport Victoria (PTV)
and Yarra Trams will continue to monitor Route 58, and will work with VicRoads to investigate options to improve
performance and reduce the need for short shunting.
The 2017-18 State Budget provides for 50 additional tram services on routes 57, 59 and 58, and for additional
Parkville bus services to minimise disruptions that may occur because of the construction of the Metro Tunnel.
Driver safety is of utmost importance to PTV and Yarra Trams, and every effort is made to keep drivers safe.

Energy, environment and climate change
11 452.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change): In relation to the waste levy collected for the Environmental Protection Authority by
municipal councils in recent years, how much was collected by each of Victoria’s 79 municipalities in
the financial years —
(1)
(2)

2015-16 and
2016-17.
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ANSWER:
The total Municipal and Industrial levy cash collected in Victoria by the Environment Protection Authority was
$199.5 million in 2015/16 and $211.0 million in 2016/17.
These levies were collected directly from licenced landfill levy operators on a quarterly basis as permitted under the
Environment Protection Act 1970 rather than the municipal councils. The levy collected by the operator may relate
to municipal waste collected from many different municipalities. As such, a breakdown by each municipality is not
available as there is not a direct connection between the landfill levy operator and the 79 municipalities within
Victoria.

Energy, environment and climate change
11 453.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change): In relation to the waste levy collected for the Environmental Protection Authority by
municipal councils in recent years, how much is expected to be collected in each of Victoria’s 79
municipalities in the 2017-18 financial year.

ANSWER:
The total Municipal and Industrial levy cash collections in Victoria by the Environment Protection Authority for
2017/18 are estimated to be $208.3 million.
The methodology for the estimation incorporates total anticipated municipal and industrial tonnage across Victoria,
however, a breakdown by municipality is not available as EPA does not collect the levy directly from municipal
councils.

Energy, environment and climate change
11 454.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change): In relation to the waste levy collected for the Environmental Protection Authority by
municipal councils in recent years, what is the mean (average) impost amount collected from residential
ratepayers in each of Victoria’s 79 municipalities in the financial years —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2015-16;
2016-17; and
2017-18.

ANSWER:
Municipal and Industrial levies are collected directly from licenced landfill levy operators on a quarterly basis as
permitted under the Environment Protection Act 1970 rather than the municipal councils. The levy collected by the
operator may relate to municipal waste collected from many different municipalities.
As such, a breakdown by residential ratepayer for each municipality is not available as there is not a direct
connection between the landfill levy operator and the 79 municipalities within Victoria.

Energy, environment and climate change
11 455.

MR DAVIS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change): In relation to the waste levy collected for the Environmental Protection Authority by
municipal councils in recent years, what is the mean (average) impost amount collected from business
ratepayers in each of Victoria’s 79 municipalities in the financial years —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2015-16;
2016-17; and
2017-18.
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ANSWER:
Municipal and Industrial levies are collected directly from licenced landfill levy operators on a quarterly basis as
permitted under the Environment Protection Act 1970 rather than the municipal councils. The levy collected by the
operator may relate to municipal or industrial waste collected from many different municipalities.
As such, a breakdown by business ratepayer for each municipality is not available as there is not a direct
connection between the landfill levy operator and the 79 municipalities within Victoria.

Planning
11 460.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the
Minister for Planning): What consultation did the Government undertake with residents who are
affected by Ministerial Amendment GC48.

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government is committed to protecting the Yarra River from inappropriate development which
encroaches on the landscape and environmental values of the Yarra River corridor.
The Yarra River Protection Ministerial Advisory Committee recently (YRMAC) undertook extensive public
consultation to inform its recommendations relating to the future management and protection of the Yarra River.
Feedback from the 270 face-to-face conversations and more than 190 submissions, and numerous past processes,
have confirmed the community’s desire for stronger planning controls.
Amendment GC48 (the amendment) introduced 2 new interim planning controls replacing 11 inconsistent controls
found across 6 planning schemes which were developed in partnership with local government and a range of key
stakeholders.
These controls ensure that development outcomes are appropriate within the natural environment and enhance the
river environs for the benefit of current and future residents and visitors.
Interim planning controls were required immediately to manage current and ongoing development pressure in
accordance with state planning policy which recognises the Yarra River as a State significant natural asset.
An interim period of four years has been provided to allow sufficient time for:
– State and local government to consult with local communities and monitor the operation of the controls over a
period of time to determine whether further refinement and improvement is required;
– the establishment of new governance and management arrangements recommended by the YRMAC to have an
involvement in developing planning strategies as per government’s policy commitment; and
– exhibition of a full planning scheme amendment process to occur and the establishment of an independent
planning panel/advisory committee to review community submissions prior to final controls being introduced.
Transitional provisions have been included in all planning controls to ensure fairness and consistency in their
application.

Roads and road safety
11 462.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): Does VicRoads plan to do any upgrade or maintenance work on the bridge in Bridge Street,
Eltham.

ANSWER:
VicRoads advises me that it regularly inspects the bridge on Bridge Street in Eltham and recently inspected it in
February 2017. I understand that VicRoads observed that it is structurally in good condition and that no
maintenance or upgrade work is required.
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Agriculture
11 463.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: Does the Government propose to give
increased support to managing the impacts of feral animals in urban fringe areas such as Nillumbik,
which is experiencing a significant emerging problem with feral deer.

ANSWER:
There are currently six species of deer present in Victoria. These species are declared as game under the Wildlife
Act 1975, as they provide a valuable hunting resource for the community. The Minister for Energy, Environment
and Climate Change, through the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning, is responsible for the
management of wildlife.
The Andrews Labor government is committed to protecting Victoria from the negative impacts of invasive
animals, including deer, while maximising the benefits of safe, sustainable and responsible hunting. In 2016-17, the
Government allocated $5.3 million to support the development and delivery of the Sustainable Hunting Action Plan
2016-2020 to promote responsible game hunting in Victoria.
The plan seeks to maximise the benefits of hunting and game management by setting a clear strategic direction for
the sector and by improving coordination between government agencies and stakeholders. A deer management
strategy will be developed under the plan and will be released for public consultation.

Finance
11 478.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): How
many full time equivalent ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments
or agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2017.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Budget allocation of staff is reported as per past practice.
It is ironic that the member has asked fishing questions to Ministers including questions about female employment,
given the Coalition only has three women sitting on the front bench in each house of Parliament.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud to stand in contrast to the Coalition on its record of hiring and promoting
women into leadership positions.
This is demonstrated by our Government’s policy to ensure women are better represented on boards — with a
requirement of reaching 50 per cent representation. This pledge has increased the number of women appointed to
paid boards in Victoria from 38 per cent to over 50 per cent in just two years.
In addition, Victoria’s first female Minister for Agriculture Jaala Pulford announced funding from the 2017/2018
Victorian Budget to re-establish the much loved Victorian Rural Women’s Network. It speaks volumes that the
former Coalition Government cut this vital service.
Minister Neville, Victoria’s first female Minister for Police, recently honoured Madge Connor, Victoria’s first
policewoman, to recognise her role as a pioneer for women in the force. In 2017, Victoria Police is proud to have
more than 4000 women serving as police offices, and many more public servants, Protective Services Officers and
Police Custody Officers. A third of all police recruits are female and the current recruitment drive for 3135 new
police encourages women to sign up, as part the Labor Government’s push through the Community Safety
Statement to improve gender equality within Victoria Police.
These are just some of the many examples of our Labor Government’s commitment to pursuing the interests of all
Victorians.
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Energy, environment and climate change
11 480.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change): How many full time equivalent ministerial staff (including those
working on secondment from departments or agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as
of 1 July 2017.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Budget allocation of staff is reported as per past practice.
It is ironic that the member has asked fishing questions to Ministers including questions about female employment,
given the Coalition only has three women sitting on the front bench in each house of Parliament.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud to stand in contrast to the Coalition on its record of hiring and promoting
women into leadership positions.
This is demonstrated by our Government’s policy to ensure women are better represented on boards — with a
requirement of reaching 50 per cent representation. This pledge has increased the number of women appointed to
paid boards in Victoria from 38 per cent to over 50 per cent in just two years.
In addition, Victoria’s first female Minister for Agriculture Jaala Pulford announced funding from the 2017/2018
Victorian Budget to re-establish the much loved Victorian Rural Women’s Network. It speaks volumes that the
former Coalition Government cut this vital service.
Minister Neville, Victoria’s first female Minister for Police, recently honoured Madge Connor, Victoria’s first
policewoman, to recognise her role as a pioneer for women in the force. In 2017, Victoria Police is proud to have
more than 4000 women serving as police offices, and many more public servants, Protective Services Officers and
Police Custody Officers. A third of all police recruits are female and the current recruitment drive for 3135 new
police encourages women to sign up, as part the Labor Government’s push through the Community Safety
Statement to improve gender equality within Victoria Police.
These are just some of the many examples of our Labor Government’s commitment to pursuing the interests of all
Victorians.

Small business, innovation and trade
11 484.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade: How many
full time equivalent ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or
agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2017.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Budget allocation of staff is reported as per past practice.
It is ironic that the member has asked fishing questions to Ministers including questions about female employment,
given the Coalition only has three women sitting on the front bench in each house of Parliament.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud to stand in contrast to the Coalition on its record of hiring and promoting
women into leadership positions.
This is demonstrated by our Government’s policy to ensure women are better represented on boards — with a
requirement of reaching 50 per cent representation. This pledge has increased the number of women appointed to
paid boards in Victoria from 38 per cent to over 50 per cent in just two years.
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In addition, Victoria’s first female Minister for Agriculture Jaala Pulford announced funding from the 2017/2018
Victorian Budget to re-establish the much loved Victorian Rural Women’s Network. It speaks volumes that the
former Coalition Government cut this vital service.
Minister Neville, Victoria’s first female Minister for Police, recently honoured Madge Connor, Victoria’s first
policewoman, to recognise her role as a pioneer for women in the force. In 2017, Victoria Police is proud to have
more than 4000 women serving as police offices, and many more public servants, Protective Services Officers and
Police Custody Officers. A third of all police recruits are female and the current recruitment drive for 3135 new
police encourages women to sign up, as part the Labor Government’s push through the Community Safety
Statement to improve gender equality within Victoria Police.
These are just some of the many examples of our Labor Government’s commitment to pursuing the interests of all
Victorians.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
11 487.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade (for the
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): How many full time equivalent
ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies) were working
within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2017.

ANSWER:
Budget allocation of staff is reported as per past practice.
It is ironic that the member has asked fishing questions to Ministers including questions about female employment,
given the Coalition only has three women sitting on the front bench in each house of Parliament.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud to stand in contrast to the Coalition on its record of hiring and promoting
women into leadership positions.
This is demonstrated by our Government’s policy to ensure women are better represented on boards — with a
requirement of reaching 50 per cent representation. This pledge has increased the number of women appointed to
paid boards in Victoria from 38 per cent to over 50 per cent in just two years.
In addition, Victoria’s first female Minister for Agriculture Jaala Pulford announced funding from the 2017/2018
Victorian Budget to re-establish the much loved Victorian Rural Women’s Network. It speaks volumes that the
former Coalition Government cut this vital service.
Minister Neville, Victoria’s first female Minister for Police, recently honoured Madge Connor, Victoria’s first
policewoman, to recognise her role as a pioneer for women in the force. In 2017, Victoria Police is proud to have
more than 4000 women serving as police offices, and many more public servants, Protective Services Officers and
Police Custody Officers. A third of all police recruits are female and the current recruitment drive for 3135 new
police encourages women to sign up, as part the Labor Government’s push through the Community Safety
Statement to improve gender equality within Victoria Police.
These are just some of the many examples of our Labor Government’s commitment to pursuing the interests of all
Victorians.

Finance
11 500.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): How
many female ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies)
were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2017.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Budget allocation of staff is reported as per past practice.
It is ironic that the member has asked fishing questions to Ministers including questions about female employment,
given the Coalition only has three women sitting on the front bench in each house of Parliament.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud to stand in contrast to the Coalition on its record of hiring and promoting
women into leadership positions.
This is demonstrated by our Government’s policy to ensure women are better represented on boards — with a
requirement of reaching 50 per cent representation. This pledge has increased the number of women appointed to
paid boards in Victoria from 38 per cent to over 50 per cent in just two years.
In addition, Victoria’s first female Minister for Agriculture Jaala Pulford announced funding from the 2017/2018
Victorian Budget to re-establish the much loved Victorian Rural Women’s Network. It speaks volumes that the
former Coalition Government cut this vital service.
Minister Neville, Victoria’s first female Minister for Police, recently honoured. Madge Connor, Victoria’s first
policewoman, to recognise her role as a pioneer for women in the force. In 2017, Victoria Police is proud to have
more than 4000 women serving as police offices, and many more public servants, Protective Services Officers and
Police Custody Officers. A third of all police recruits are female and the current recruitment drive for 3135 new
police encourages women to sign up, as part the Labor Government’s push through the Community Safety
Statement to improve gender equality within Victoria Police.
These are just some of the many examples of our Labor Government’s commitment to pursuing the interests of all
Victorians.

Energy, environment and climate change
11 502.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change): How many female ministerial staff (including those working on
secondment from departments or agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July
2017.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Budget allocation of staff is reported as per past practice.
It is ironic that the member has asked fishing questions to Ministers including questions about female employment,
given the Coalition only has three women sitting on the front bench in each house of Parliament.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud to stand in contrast to the Coalition on its record of hiring and promoting
women into leadership positions.
This is demonstrated by our Government’s policy to ensure women are better represented on boards — with a
requirement of reaching 50 per cent representation. This pledge has increased the number of women appointed to
paid boards in Victoria from 38 per cent to over 50 per cent in just two years.
In addition, Victoria’s first female Minister for Agriculture Jaala Pulford announced funding from the 2017/2018
Victorian Budget to re-establish the much loved Victorian Rural Women’s Network. It speaks volumes that the
former Coalition Government cut this vital service.
Minister Neville, Victoria’s first female Minister for Police, recently honoured Madge Connor, Victoria’s first
policewoman, to recognise her role as a pioneer for women in the force. In 2017, Victoria Police is proud to have
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more than 4000 women serving as police offices, and many more public servants, Protective Services Officers and
Police Custody Officers. A third of all police recruits are female and the current recruitment drive for 3135 new
police encourages women to sign up, as part the Labor Government’s push through the Community Safety
Statement to improve gender equality within Victoria Police.
These are just some of the many examples of our Labor Government’s commitment to pursuing the interests of all
Victorians.

Small business, innovation and trade
11 507.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade: How many
female ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies) were
working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2017.

ANSWER:
Please see answer to Question number 11484.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
11 510.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade (for the
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): How many female ministerial staff
(including those working on secondment from departments or agencies) were working within your
ministerial office, as of 1 July 2017.

ANSWER:
Budget allocation of staff is reported as per past practice.
It is ironic that the member has asked fishing questions to Ministers including questions about female employment,
given the Coalition only has three women sitting on the front bench in each house of Parliament.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud to stand in contrast to the Coalition on its record of hiring and promoting
women into leadership positions.
This is demonstrated by our Government’s policy to ensure women are better represented on boards — with a
requirement of reaching 50 per cent representation. This pledge has increased the number of women appointed to
paid boards in Victoria from 38 per cent to over 50 per cent in just two years.
In addition, Victoria’s first female Minister for Agriculture Jaala Pulford announced funding from the 2017/2018
Victorian Budget to re-establish the much loved Victorian Rural Women’s Network. It speaks volumes that the
former Coalition Government cut this vital service.
Minister Neville, Victoria’s first female Minister for Police, recently honoured Madge Connor, Victoria’s first
policewoman, to recognise her role as a pioneer for women in the force. In 2017, Victoria Police is proud to have
more than 4000 women serving as police offices, and many more public servants, Protective Services Officers and
Police Custody Officers. A third of all police recruits are female and the current recruitment drive for 3135 new
police encourages women to sign up, as part the Labor Government’s push through the Community Safety
Statement to improve gender equality within Victoria Police.
These are just some of the many examples of our Labor Government’s commitment to pursuing the interests of all
Victorians.

Finance
11 523.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): How
many full time equivalent ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments
or agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2016.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Wednesday, 6 September 2017

COUNCIL

4701

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Budget allocation of staff is reported as per past practice.
It is ironic that the member has asked fishing questions to Ministers including questions about female employment,
given the Coalition only has three women sitting on the front bench in each house of Parliament.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud to stand in contrast to the Coalition on its record of hiring and promoting
women into leadership positions.
This is demonstrated by our Government’s policy to ensure women are better represented on boards — with a
requirement of reaching 50 per cent representation. This pledge has increased the number of women appointed to
paid boards in Victoria from 38 per cent to over 50 per cent in just two years.
In addition, Victoria’s first female Minister for Agriculture Jaala Pulford announced funding from the 2017/2018
Victorian Budget to re-establish the much loved Victorian Rural Women’s Network. It speaks volumes that the
former Coalition Government cut this vital service.
Minister Neville, Victoria’s first female Minister for Police, recently honoured Madge Connor, Victoria’s first
policewoman, to recognise her role as a pioneer for women in the force. In 2017, Victoria Police is proud to have
more than 4000 women serving’ s police offices, and many more public servants, Protective Services Officers and
Police Custody Officers. A third of all police recruits are female and the current recruitment drive for 3135 new
police encourages women to sign up, as part the Labor Government’s push through the Community Safety
Statement to improve gender equality within Victoria Police.
These are just some of the many examples of our Labor Government’s commitment to pursuing the interests of all
Victorians.

Energy, environment and climate change
11 525.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change): How many full time equivalent ministerial staff (including those
working on secondment from departments or agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as
of 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Budget allocation of staff is reported as per past practice.
It is ironic that the member has asked fishing questions to Ministers including questions about female employment,
given the Coalition only has three women sitting on the front bench in each house of Parliament.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud to stand in contrast to the Coalition on its record of hiring and promoting
women into leadership positions.
This is demonstrated by our Government’s policy to ensure women are better represented on boards — with a
requirement of reaching 50 per cent representation. This pledge has increased the number of women appointed to
paid boards in Victoria from 38 per cent to over 50 per cent in just two years.
In addition, Victoria’s first female Minister for Agriculture Jaala Pulford announced funding from the 2017/2018
Victorian Budget to re-establish the much loved Victorian Rural Women’s Network. It speaks volumes that the
former Coalition Government cut this vital service.
Minister Neville, Victoria’s first female Minister for Police, recently honoured Madge Connor, Victoria’s first
policewoman, to recognise her role as a pioneer for women in the force. In 2017, Victoria Police is proud to have
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more than 4000 women serving as police offices, and many more public servants, Protective Services Officers and
Police Custody Officers. A third of all police recruits are female and the current recruitment drive for 3135 new
police encourages women to sign up, as part the Labor Government’s push through the Community Safety
Statement to improve gender equality within Victoria Police.
These are just some of the many examples of our Labor Government’s commitment to pursuing the interests of all
Victorians.

Small business, innovation and trade
11 529.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade: How many
full time equivalent ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or
agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
Please see answer to Question number 11507.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
11 532.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade (for the
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): How many full time equivalent
ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies) were working
within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
Budget allocation of staff is reported as per past practice.
It is ironic that the member has asked fishing questions to Ministers including questions about female employment,
given the Coalition only has three women sitting on the front bench in each house of Parliament.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud to stand in contrast to the Coalition on its record of hiring and promoting
women into leadership positions.
This is demonstrated by our Government’s policy to ensure women are better represented on boards — with a
requirement of reaching 50 per cent representation. This pledge has increased the number of women appointed to
paid boards in Victoria from 38 per cent to over 50 per cent in just two years.
In addition, Victoria’s first female Minister for Agriculture Jaala Pulford announced funding from the 2017/2018
Victorian Budget to re-establish the much loved Victorian Rural Women’s Network. It speaks volumes that the
former Coalition Government cut this vital service.
Minister Neville, Victoria’s first female Minister for Police, recently honoured Madge Connor, Victoria’s first
policewoman, to recognise her role as a pioneer for women in the force. In 2017, Victoria Police is proud to have
more than 4000 women serving as police offices, and many more public servants, Protective Services Officers and
Police Custody Officers. A third of all police recruits are female and the current recruitment drive for 3135 new
police encourages women to sign up, as part the Labor Government’s push through the Community Safety
Statement to improve gender equality within Victoria Police.
These are just some of the many examples of our Labor Government’s commitment to pursuing the interests of all
Victorians.

Finance
11 545.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): How
many female ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies)
were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2016.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Budget allocation of staff is reported as per past practice.
It is ironic that the member has asked fishing questions to Ministers including questions about female employment,
given the Coalition only has three women sitting on the front bench in each house of Parliament.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud to stand in contrast to the Coalition on its record of hiring and promoting
women into leadership positions.
This is demonstrated by our Government’s policy to ensure women are better represented on boards — with a
requirement of reaching 50 per cent representation. This pledge has increased the number of women appointed to
paid boards in Victoria from 38 per cent to over 50 per cent in just two years.
In addition, Victoria’s first female Minister for Agriculture Jaala Pulford announced funding from the 2017/2018
Victorian Budget to re-establish the much loved Victorian Rural Women’s Network. It speaks volumes that the
former Coalition Government cut this vital service.
Minister Neville, Victoria’s first female Minister for Police, recently honoured Madge Connor, Victoria’s first
policewoman, to recognise her role as a pioneer for women in the force. In 2017, Victoria Police is proud to have
more than 4000 women serving as police offices, and many more public servants, Protective Services Officers and
Police Custody Officers. A third of all police recruits are female and the current recruitment drive for 3135 new
police encourages women to sign up, as part the Labor Government’s push through the Community Safety
Statement to improve gender equality within Victoria Police.
These are just some of the many examples of our Labor Government’s commitment to pursuing the interests of all
Victorians.

Energy, environment and climate change
11 547.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change): How many female ministerial staff (including those working on
secondment from departments or agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July
2016.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Budget allocation of staff is reported as per past practice.
It is ironic that the member has asked fishing questions to Ministers including questions about female employment,
given the Coalition only has three women sitting on the front bench in each house of Parliament.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud to stand in contrast to the Coalition on its record of hiring and promoting
women into leadership positions.
This is demonstrated by our Government’s policy to ensure women are better represented on boards — with a
requirement of reaching 50 per cent representation. This pledge has increased the number of women appointed to
paid boards in Victoria from 38 per cent to over 50 per cent in just two years.
In addition, Victoria’s’ first female Minister for Agriculture Jaala Pulford announced funding from the 2017/2018
Victorian Budget to re-establish the much loved Victorian Rural Women’s Network. It speaks volumes that the
former Coalition Government cut this vital service.
Minister Neville, Victoria’s first female Minister for Police, recently honoured Madge Connor, Victoria’s first
policewoman, to recognise her role as a pioneer for women in the force. In 2017, Victoria Police is proud to have
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more than 4000 women serving as police offices, and many more public servants, Protective Services Officers and
Police Custody Officers. A third of all police recruits are female and the current recruitment drive for 3135 new
police encourages women to sign up, as part the Labor Government’s push through the Community Safety
Statement to improve gender equality within Victoria Police.
These are just some of the many examples of our Labor Government’s commitment to pursuing the interests of all
Victorians.

Small business, innovation and trade
11 551.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade: How many
female ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies) were
working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
Please see answer to Question number 11529.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
11 554.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade (for the
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): How many female ministerial staff
(including those working on secondment from departments or agencies) were working within your
ministerial office, as of 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
Budget allocation of staff is reported as per past practice.
It is ironic that the member has asked fishing questions to Ministers including questions about female employment,
given the Coalition only has three women sitting on the front bench in each house of Parliament.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud to stand in contrast to the Coalition on its record of hiring and promoting
women into leadership positions.
This is demonstrated by our Government’s policy to ensure women are better represented on boards — with a
requirement of reaching 50 per cent representation. This pledge has increased the number of women appointed to
paid boards in Victoria from 38 per cent to over 50 per cent in just two years.
In addition, Victoria’s first female Minister for Agriculture Jaala Pulford announced funding from the 2017/2018
Victorian Budget to re-establish the much loved Victorian Rural Women’s Network. It speaks volumes that the
former Coalition Government cut this vital service.
Minister Neville, Victoria’s first female Minister for Police, recently honoured Madge Connor, Victoria’s first
policewoman, to recognise her role as a pioneer for women in the force. In 2017, Victoria Police is proud to have
more than 4000 women serving as police offices, and many more public servants, Protective Services Officers and
Police Custody Officers. A third of all police recruits are female and the current recruitment drive for 3135 new
police encourages women to sign up, as part the Labor Government’s push through the Community Safety
Statement to improve gender equality within Victoria Police.
These are just some of the many examples of our Labor Government’s commitment to pursuing the interests of all
Victorians.

Finance
11 567.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): How
many new employees commenced work within your ministerial office (including those working on
secondment from departments or agencies) between 1 July 2015 and 1 July 2016.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Budget allocation of staff is reported as per past practice.
It is ironic that the member has asked fishing questions to Ministers including questions about female employment,
given the Coalition only has three women sitting on the front bench in each house of Parliament.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud to stand in contrast to the Coalition on its record of hiring and promoting
women into leadership positions.
This is demonstrated by our Government’s policy to ensure women are better represented on boards — with a
requirement of reaching 50 per cent representation. This pledge has increased the number of women appointed to
paid boards in Victoria from 38 per cent to over 50 per cent in just two years.
In addition, Victoria’s first female Minister for Agriculture Jaala Pulford announced funding from the 2017/2018
Victorian Budget to re-establish the much loved Victorian Rural Women’s Network. It speaks volumes that the
former Coalition Government cut this vital service.
Minister Neville, Victoria’s first female Minister for Police, recently honoured Madge Connor, Victoria’s first
policewoman, to recognise her role as a pioneer for women in the force. In 2017, Victoria Police is proud to have
more than 4000 women serving as police offices, and many more public servants, Protective Services Officers and
Police Custody Officers. A third of all police recruits are female and the current recruitment drive for 3135 new
police encourages women to sign up, as part the Labor Government’s push through the Community Safety
Statement to improve gender equality within Victoria Police.
These are just some of the many examples of our Labor Government’s commitment to pursuing the interests of all
Victorians.

Energy, environment and climate change
11 569.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change): How many new employees commenced work within your
ministerial office (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies) between
1 July 2015 and 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Budget allocation of staff is reported as per past practice.
It is ironic that the member has asked fishing questions to Ministers including questions about female employment,
given the Coalition only has three women sitting on the front bench in each house of Parliament.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud to stand in contrast to the Coalition on its record of hiring and promoting
women into leadership positions.
This is demonstrated by our Government’s policy to ensure women are better represented on boards — with a
requirement of reaching 50 per cent representation. This pledge has increased the number of women appointed to
paid boards in Victoria from 38 per cent to over 50 per cent in just two years.
In addition, Victoria’s first female Minister for Agriculture Jaala Pulford announced funding from the 2017/2018
Victorian Budget to re-establish the much loved Victorian Rural Women’s Network. It speaks volumes that the
former Coalition Government cut this vital service.
Minister Neville, Victoria’s first female Minister for Police, recently honoured Madge Connor, Victoria’s first
policewoman, to recognise her role as a pioneer for women in the force. In 2017, Victoria Police is proud to have
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more than 4000 women serving as police offices, and many more public servants, Protective Services Officers and
Police Custody Officers. A third of all police recruits are female and the current recruitment drive for 3135 new
police encourages women to sign up, as part the Labor Government’s push through the Community Safety
Statement to improve gender equality within Victoria Police.
These are just some of the many examples of our Labor Government’s commitment to pursuing the interests of all
Victorians.

Small business, innovation and trade
11 573.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade: How many
new employees commenced work within your ministerial office (including those working on
secondment from departments or agencies) between 1 July 2015 and 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
Please see answer to Question number 11551.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
11 576.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade (for the
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): How many new employees
commenced work within your ministerial office (including those working on secondment from
departments or agencies) between 1 July 2015 and 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
Budget allocation of staff is reported as per past practice.
It is ironic that the member has asked fishing questions to Ministers including questions about female employment,
given the Coalition only has three women sitting on the front bench in each house of Parliament.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud to stand in contrast to the Coalition on its record of hiring and promoting
women into leadership positions.
This is demonstrated by our Government’s policy to ensure women are better represented on boards — with a
requirement of reaching 50 per cent representation. This pledge has increased the number of women appointed to
paid boards in Victoria from 38 per cent to over 50 per cent in just two years.
In addition, Victoria’s first female Minister for Agriculture Jaala Pulford announced funding from the 2017/2018
Victorian Budget to re-establish the much loved Victorian Rural Women’s Network. It speaks volumes that the
former Coalition Government cut this vital service.
Minister Neville, Victoria’s first female Minister for Police, recently honoured Madge Connor, Victoria’s first
policewoman, to recognise her role as a pioneer for women in the force. In 2017, Victoria Police is proud to have
more than 4000 women serving as police offices, and many more public servants, Protective Services Officers and
Police Custody Officers. A third of all police recruits are female and the current recruitment drive for 3135 new
police encourages women to sign up, as part the Labor Government’s push through the Community Safety
Statement to improve gender equality within Victoria Police.
These are just some of the many examples of our Labor Government’s commitment to pursuing the interests of all
Victorians.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Thursday, 7 September 2017

COUNCIL

4707

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Council.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
Headings reflect the portfolio of the minister answering the question.

Thursday, 7 September 2017
Police
11 064.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Minister for Police): In Victoria,
payment of toll road fines is enforced through the criminal justice system, rather than through a civil
debt recovery system —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)

how much revenue is generated by the payment of toll infringements;
how much does the state spend on penalising non-payment of tolls through the issuing of
infringements and their enforcement;
what percentage of Sheriffs Officers’ time is spent dealing with people who have toll
infringements;
what percentage of the Magistrates’ Court time is spent hearing toll offences;
what percentage of government-funded legal assistance services’ time is spent providing casework
and representation to clients with toll fines;
what percentage of the Infringements Court’s time is spent administering and determining toll
infringements;
what percentage of Victoria Police’s time is spent issuing, reviewing and prosecuting toll
offences; and
will the Government calculate the cost of enforcing road tolls through the criminal justice system
before agreeing to extend the collection of CityLink tolls.

ANSWER:
As reported in 2017-18 Budget Paper 5, page 167, for the 2016-17 financial year, revenue from toll road evasion
fines was reported as $171 million, and for the 2017-18 financial year it was $169 million.
No data is retained on the state’s spend on penalising non-payment of tolls through the issuing of infringements and
their enforcement, nor is data recorded on the time spent dealing with tolling infringements by Victoria Police, or
Sheriff’s Officers.
Matters relating to the Magistrates’ Court, the Infringements Court, and legal assistance services should be directed
to the Attorney-General as the responsible Minister, and I understand you have also directed this question to him.
Negotiations and legislation in relation to the West Gate Tunnel fall within portfolio responsibilities of the
Treasurer and should be directed to him.
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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.

Friday, 8 September 2017
Families and children
11 252.

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 March 2017, how many children were living in —
(1)
(2)
(3)

Residential care;
Foster care; and
Kinship care.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data relating to the number of children and young people in out of home care, including by quarter, is available on
the Department’s website.
In March 2015, the Andrews Labor Government announced $43 million for Targeted Care Packages which aim to
move children out of residential care and into home-based care.
A further $19 million was allocated in October 2015 with a view to preventing children and young people coming
into residential care in the first place. The 2017-18 budget allocated $17.3 million in funding for a further
100 Targeted Care Packages.
As at 30 June 2017, 386 young people have moved from residential care into home-based care and are now with
foster carers, extended family or their parents.

Families and children
11 264.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to unallocated cases in
child protection, as at 31 March 2017, how many Indigenous children in child protection did not have a
cultural case plan.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to keeping Aboriginal children in out of Home Care connected to
their culture, that is why we provided $16.5 million in the 2016-17 budget to better support Aboriginal children and
families, including a stronger focus on the recruitment of Aboriginal carers. This included an additional
$5.33 million over two years to support the implementation of a new model of cultural planning. This includes an
on-line portal and the employment of a state-wide co-ordinator and 18 cultural planners who will deliver quality
cultural plans for vulnerable Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander children in out-of-home care, with a focus on
culturally appropriate placements.
All children whose cases are substantiated by child protection are overseen by a senior child protection worker. As
such, there is always someone responsible for ensuring the needs of vulnerable children and young people in the
system are met.
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In the 2017-18 Budget, this government provided funding to further implement section 18 of the Children Youth
and Families Act 2005.
Previously, this government has provided the following:
– an investment of $5.29 million over two years to enhance the recruitment of, and support provided to,
Aboriginal kinship and foster carers through: a local grassroots Aboriginal foster care recruitment campaign by
Aboriginal organisations; providing local support for Aboriginal kinship and foster carers; 88 additional
Aboriginal kinship care cases being contracted to local agencies for case management.
– an additional $3.608 million over two years to increase the capacity of the Aboriginal Child Specialist Advice
and Support Service (ACSASS).
– $880 000 to progress section 18.
– $880 000 for a transition team that will implement a strategy to transition support services for Aboriginal
children and young people who are involved in child protection to Aboriginal organisations
– $687 000 to improve access to Targeted Care Packages for Aboriginal children and young people
– $340 000 for a Return to Country program to help Aboriginal children in care stay connected to their culture
– $220 000 to provide more support to Aboriginal children and young people leaving care

Corrections
11 429.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many prisoners escaped prison
custody in the 2016-17 financial year.

ANSWER:
This data will be reported publicly in the forthcoming Department of Justice and Regulation Annual Report for
2016-17, which is due for release later this year.

Corrections
11 430.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many cells at the Melbourne
Assessment Prison are not compliant with the Corrections Building Design Review Project.

ANSWER:
I am advised that there are two accommodation units that are not yet compliant. Extensive work for the remaining
units is scheduled to begin next year.

Corrections
11 431.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many microwaves in the male prison
system were supplied for use in cellular accommodation during Ramadan in —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2015;
2016; and
2017.

ANSWER:
I am advised that this information is not able to be systematically extracted from available databases, other than by
a manual search of individual records. With this in mind, it would be an unreasonable burden on the Department’s
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time and would require an unnecessary diversion of Departmental resources as pursuant to Legislative Council
Standing Order 8.12.3.
The practice of providing prisoners who are participating in Ramadan with microwaves in their cells to heat their
meals after sunset has been in place for approximately a decade, particularly in those facilities that have an early
Iockdown or restricted regimes.

Corrections
11 432.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many microwaves in the female
prison system were supplied for use in cellular accommodation during Ramadan in —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2015;
2016; and
2017.

ANSWER:
I am advised that this information is not able to be systematically extracted from available databases, other than by
a 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.
The practice of providing prisoners who are participating in Ramadan with microwaves in their cells to heat their
meals after sunset has been in place for approximately a decade, particularly in those facilities that have an early
lockdown or restricted regimes.

Corrections
11 433.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many microwaves were bought for
use in cellular accommodation during Ramadan in —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2015;
2016; and
2017.

ANSWER:
I am advised that this information is not able to be systematically extracted from available databases, other than by
a 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.
The practice of providing prisoners who are participating in Ramadan with microwaves in their cells to heat their
meals after sunset has been in place for approximately a decade, particularly in those facilities that have an early
lockdown or restricted regimes.

Corrections
11 434.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many used microwaves were
supplied for use in cellular accommodation during Ramadan in —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2015;
2016; and
2017.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that this information is not able to be systematically extracted from available databases, other than by
a 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.
The practice of providing prisoners who are participating in Ramadan with microwaves in their cells to heat their
meals after sunset has been in place for approximately a decade, particularly in those facilities that have an early
lockdown or restricted regimes.

Corrections
11 435.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: What was the total cost to purchase
microwaves for use in cellular accommodation during Ramadan in —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2015;
2016; and
2017.

ANSWER:
I am advised that this information is not able to be systematically extracted from available databases, other than by
a 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.
The practice of providing prisoners who are participating in Ramadan with microwaves in their cells to heat their
meals after sunset has been in place for approximately a decade, particularly in those facilities that have an early
lockdown or restricted regimes.

Corrections
11 436.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: What was the total cost for the provision
of specialised food supplied to those prisoners observing Ramadan in —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2015;
2016; and
2017.

ANSWER:
I am advised that this information is not able to be systematically extracted from available databases, other than by
a 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
11 437.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many new prison officers were
employed by Corrections Victoria in the following periods —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2015;
2016; and
1 January 2017 to 30 June 2017.
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ANSWER:
Information regarding the number and classification of Corrections Victoria staff can be found in the Department of
Justice and Regulation Annual Report.

Corrections
11 438.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many prison officers left
employment with Corrections Victoria in the following periods —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2015;
2016; and
1 January 2017 to 30 June 2017.

ANSWER:
I have previously provided advice on the number of prison officers who left employment with the Department of
Justice and Regulation for 2015 and 2016 (refer to Question on Notice 11291).
I can also advise that between 1 January 2017 and 30 June 2017, 88 prison officers left their employment with the
Department.
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 reforms.

Corrections
11 441.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many deaths in custody were there in
the 2016-17 financial year.

ANSWER:
This data will be reported publicly in the forthcoming Department of Justice and Regulation Annual Report for
2016-17, which is due for release later this year.

Corrections
11 442.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many perimeter wall breaches were
there in the Victorian corrections system during —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2015;
2016; and
1 January 2017 to 30 June 2017.

ANSWER:
This data is reported publicly in the Department of Justice and Regulation Annual Reports.

Corrections
11 443.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many drug overdoses were there in
the Victorian corrections system during —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2015;
2016; and
1 January 2017 to 30 June 2017.
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ANSWER:
‘Drug overdoses’ is a generalised and colloquial description of occurrences where people have taken an excessive
amount of drugs which can have a range of outcomes including intoxication or even death.
While prisons record all incidents where prisoners are observed to be affected by drugs, there is no discrete
recording process for ‘drug overdoses’.

Corrections
11 444.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many WorkCover claims were made
by prison officers during —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2015;
2016; and
1 January 2017 to 30 June 2017.

ANSWER:
I am advised that the number of WorkCover claims made by custodial staff in public prisons are as follows:
– 273 in 2015;
– 242 in 2016; and
– 130 between 1 January 2017 and 30 June 2017.
The welfare and safety of staff are of the highest priority.
Staff have the opportunity of making a claim for workplace injuries through WorkCover, and if an absence from
work is necessary, prison management will work with staff and the WorkCover authorities on a suitable
return-to-work plan.
Following a major or traumatic incident in prison, staff are debriefed, and are encouraged to access the Employee
Assistance Program, which provides free and confidential counselling.

Corrections
11 445.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many sexual harassment claims were
made by prison officers during —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2015;
2016; and
1 January 2017 to 30 June 2017.

ANSWER:
I am advised that complaints that have proceeded to formal investigations were as follows:
– 8 in 2015;
– 3 in 2016;
– 5 between 1 January 2017 and 30 June 2017.
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Corrections
11 446.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many prison officers were sexually
assaulted during —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2015;
2016; and
1 January 2017 to 30 June 2017.

ANSWER:
This question requests data on proven cases of sexual assault against prison officers and therefore should be
referred to the Minister for Police.

Corrections
11 447.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many prisoners were physically
assaulted during —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2015;
2016; and
1 January 2017 to 30 June 2017.

ANSWER:
I am advised that a search of prison incident records has found:
– 1423 allegations of assault on prisoners by prisoners in 2015;
– 1952 in 2016; and
– 1109 between 1 January 2017 and 30 June 2017.
It is important to note that the severity of these incidents is very wide ranging, including assaults where prisoners
are not injured (e.g. shoving or bumping), to assaults where prisoners receive injuries requiring medical treatment. I
am advised that the vast majority of prisoner assaults are minor in nature.

Corrections
11 448.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many prison officers were physically
assaulted during —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2015;
2016; and
1 January 2017 to 30 June 2017.

ANSWER:
The safety of all prison staff is of the highest priority. This Government has a zero tolerance stance towards
occupational violence. That’s why the Andrews Government passed laws in May 2016 to ensure that correctional
officers are considered in the same way as other emergency services workers when assaulted in the course of
carrying out their job.
All assaults are referred to Victoria Police for investigation.
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I am advised that a search of prison incident records has found:
– 335 allegations of physical assault on staff by prisoners in 2015;
– 359 in 2016; and
– 165 between 1 January 2017 and 30 June 2017.

Corrections
11 449.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many hours of work associated with
Prison Industries occurred inside the Victorian corrections system during —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2015;
2016; and
1 January 2017 to 30 June 2017.

ANSWER:
I am advised that this information is not able to be systematically extracted from available databases, other than by
a 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.
However, I can advise that in accordance with the Corrections Regulations 2009, prisoners are required to work or
participate in educational, treatment or rehabilitation programs for 30 hours per week (6 hours per day), unless they
are on remand (who may in fact work if they choose to), unable to work due to illness, disability or age, or if they
are accommodated in a restricted regime.
Work and training undertaken in prison is important for prisoners to gain skills to assist them to gain employment
upon release; it provides structured engagement during their imprisonment; and the range of community work and
environmental projects at prisons provides prisoners an opportunity to repay their debt to the community.

Corrections
11 450.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many prisoners refused to participate
in work programs (Prison Industries) in the Victorian corrections system during —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2015;
2016; and
1 January 2017 to 30 June 2017.

ANSWER:
I am advised that this information is not able to be systematically extracted from available databases, other than by
a 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
11 451.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: How many hours of external community
work have been conducted as part of Landmate and other programs by prisoners in the Victorian
corrections system during —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2015;
2016; and
1 January 2017 to 30 June 2017.
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ANSWER:
Data on Landmate community work is not able to be systematically extracted for calendar year. Nevertheless, I am
advised that:
– 499 days of Landmate work were completed in 2015/16 financial year; and
– 704 days of Landmate work were completed in 2016/17 financial year.

Training and skills
11 457.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills: When will details of the initial
learning programs for the Banyule-Nillumbik Tech School be finalised and made available to potential
students.

ANSWER:
Learning programs and curriculum related matters for Tech Schools in Victoria are a matter for the Minister for
Education.

Training and skills
11 458.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills: How many students are
anticipated to enrol in the Banyule-Nillumbik Tech School when it opens next year.

ANSWER:
Enrolment projections for Tech Schools in Victoria are a matter for the Minister of Education.

Training and skills
11 492.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills: How many full time equivalent
ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies) were working
within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2017.

ANSWER:
Budget allocation of staff is reported as per past practice.
It is ironic that the member has asked fishing questions to Ministers including questions about female employment,
given the Coalition only has three women sitting on the front bench in each house of Parliament.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud to stand in contrast to the Coalition on its record of hiring and promoting
women into leadership positions.
This is demonstrated by our Government’s policy to ensure women are better represented on boards — with a
requirement of reaching 50 per cent representation. This pledge has increased the number of women appointed to
paid boards in Victoria from 38 per cent to over 50 per cent in just two years.
In addition, Victoria’s first female Minister for Agriculture Jaala Pulford announced funding from the 2017/2018
Victorian Budget to re-establish the much loved Victorian Rural Women’s Network. It speaks volumes that the
former Coalition Government cut this vital service.
Minister Neville, Victoria’s first female Minister for Police, recently honoured Madge Connor, Victoria’s first
policewoman, to recognise her role as a pioneer for women in the force. In 2017, Victoria Police is proud to have
more than 4000 women serving as police offices, and many more public servants, Protective Services Officers and
Police Custody Officers. A third of all police recruits are female and the current recruitment drive for 3135 new
police encourages women to sign up, as part the Labor Government’s push through the Community Safety
Statement to improve gender equality within Victoria Police.
These are just some of the many examples of our Labor Government’s commitment to pursuing the interests of all
Victorians.
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Training and skills
11 515.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills: How many female ministerial
staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies) were working within your
ministerial office, as of 1 July 2017.

ANSWER:
Budget allocation of staff is reported as per past practice.
It is ironic that the member has asked fishing questions to Ministers including questions about female employment,
given the Coalition only has three women sitting on the front bench in each house of Parliament.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud to stand in contrast to the Coalition on its record of hiring and promoting
women into leadership positions.
This is demonstrated by our Government’s policy to ensure women are better represented on boards — with a
requirement of reaching 50 per cent representation. This pledge has increased the number of women appointed to
paid boards in Victoria from 38 per cent to over 50 per cent in just two years.
In addition, Victoria’s first female Minister for Agriculture Jaala Pulford announced funding from the 2017/2018
Victorian Budget to re-establish the much loved Victorian Rural Women’s Network. It speaks volumes that the
former Coalition Government cut this vital service.
Minister Neville, Victoria’s first female Minister for Police, recently honoured Madge Connor, Victoria’s first
policewoman, to recognise her role as a pioneer for women in the force. In 2017, Victoria Police is proud to have
more than 4000 women serving as police offices, and many more public servants, Protective Services Officers and
Police Custody Officers. A third of all police recruits are female and the current recruitment drive for 3135 new
police encourages women to sign up, as part the Labor Government’s push through the Community Safety
Statement to improve gender equality within Victoria Police.
These are just some of the many examples of our Labor Government’s commitment to pursuing the interests of all
Victorians.

Training and skills
11 537.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills: How many full time equivalent
ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies) were working
within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
Budget allocation of staff is reported as per past practice.
It is ironic that the member has asked fishing questions to Ministers including questions about female employment,
given the Coalition only has three women sitting on the front bench in each house of Parliament.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud to stand in contrast to the Coalition on its record of hiring and promoting
women into leadership positions.
This is demonstrated by our Government’s policy to ensure women are better represented on boards — with a
requirement of reaching 50 per cent representation. This pledge has increased the number of women appointed to
paid boards in Victoria from 38 per cent to over 50 per cent in just two years.
In addition, Victoria’s first female Minister for Agriculture Jaala Pulford announced funding from the 2017/2018
Victorian Budget to re-establish the much loved Victorian Rural Women’s Network. It speaks volumes that the
former Coalition Government cut this vital service.
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Minister Neville, Victoria’s first female Minister for Police, recently honoured Madge Connor, Victoria’s first
policewoman, to recognise her role as a pioneer for women in the force. In 2017, Victoria Police is proud to have
more than 4000 women serving as police offices, and many more public servants, Protective Services Officers and
Police Custody Officers. A third of all police recruits are female and the current recruitment drive for 3135 new
police encourages women to sign up, as part the Labor Government’s push through the Community Safety
Statement to improve gender equality within Victoria Police.
These are just some of the many examples of our Labor Government’s commitment to pursuing the interests of all
Victorians.

Training and skills
11 559.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills: How many female ministerial
staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies) were working within your
ministerial office, as of 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
Budget allocation of staff is reported as per past practice.
It is ironic that the member has asked fishing questions to Ministers including questions about female employment,
given the Coalition only has three women sitting on the front bench in each house of Parliament.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud to stand in contrast to the Coalition on its record of hiring and promoting
women into leadership positions.
This is demonstrated by our Government’s policy to ensure women are better represented on boards — with a
requirement of reaching 50 per cent representation. This pledge has increased the number of women appointed to
paid boards in Victoria from 38 per cent to over 50 per cent in just two years.
In addition, Victoria’s first female Minister for Agriculture Jaala Pulford announced funding from the 2017/2018
Victorian Budget to re-establish the much loved Victorian Rural Women’s Network. It speaks volumes that the
former Coalition Government cut this vital service.
Minister Neville, Victoria’s first female Minister for Police, recently honoured Madge Connor, Victoria’s first
policewoman, to recognise her role as a pioneer for women in the force. In 2017, Victoria Police is proud to have
more than 4000 women serving as police offices, and many more public servants, Protective Services Officers and
Police Custody Officers. A third of all police recruits are female and the current recruitment drive for 3135 new
police encourages women to sign up, as part the Labor Government’s push through the Community Safety
Statement to improve gender equality within Victoria Police.
These are just some of the many examples of our Labor Government’s commitment to pursuing the interests of all
Victorians.

Training and skills
11 581.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills: How many new employees
commenced work within your ministerial office (including those working on secondment from
departments or agencies) between 1 July 2015 and 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
Budget allocation of staff is reported as per past practice.
It is ironic that the member has asked fishing questions to Ministers including questions about female employment,
given the Coalition only has three women sitting on the front bench in each house of Parliament.
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The Andrews Labor Government is proud to stand in contrast to the Coalition on its record of hiring and promoting
women into leadership positions.
This is demonstrated by our Government’s policy to ensure women are better represented on boards — with a
requirement of reaching 50 per cent representation. This pledge has increased the number of women appointed to
paid boards in Victoria from 38 per cent to over 50 per cent in just two years.
In addition, Victoria’s first female Minister for Agriculture Jaala Pulford announced funding from the 2017/2018
Victorian Budget to re-establish the much loved Victorian Rural Women’s Network. It speaks volumes that the
former Coalition Government cut this vital service.
Minister Neville, Victoria’s first female Minister for Police, recently honoured Madge Connor, Victoria’s first
policewoman, to recognise her role as a pioneer for women in the force. In 2017, Victoria Police is proud to have
more than 4000 women serving as police offices, and many more public servants, Protective Services Officers and
Police Custody Officers. A third of all police recruits are female and the current recruitment drive for 3135 new
police encourages women to sign up, as part the Labor Government’s push through the Community Safety
Statement to improve gender equality within Victoria Police.
These are just some of the many examples of our Labor Government’s commitment to pursuing the interests of all
Victorians.
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O’SULLIVAN, Mr (Northern Victoria)
Adjournment
Victoria State Emergency Service Cobram unit, 4655

Questions without notice
Prison capacity, 4635, 4636
Stonnington police resources, 4496

Bills
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 4644
Condolences
Hon. Fiona Richardson, MP, 4439
Members statements
Electorate office budgets, 4460

PEULICH, Mrs (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
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RICH-PHILLIPS, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Bills
Administration and Probate and Other Acts Amendment
(Succession and Related Matters) Bill 2016, 4611, 4616, 4617,
4618, 4619, 4620, 4621
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Postponement, 4544
Members statements
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Points of order, 4479
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PURCELL, Mr (Western Victoria)
Constituency questions
Western Victoria Region, 4560

SHING, Ms (Eastern Victoria)
Condolences
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