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ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
Tuesday, 17 October 2017

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 17 October 2017
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 12.05 p.m. and read the prayer.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The PRESIDENT (12:06) — 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.

CONDOLENCES
Donald James Mackinnon
The PRESIDENT (12:07) — I have the solemn
duty to advise the house of the death on 1 October 2017
of Mr Donald Mackinnon, member of the Legislative
Assembly for the electoral district of Box Hill from
1976 to 1982. Mr Mackinnon was actually a friend of
mine, somebody I knew during his service to the
Parliament and the people of Box Hill. He was a very
fine member of Parliament.
On this occasion I would ask members to rise in their
places as a mark of respect to the memory of the
deceased.
Honourable members stood in their places.

DEPUTY PRESIDENT
The PRESIDENT (12:09) — I wish to inform the
house that I have received a letter from Mr Eideh, the
Deputy President. He writes:
Duties as Deputy President
As you know, matters relating to my electorate office have
recently been referred to IBAC. As I have previously stated, I
have not knowingly done anything that would lead to an
adverse finding against me and I continue to profess my
innocence of any wrongdoing.
Notwithstanding my innocence, I am conscious that
allegations about matters involving my electorate office result
in unhelpful speculation about my role as Deputy President,
which may detract from the standing of the house. I am keen
to protect the reputation of the house, just as I am keen to
protect my own reputation.
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I am faced with the problem of knowing that a matter has
been referred to IBAC but not knowing much more about
what IBAC’s intention and focus is, and if I did know, I may
not be permitted to advise others.
Accordingly, I advise you that I wish to stand aside from my
duties as Deputy President, commencing immediately and
until the reported outcome of any IBAC process. In standing
aside from these duties, I request that I cease to receive the
additional salary and expense allowance applied to the
position of Deputy President for the period that I stand aside. I
regret that this course of action leaves the house without an
active Deputy President for an uncertain length of time, but I
believe that this course of action is the only way to uphold
both my reputation and the reputation of the house.

In respect of that matter I make the following
comments. In the letter I have just read to the chamber
the Deputy President has advised me that he wishes to
stand aside, not to resign, from the position of Deputy
President. I would not usually entertain such advice
because it leaves the house without an active Deputy
President. There is no trigger for an election of a
Deputy President because there is no vacancy, which is
the only scenario that the standing orders contemplate.
However, in this instance there is public knowledge that
matters relating to the Deputy President’s electorate
office have been referred to IBAC, but there is no
public information beyond that fact and there may not
be any further information for some time. The Deputy
President is under no legal obligation to step aside, let
alone resign, given that presently he is not subject to
any adverse finding and may or may not be the subject
of any ongoing investigation. He has indicated that he is
prepared to stand aside for the sake of the reputation of
the house, therefore I accept the action proposed by the
Deputy President.
I note that the Leader of the Opposition has a notice of
motion which would in effect have led to a similar
outcome of suspending or standing aside the Deputy
President pending an IBAC outcome. Such a motion, if
ever put and passed, would not create a vacancy in the
position of Deputy President for the reason I outlined
above. I acknowledge that the house may resolve at any
time to take matters into its own hands in relation to
any member or elected office-holder of the chamber.
In light of the Deputy President standing aside, it is my
intention to approach an Acting President to take a lead
in committee of the whole, albeit without formally
being in the role of Deputy President. I will advise the
house as soon as possible about this arrangement.

RESIGNATION OF MEMBER
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Ordered that message be sent to Assembly
informing them of resolution.

Mr Barber
The PRESIDENT (12:12) — I now have to bring to
the attention of the house a resignation of a member of
the house. The Governor advised me on 28 September
2017 in the following terms:
I advise that I have today received from Mr Greg Barber his
written resignation as a member of the Victorian Legislative
Council.
I enclose for your information a copy of his letter. I will also
send a copy to the honourable Acting Premier.

JOINT SITTING OF PARLIAMENT
Legislative Council vacancy
The PRESIDENT (12:13) — I have been informed
by the Victorian Greens that they have selected a
person to be nominated to fill the seat in the Legislative
Council rendered vacant by the resignation of Mr Greg
Barber.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:13) — By leave, I move:
That —
(1) this house meets with the Legislative Assembly for the
purpose of sitting and voting together to choose a person
to hold the seat in the Legislative Council rendered
vacant by the resignation of Mr Greg Barber and
proposes that the time and place of such a meeting be
the Legislative Assembly chamber on Wednesday,
18 October 2017, at 6.30 p.m.; and
(2) standing and sessional orders be suspended to the extent
necessary to provide that on Wednesday, 18 October
2017, the order of business will be —
Messages
Formal business
Members statements (up to 15 members)
General business

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 26 September
to:
Children and Justice Legislation Amendment
(Youth Justice Reform) Act 2017
Domestic Animals Amendment (Restricted Breed
Dogs) Act 2017
Justice Legislation Amendment (Protective
Services Officers and Other Matters) Act 2017
Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors
Amendment Act 2017
Planning and Building Legislation Amendment
(Housing Affordability and Other Matters) Act
2017
WorkSafe Legislation Amendment Act 2017
Yarra River Protection (Wilip-gin Birrarung
murron) Act 2017.

MINISTRY
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:16) — I wish to inform the house that following the
resignation of my colleague Wade Noonan from the
ministry there have been a number of portfolio
reallocations across the government. In this chamber
Mr Dalidakis will now be the Minister for Trade and
Investment, Minister for Innovation and the Digital
Economy, and Minister for Small Business. My
colleague Jenny Mikakos will be the Minister for
Families and Children, Minister for Early Childhood
Education and Minister for Youth Affairs. For the
courtesy of the house can I indicate that in the other
place the Treasurer will also assume responsibility for
the resources portfolio, and the new member of the
Andrews ministry, Ben Carroll, will assume
responsibility for the industry and employment
portfolio.

SHADOW MINISTRY

At 12 noon questions
Answers to questions on notice
General business (continues)
At 5.00 p.m. statements on reports and papers
(45 minutes)
At 5.45 p.m. adjournment (up to 20 members).

Motion agreed to.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:17) — I wish to inform the house that there have
been a small number of changes to the front bench in
this chamber in regard to the coalition. Mr Rich-Phillips
will take responsibility for government administration
and aviation, in addition to other portfolios. Ms Crozier
also takes responsibility for housing, and Mr Davis
takes additional responsibility for public transport.

RESIGNATION OF MEMBER
Tuesday, 17 October 2017
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Whittlesea police station

RESIGNATION OF MEMBER
Mr Barber
The PRESIDENT (12:17) — I take this opportunity
as President to offer my appreciation to Mr Barber, who
has resigned as a member of this chamber and as
Leader of the Greens, for his support and assistance in
the time that he acted as the Leader of the Greens.
Certainly I have found Mr Barber to be a person of
considerable intellect and ability and a person who
contributed to this house in a very constructive and I
think valuable way. He will be missed. I am sure that
all members will join with me in wishing him well in
his future endeavours. Certainly he earned his stripes in
this place, and I do thank Mr Barber for all the work he
undertook as a member of this place and, as I said,
particularly for the support that he provided to me and
the assistance that he provided to me in his capacity as
Leader of the Greens in the work that I undertake on
behalf of the Parliament.
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To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council the overwhelming
concern of Whittlesea residents that the Whittlesea police
station is under threat of closure or reduced police numbers.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
of Victoria ensures that the Andrews government provides a
written guarantee that:
a)

there will be no reduction to the current authorised
strength of police at Whittlesea police station — that
being one senior sergeant, two sergeants and 12 senior
constables or constables; and

b)

the Whittlesea police station will not be closed following
the opening of the new Mernda police station.

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

Crime prevention

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Container deposit scheme
Legislative Council electronic petition:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council that currently there
is no container return deposit scheme implemented in
Victoria. Despite schemes like this already being
implemented in other states (SA got theirs in the late 70s, and
NSW, WA and Qld have all recently announced plans to
implement), previous Victorian governments have never been
able to gather the political will to implement this. It is pretty
clear that with the amount of one-time-use containers
consumed that we need a scheme to re-use and recycle this
material, rather than having it accumulate in landfill or in the
environment in general.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
call on the government to implement a 10 cent container
deposit scheme, similar to the one in New South Wales which
is about to start this year.

By Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(157 signatures).
Laid on table.
Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan).

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.
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 LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (6 signatures).
Laid on table.

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.

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

CHAIR OF COMMITTEES
The PRESIDENT — Members, I would like to
inform you that I have had an opportunity now to
discuss with Mr Elasmar my intent to nominate him as
chairman of committees in the period when the Deputy
President is stood aside from that position, and
Mr Elasmar has agreed to that. It would be my intention
that Mr Elasmar fill that role as chairman of
committees, and in the event that there is an overburden
of committee work, particularly in this week, then it
would be my intention that perhaps Mr Melhem or
Mr Morris might relieve Mr Elasmar in those
circumstances.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 14
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan)
presented Alert Digest No. 14 of 2017, including
appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:22) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

In doing so, although I do not often speak to the Alert
Digest, I wish to draw to members’ attention that this
Alert Digest in particular has quite an extensive report
on the Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017. I would
encourage members who are sitting on the fence or
have concerns on either side to perhaps review the
report. In particular it references the government’s own
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities and
specifically references issues around the Canadian law
and Canadian case law in what is Lee v. State of
Oregon and some of the crossover with the charter of
human rights in Victoria and the charter in Canada.
The point to note is that there are some issues that have
been raised by the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee (SARC) in respect of some of the clauses
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within the bill. I would again encourage members to
review the report. This is written by Dr Jeremy Gans.
Dr Jeremy Gans is a professor working on human rights
at the University of Melbourne. He has been our longterm human rights adviser throughout a variety of
committees and a variety of governments, and in fact he
did the charter report on the abortion law as well, so he
has quite an extensive amount of experience. I think the
main thing with Professor Gans’s report is that he does
search extensively throughout the world to see what the
latest and most current other forms of legislation are
similar to what is being proposed here.
The committee has actually requested that we write to
the minister on a variety of issues. The main one that
came up was the issue around the independence of the
doctors. The evidence certainly from the Canadian
example and elsewhere was that there is the
requirement that there be a psychological or psychiatric
assessment of the individual, rather than just two
doctors who may actually be in a cohort together.
The committee also was concerned — and this is an allparty committee — about whether or not the consulting
medical practitioner must be independent of the
coordinating medical practitioner. It appears that in the
Canadian scheme enacted in 2016 there is clear
evidence that the coordinating medical practitioner
must be satisfied that the consulting practitioner is not a
mentor to the other practitioner or responsible for
supervising their work, does not know or believe that
they are a beneficiary under the will of the person
making the request and does not know or believe that
they are connected to the other practitioner or to the
person making the request in any way that would affect
their objectivity.
I think it is important to understand that the legislation
has raised some issues, flagged some issues, for those
who may be interested in listening to what I have to say
as opposed to perhaps just having an already formed
opinion. It is important for people to understand that, as
I said, the report was written as an independent report;
it was written to assist members of Parliament. For
those who wish to listen to what I have to say, again I
would encourage them to review the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee report. For those who do
not wish to listen, perhaps when people raise this in the
debate they will understand why it has been raised, and
it may add weight to either side of the debate to assist in
moving it forward.
It does not talk about whether it supports the legislation.
The policy position within SARC has always been that
it will never discuss policy. That was not the role of
SARC when I was chair, and it is not now I am deputy
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chair. Its role is to raise issues for people to be aware of,
and that is the only reason I have moved that the
Council take note of this report today.

Land Acquisition and Compensation Act 1986 —
Certification pursuant to section 7(1)(c) of the Act to not
require the service of a notice of intention to acquire land.

Motion agreed to.

Major Sporting Events Act 2009 — Major sporting event
order pursuant to section 22 of the Act, dated 15 August
2017.

OMBUDSMAN
Disability group home residents
The Clerk, pursuant to section 25AA(4)(c) of the
Ombudsman Act 1973, presented report on the
investigation into management and protection of
disability group home residents by the Department
of Health and Human Services and Autism Plus,
September 2017, amended by direction of the
Ombudsman to correct errors in the report
circulated on 25 September 2017 pursuant to section
25AA(4)(b) of the Ombudsman Act 1973.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.

Report 2016
The Clerk, pursuant to section 25AA(4)(c) of the
Ombudsman Act 1973, presented report.
Laid on table.

Office of the National Rail Safety Regulator — Report,
2016–17.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes —
Alpine, Alpine Resorts, Ararat, Ballarat, Banyule, Bass
Coast, Baw Baw, Benalla, Buloke, Campaspe, Cardinia,
Casey, Central Goldfields, Colac Otway, Corangamite,
East Gippsland, Frankston, French Island and Sandstone
Island, Gannawarra, Glenelg, Golden Plains, Greater
Bendigo, Greater Geelong, Greater Shepparton,
Hepburn, Hindmarsh, Horsham, Hume, Indigo, Knox,
Latrobe, Loddon, Macedon Ranges, Manningham,
Mansfield, Maroondah, Melton, Mildura, Mitchell,
Moira, Moorabool, Mornington Peninsula, Mount
Alexander, Moyne, Murrindindi, Nillumbik, Northern
Grampians, Pyrenees, Queenscliff, South Gippsland,
Southern Grampians, Strathbogie, Surf Coast, Swan
Hill, Towong, Wangaratta, Warrnambool, Wellington,
West Wimmera, Whitehorse, Whittlesea, Wodonga,
Yarra Ranges and Yarriambiack Planning Schemes —
Amendment GC13.
Bayside and Kingston Planning Schemes —
Amendment GC70.
Benalla Planning Scheme — Amendment C37.

Ordered to be published.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:

Boroondara Planning Scheme — Amendments C243
(Part 1), C251, C265 and C269.
Brimbank, Hobsons Bay, Melton and Wyndham
Planning Schemes — Amendment GC74.
East Gippsland Planning Scheme — Amendment C138.

Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — Ministerial Orders for
the following approvals —

Glen Eira Planning Scheme — Amendments C150 and
C170.

Leases in relation to —
Boatshed Restaurant, Lake Wendouree Public
Recreation Reserve, Ballarat, dated 16 January
2017.
W. G Little Reserve, Portarlington, dated
3 September 2017.
Licences in relation to —

Greater Geelong Planning Scheme —
Amendments C342 and C361.
Greater Shepparton Planning Scheme —
Amendment C188.
Hobsons Bay Planning Scheme — Amendment C111.
Maribyrnong Planning Scheme — Amendment C146.

Lake Wendouree Public Recreation Reserve and
Public Gardens Reserve, dated 16 July 2017.

Melton and Moorabool Planning Schemes —
Amendment GC69.

Point Leo Foreshore, dated 3 September 2017.

Mitchell Planning Scheme — Amendments C109 and
C117 (Part 1).

Education and Care Services National Law Act 2010 —
Education and Care Services National Amendment
Regulations 2017 pursuant to section 303 of the Act.
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notice pursuant to
section 32 in relation to Statutory Rule No. 89.

Moonee Valley Planning Scheme — Amendment C183.
Port Phillip Planning Scheme — Amendments C132
and C135.
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Stonnington Planning Scheme — Amendments C248
and C263.
Victoria Planning Provisions — Amendment VC132.
Whittlesea Planning Scheme — Amendments C210 and
C211.

Professional Standards Act 2003 — Instrument pursuant to
section 14 of the Act in relation to the Institute of Public
Accountants Professional Standards Scheme, dated 9 October
2017.
Public Transport Development Authority — Report,
2016–17.
South Gippsland Region Water Corporation — Report,
2016–17.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament —
Children’s Services Act 1996 — No. 96.
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I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 20 September
2017, seeking the production of the following:
a copy of the Allard report into the critical modelling on
the government’s West Gate tunnel/distributor project,
including all traffic projections and appendices and
modelling of toll connections; and
any available associated projections of tolling payments
over future decade(s) in the southern and eastern suburbs
of Melbourne.
The Legislative Council’s date for production of the
documents is 4 October 2017 which does not allow sufficient
time for the government to respond to the Council’s
resolution. The government is in the process of 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.

The letter is signed by Lisa Neville, MP, Acting
Attorney-General.

Road Safety Act 1986 — No. 100.
Supreme Court Act 1986 — Nos. 97 and 98.
Victoria State Emergency Services Act 2005 — No. 99.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 96 to 101 and
103.
Taxi Services Commission — Report, 2016–17.

Proclamations of the Governor in Council fixing
operative dates in respect of the following acts:

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
General business
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:34) — By leave, I move:
That precedence be given to the following general business
on Wednesday, 18 October 2017:
(1) order of the day 2, second reading of the Firearms
Amendment (Advertising) Bill 2017;

Commercial Passenger Vehicle Industry Act 2017 —
Division 1 of Part 3 — 9 October 2017 (Gazette No. S331,
3 October 2017).

(2) order of the day 7, resumption of debate on the Children,
Youth and Families Amendment (Youth Offenders) Bill
2016;

Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Miscellaneous
Amendment Act 2017 — Part 1 and sections 6, 7, 19, 21, 22
and 23 — 21 October 2017 (Gazette No. S340, 10 October
2017).

(3) order of the day 11, Environment Protection
Amendment (Banning Plastic Bags, Packaging and
Microbeads) Bill 2016, question to be put;

Justice Legislation Amendment (Court Security, Juries and
Other Matters) Act 2017 — Part 6 — 11 October 2017
(Gazette No. S331, 3 October 2017).
Public Administration Amendment (Public Sector
Communications Standards) Act 2017 — 26 September 2017
(Gazette No. S325, 26 September 2017).
Sex Offenders Registration Amendment (Miscellaneous) Act
2017 — Part 1 and section 49 — 23 September 2017 (Gazette
No. S314, 19 September 2017).

(4) notice of motion given this day by Ms Pennicuik in
relation to the production of certain documents;
(5) notice of motion given this day by Ms Wooldridge in
relation to the failure of the government to comply with
certain orders for the production of documents; and
(6) notice of motion given this day by Mrs Peulich in
relation to apprenticeships and traineeships.

Motion agreed to.
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The Clerk — I have received the following letter
from the Attorney-General relating to the resolution of
the Council of 20 September 2017 relating to the
production of a copy of the Allard report and associated
projections:

Richmond Football Club
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:35) — I rise
to pay tribute to this year’s AFL premiers, the mighty
Richmond Football Club. The Tigers had an amazing
2017 season, finishing third on the AFL ladder after the
home and away season, but it was their outstanding
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performance during the finals series in September that
displayed their dominance as the premier team of 2017.
During the finals Richmond only played three games,
and each of those games was against a team that also
finished in a top-four position on the ladder, yet my
mighty Tigers tore each of them apart. In the qualifying
final Richmond destroyed Geelong to win by 51 points,
in the preliminary final the Tigers delivered a similar
demolition of Greater Western Sydney to win by
36 points and in the grand final they demoralised
Adelaide to win by 48 points and deliver Richmond’s
first premiership in 37 years.
In addition, our players and coach were awarded nearly
every individual award, including the Brownlow Medal
and coach of the year. It would be remiss of me not to
mention the magnificent season of Brownlow and
Norm Smith medallist Dustin Martin, who I am proud
to say comes from my electorate, and also the VFL side
who played in their grand final. Coming from 13th on
the ladder in 2016 to this year’s premiers is a
remarkable turnaround, and there are many people to
thank — firstly, our magnificent players, whose
tenacity and determination was just amazing, and as
fans we thank you for a wonderful season. But it is not
only the team that runs onto the field that has
contributed to Richmond’s success. I would like to also
thank our president Peggy O’Neal, the board, CEO
Brendon Gale, coach Damien Hardwick and all the
team at Tigerland for the amazing leadership that they
have provided at the club. Bring on 2018. Go Tiges —
yellow and black!

Moe Cup
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (12:37) — I rise
today to congratulate the operators, participants and
volunteers who make the Moe Cup such a wonderful
extravaganza. Every year we see thousands coming to
Moe to enjoy a really fun family day out, and this year
will be no exception. On 19 October more than
5000 racegoers are set to flock to the Moe Racecourse,
and it has been fantastic to be able to deliver $207 000
in funding to build on our ongoing commitment to this
excellent race meet.

Tour of Gippsland
Ms SHING — In addition to that I would like to
congratulate everyone associated with the Tour of
Gippsland. This fantastic sporting event does showcase
the very best of our region, and with $80 000 in funding
to make sure that this event really does promote us to
the rest of the world as an elite location for cycling, it
will be really wonderful to welcome visitors and
racegoers alike to the area.
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Latrobe Valley ministerial visit
Ms SHING — I also had a wonderful opportunity
recently to welcome to the Latrobe Valley Minister
Mikakos, a regular visitor to this area. She has made a
significant number of announcements in recent times,
including a new kindergarten to be located at Morwell
Central Primary School, as well as extended and
additional maternal and child health services to cater for
the unique challenges and opportunities in our area,
totalling over $9.9 million. Thank you very much to the
minister for that. It is wonderful to see the ongoing
work and commitment going toward making the
Latrobe Valley a fantastic place as far as our potential
and our momentum are concerned.

Richard Glanville Knight
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (12:39) — One
hundred years ago today my great-grandfather, Richard
Glanville Knight, was recommended for a military
medal for actions on 4 October 1917 east of Ypres. This
is the text:
On 4th October 1917, east of Ypres, he displayed
conspicuous gallantry and devotion to duty in action. He
acted as a stretcher-bearer during the whole of 4th and
5th October and his perseverance and devotion in carrying
wounded under heavy shellfire and through difficult country
were an inspiration to other stretcher-bearers. He was
absolutely regardless of his own personal safety and showed
courage of a high order.

That was from W. Ramsay McNicoll, Brigadier
General, commanding the 10th Australian Infantry
Brigade.
It is 100 years since then, when we were still in the
middle of a really nasty war. I think it is time to
remember those young people we sent there, those that
came back and those that did not come back. Lest we
forget.

Richmond Football Club
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:46) — We all
know the importance of Australian football to many,
many people in this state. It can send many of us
spiralling into depths of despair — and I speak from a
fair bit of personal experience on that one.
Alternatively, it can bring joy, euphoria, inspiration and
indeed delirium, as it did on Saturday, 30 September
2017, when I joined a smidge over 100 000 others at
the MCG to see Richmond take out the Holy Grail: the
AFL premiership.
I have previously seen my Tigers lose a grand final
twice, in 1972 and 1982. I remember leaving the G
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after the 1982 loss thinking, ‘Well, at least we’ll be
back next year’; 35 years later we finally made it, and
after a 37-year drought we had our 11th flag.
I will never forget the scenes at the ground as the siren
signalled the ultimate victory, or what followed on the
streets of Richmond for hours after. I am very glad I
went to Bridge Road and not to Swan Street. My joy
was only added to by having my 19-year-old daughter
next to me. We saw our first Tigers premiership
together, and it was quite an overwhelming experience.
My very warmest congratulations and gratitude go to
coach of the year, Damien Hardwick; the captain, Trent
Cotchin; and every player, official and volunteer of the
Richmond Football Club. A special mention must go to
the president, Peggy O’Neal, and the CEO, Brendon
Gale. They have performed a miracle, and they are now
legends. The tears that thousands of us shed throughout
the state a little over two weeks ago have dried, but the
celebrations go on and on. Indeed hundreds of
thousands of Victorians will forever celebrate 2017 as
the Year of the Tiger — we ate ‘em alive!

People’s Republic of China anniversary
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (12:42) —
On 21 September I attended celebrations hosted by the
Consul-General of the People’s Republic of China, His
Excellency Mr Zhao Jian and Madam Wu Fing. The
occasion was the 68th anniversary of the founding of
the People’s Republic of China and the establishment
of China-Australia diplomatic relations. It was an
extremely well attended event and an important cultural
affair.

Whittlesea citizenship ceremony
Mr ELASMAR — On the morning of
24 September it was my pleasure to attend the
Whittlesea City Council’s citizenship ceremony hosted
by the mayor, Cr Ricky Kirkham, and the new CEO,
Mr Simon Overland. I always enjoy these ceremonies
because they remind me of my own citizenship
ceremony in the early 1980s when I too was granted the
priceless gift of citizenship. I thank council officers for
organising this very special occasion.

Whittlesea City Council community dinner
Mr ELASMAR — On 14 October I attended the
City of Whittlesea’s annual thankyou dinner organised
for the general community and important stakeholders
in recognition of their support throughout the year. It
was a great night, and I thank the council for their
splendid efforts in making this a night to remember.
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Richmond Football Club
Mr ELASMAR — Finally, on another matter I
would like to congratulate Richmond for winning in the
AFL. Richmond is in my electorate — and good luck to
the coach and the team.

Aboriginal maternal and child health services
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:43) —
It is typical of the Andrews government, who are so
desperate to hold the seat of Northcote that they are
making announcements in the seat to suit their purposes
and not what is in the best interests of Victorians. I refer
to the announcement made by Minister Mikakos of
$1.2 million in Aboriginal maternal and child health
initiative grants. Ten local government areas (LGAs)
will share in the grants — including Darebin, which
encompasses the seat of Northcote.
According to the last ABS census, out of the 10 LGAs
chosen for the grants, Darebin rates last for the
percentage of Aboriginal children under the age of 14.
If you look at the LGAs in the top 10 which are
receiving grants — which I am not questioning — they
include Mitchell, with 40.62 per cent of Aboriginals
under the age of 14; Swan Hill, 39.05; Latrobe at 38.01;
and Whittlesea, Warrnambool, Campaspe, East
Gippsland, Wyndham and Greater Geelong, all very
important areas. Yet areas like Mildura, which
Mr O’Sullivan and Ms Lovell represent, have
278 children between ages 0 and 4, and 535 between 5
and 14, or 39.37 per cent of the community. They will
not be receiving these important grants. Also not
funded are the areas of Greater Bendigo and
Shepparton, which are also represented by Ms Lovell
and Mr O’Sullivan.
Ms Lovell interjected.
Ms CROZIER — Exactly. What a disgrace that the
government and the minister are blatantly campaigning
and using taxpayer money in an inner-city seat that they
are desperate to hold in the upcoming by-election rather
than directing the money to where it is most needed.

Central Highlands tourism
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:45) — Today
my members statement is in relation to an email that
Deanne Eccles sent to the Premier on 23 August. She is
still waiting for a response to that. Deanne runs a small
business. She is a dedicated community volunteer, a
five-year committee member of Tourism Network
Yarra Valley and the chairperson of the Toolangi Forest
Discovery Centre. She wrote:
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It was disappointing for many local businesses within the
Central Highlands/Yarra Valley … to learn of taxpayers
money being spent …

and —
that the Heyfield mill were and are removing our tourism
product — the magnificent mountain ash forest of the Central
Highlands.
I understand that …

the forestry division of —
the CFMEU and their political donations are making you and
your party accountable for timber jobs. So what do we as a
tourism industry need to pay to protect our product?

Deanne poses some solutions:
Let’s remove the ‘national’ out of the ‘great forest park’. Give
us the land and we’ll employ twice as many people as the
timber industry, while implementing education programs.
We’ll pay the equivalent of a stumpage tax. If VicForests can
lease the land, why couldn’t we as Tourism Victoria? What if
we found private investors or trustees who bought the land on
behalf of the local communities?
For the Andrews government to take tourism seriously, we’ll
create a tourism union and give you political donations which
exceed —

the forestry division of —
the CFMEU.
If the Andrews government is wanting new votes from the
Eildon district … this coming election, then start appealing to
small businesses within tourism and acknowledge the spinoffs for tradies which the industry brings.
…
You will start to see a new groundswell. People who have
educated themselves because they’ve had to … they are
passionate, because they love their product. They love
tourism.

Automotive industry
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (12:46) — I
rise today to speak about the excellent work of the
Andrews Labor government in assisting ex-auto
workers in Victoria. With the loss of the car
manufacturing industry, the Victorian government has
worked hard to ensure that these retrenched workers
have the assistance they need to find new work and get
on with life. There are plenty of examples of where this
government has looked to prioritise Australian
manufacturing jobs for these workers.
The recently signed heads of agreement with BAE
Systems is one step closer to securing a $5 billion
defence vehicles project for Victoria if the federal
government comes to the table. The government has
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also been prioritising Australian jobs in the
development of the Metro Tunnel project. This project
is set to create nearly 7000 jobs. A significant emphasis
has been placed on enabling ex-auto workers to move
into these jobs. Many of them will be in my electorate.
The Andrews government is also continuing to target
grants through our Local Industry Fund for Transition
(LIFT) program to assist businesses in starting projects
suited to ex-auto workers. An example of this is
R A Bell & Company, an emergency services vehicle
manufacturer, which received a $1 million grant
through LIFT. This grant will create opportunities for
39 workers who have now started work with that
company. The government knows that we cannot
abandon these workers during their time of transition.
We cannot do what the previous federal Liberal
governments have done in abandoning these workers
and car companies by refusing to give Holden
$250 million — otherwise they could have been here
for probably another 10 years. Shame on them.

Ballarat railway station precinct
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (12:48) — I rise
to make some comments with regard to the railway
station precinct in Ballarat. It was terribly disappointing
to see that a heritage permit was granted by Heritage
Victoria for the government’s dog’s breakfast of a plan
for the railway precinct in Ballarat. There has been
almost unanimous opposition to the redevelopment of
the station in Ballarat. There are some significant
concerns about the fact that the government is failing to
deliver on its election commitments. It is delivering by
far and away a substandard redevelopment of the
precinct.
One of the primary concerns that has been raised is the
fact that the government is going to be gifting a
significant portion of publicly owned land to a private
developer to build what should have been a 4 or a
4½ star hotel but which will now in effect just be a
block of flats that could be sold off into the future for
residential development. Not only that but the
government is failing to upgrade the Ballarat station to
be compliant with the federal Disability Discrimination
Act 1992. It will be the only station on the Ballarat line
that will not have the disability access required for
people with mobility issues to be able to use it
appropriately.
I have had many discussions with members of the
community who are severely disappointed by this
government’s actions. Indeed I will be continuing to
work with the community to oppose this dog’s
breakfast of a plan for the railway station precinct.
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Mental Health Week
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:50) — Last week I was pleased to be part of a panel
on mental health held at the Lynbrook Community
Centre organised by the Mental Health Foundation of
Australia and Casey council. The panel was part of
Mental Health Week, an annual week of action aimed
at engaging and activating Victorians about mental
health. I would like to voice my appreciation for the
dedicated volunteers and frontline workers who work
tirelessly throughout the year and in this week in
particular. With one in five Australians suffering from
mental illness in any given year, it is an issue that
affects so many of us.
This year Mental Health Week falls in the midst of a
postal survey on marriage equality that is already taking
its mental and emotional toll on many Australians. This
is a tough road, and so many of us acknowledge this
survey as a source of pain. I also want to extend my
support to the thousands of Victorians suffering from
mental ill health for a whole range of reasons or
perhaps no identifiable reason at all. I would also like to
acknowledge the people who do not suffer from mental
illness but are touched by friends and relatives and
loved ones that do. While the triggers of mental illness
are of course important, what is arguably more
important is our response. Because love, support,
understanding, compassion and solidarity are crucial to
tackling mental illness, and these are responses that all
of us can provide, not just during Mental Health Week
but throughout the year.

The Nappy Collective
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(12:51) — I was really pleased last week to attend the
fourth anniversary of the Nappy Collective. This is an
organisation that started really small but has achieved
major things. Since they have got together and started
organising for spare and leftover unused nappies to be
donated, they have collected more than 2 million
nappies, which is a massive thing to do over four years.
The current collection is happening right now — it
started on 13 October and it goes through until
27 October. It happens in 50 cities and towns around
Australia now, and I am very pleased that there are a
number of state MPs whose offices are used as drop
points: the offices of the Assembly members for
Bayswater, Ferntree Gully, Caulfield, Euroa, Gippsland
South, Hastings, Lowan and Eildon, and Mr Morris’s
office in Ballarat as well.
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I want to pay tribute to Sandra Jacobs, the founder and
chair of the Nappy Collective, who has led this
organisation, along with a hardworking board and also
committees in all the other states where it operates. The
Nappy Collective started four years ago when Sandra
Jacobs and a number of her friends had a handful of
nappies left over when their babies had a growth spurt.
Their conversation about collecting these leftovers led
to the Nappy Collective, which has created a huge
amount of good in the community. I congratulate them
on all that they have achieved and look forward to
seeing the count after the current collection.

Onam festival
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) (12:53) — My
members statement relates to the annual Onam
celebration organised by the Berwick Ayalkoottam. It
was a wonderful event. The event, Onam Ayalkoottam
2017, was attended by hundreds of people and involved
a celebration that included food, dance, music and
drama. The festival originated in Kerala and is one of
the largest and most important in the region. It
celebrates the harvest across all religious and socioeconomic divisions and promotes harmony and unity.

International Housing Partnership
Mr MULINO — It was a pleasure to attend the
International Housing Partnership leadership forum on
behalf of the Treasurer. This is an event that is
organised annually and includes not-for-profits from
the UK, Canada and the US in the social and
community housing sector. It was fantastic to see that
Melbourne was able to host it this year. The
organisation includes 175 not-for-profit organisations
providing affordable housing — 1 million affordable
houses for 2.5 million people across the globe. This is a
very important sector that promotes innovation,
promotes partnerships between government and the
not-for-profit sector and provides significant leverage
for public sector funding. This government’s housing
strategy includes significant funds for the social and
community housing sector, and partnerships such as
this will help us deliver that program more effectively.

Lennie Gwyther
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:54) — On
Saturday hundreds of people celebrated the unveiling of
a life-size bronze statue of a 9-year-old boy and his
horse, Ginger Mick, at the entrance to Leongatha. In
1932 Lennie Gwyther fulfilled a dream to see the
opening of the Sydney Harbour Bridge. Armed with a
letter of introduction from the Woorayl shire mayor to
the Sydney mayor, Lennie made the, in those days,
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580-mile journey in 33 days, meeting a Prime Minister
along the way.
Congratulations to the Leongatha Chamber of
Commerce and Industry, the Rotary club, the South
Gippsland Shire Council, the Honourable Russell
Broadbent and our wonderful community for
recognising the fulfilment of Lennie’s dreams. A
special mention to former mayor Bob Newton for
having the vision and determination to see it through.
The number of people there on the day showed that our
true Aussie spirit still burns brightly in the hearts of
Gippslanders. It is a tremendous story.

Latrobe Valley Pain Support Group
Ms BATH — Recently I had the pleasure of
meeting members of the Latrobe Valley Pain Support
Group: Karen, Jane, Rosemary, Chris, Robyn, Jessi and
Neil. All suffer chronic pain, and while they have
different conditions, they all have experienced endless
visits to doctors and hospitals and a variety of
medications, operations and pain management sessions.
It was a privilege to listen to the stories of their
journeys and understand how living with pain has
negatively impacted on their lives, leaving many unable
to lie down or sit down, so they need a great
hydrotherapy pool. They share a common bond of
friendship, support and empathy. Fortnightly meetings
play a great role in their mental health and wellbeing.
They are an extended family as well as a pain support
group. I commend them and congratulate them on their
support for each other.

New South Wales by-elections
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (12:56) —
On Saturday I attended the Murray by-election up in
New South Wales. There was also a by-election in
Cootamundra. There was a strong challenge from the
Shooters, Fishers and Farmers Party as well as Labor.
By-elections are always difficult for sitting
governments, but I am very pleased to say that The
Nationals had a victory in both of those seats. All of the
parties were campaigning against The Nationals. The
Shooters and Fishers actually preferenced Labor over
The Nationals. The Shooters and Fishers also advocated
and advertised for The Nationals to be placed last on
the ballot, thus promoting the Greens ahead of The
Nationals.
The Greens are anti-country. If they were to have the
balance of power here in Victoria, the great forest
national park would be a reality, there would be tighter
restrictions on law-abiding gun owners and there would
be further restrictions on recreational users accessing
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public lands. They would also stop logging in our
forests, costing thousands of jobs. I hope that the
Shooters and Fishers have a change of approach before
the 2018 Victorian state election.

Taxi and hire car industry
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (12:57) —
Today I want to draw the attention of the house to the
challenge faced by many of the taxi families. This is a
terrible situation for many of those families, who have
put their money, their life’s work and their savings into
taxi plates. Many of them have worked in the industry
for decades. Many are migrant families who have made
good in this country. But I say that the government has
not put in place a fair transition and the government has
not properly compensated for the value of the taxi
plates. It is important to realise that the transition
assistance is deeply inadequate. It is also wrong that the
government has got a Fairness Fund that is actually
unfair. It is compensating some people but not others. It
is called a Fairness Fund, but it is in fact not actually
delivering fairness.
I am aware of many cases of those who have quite a
number of licences who have only been compensated to
a very small extent. I am also aware of many cases
where individuals have suffered because banks have
begun the process of foreclosure on them. This will be
something that hurts those families. There will be very
severe outcomes in a number of cases. I do not think
that the government is focused on this. They should be,
because this is something that is hurting individual
families and individual people who have put their life
and work into this. I for one think that we as a
community owe some obligation, some duty, to provide
proper compensation where the asset has been stripped
away by the state — by Daniel Andrews.

ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 22 August; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State).
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (13:00) — I
am pleased to rise on behalf of the coalition to speak on
the Environment Protection Bill 2017. This is a bill that
does a number of things, and the coalition does not
oppose this bill. We have a proud history of
environmental protection in Victoria going back to the
Hamer government days of the 1970s when the then
Liberal government, first under Bolte and then under
Hamer, put forward a series of environmental
protection bills, including the Environment Protection
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Act 1970. It was indeed one of the first acts in the world
to provide a comprehensive legislative framework for
protecting the environment. The Environment
Protection Authority Victoria (EPA), I might say, has
played a significant role for a long period since then.
I do want to put on record that I think there is much
work to be done to improve the EPA and its position
going forward. To that extent, any focus on improving
the EPA’s activities is something that I do support. I
make the point very strongly that I think the EPA has in
recent years — and I mean probably the last 10 to
15 years — somewhat lost its way. I think it is a body
that has not been as robust as it could on many
occasions. It is a body that I think has lost its way on a
number of key issues that confront the state. I am just
going to pick one or two examples. The Brookland
Greens dump that created so much trouble in the period
around 2009–10 is a case in point. I think the
Environment Protection Authority Victoria was slow to
respond in that case. I am just picking one example that
I am familiar with and looked at closely at that time.
I think sometimes the Environment Protection
Authority Victoria has not been prepared to act in a
sharp and publicly interested way. It has been too
beholden to the government of the day, whatever colour
that might be, and its governing board has not been
strong enough traditionally to ensure that the
protections that were needed were in place. But I think
this bill does take some steps in that direction, and we
are told there will be further changes coming forward in
the next period and perhaps another bill before the end
of the year or early next year. The purposes of this bill
are to provide for the continuation of the EPA, to
specify a new objective of the EPA, to provide for a
new governance structure of the continued EPA, to
provide for the governing board of the EPA and to
make consequential amendments to the Environment
Protection Act 1970 and the Public Administration Act
2004.
There are some delegation capacities, and that is
appropriate. The minister has provided a response to
questions from the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee as to how that would operate and the likely
commencement date. It indicates that an interim
advisory board was established on 9 January 2017 to
guide the EPA during the reform process, and it is
scheduled to expire on 8 July 2018.
They note that a default commencement date of 1 July
2018 was chosen to coincide closely with the interim
advisory board’s expiry to ensure planning and
transition of the old to the new governance structure is
managed as effectively and efficiently as possible.
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Environment Protection Authority Victoria does have, I
think, a very significant duty to protect our environment
for the future, and that general duty is an important one.
It is a duty that requires intervention on a wide range of
different fronts and working closely with other
organisations and other parts of government. That
includes working with the private sector — and
working constructively with the private sector.
I think one thing that is important with respect to the
EPA is to ensure that the private sector and public
sector are treated equally in terms of the prevention of
pollution. There has often been a view that the private
sector is more likely to be a problem as a polluter, but
that is not necessarily the case. In some cases public
sector organisations have poor histories, and you only
need to think back to Victoria’s industrial history to
think of large public bodies that have left a significant
legacy for the state to clean up, or in this case for
Environment Protection Authority Victoria to manage.
The example I began with, the Brookland Greens
landfill, is a case in point. We have many legacy
landfill issues around the state, and these are not one
particular government’s responsibility nor one
particular organisation’s or one particular council’s
responsibility. They sweep across many decades, but
nonetheless we inherit them as a significant challenge
and a significant legacy.
I do want to state that I think the funds that have been
provided to the EPA and the levies that have been
collected by the EPA in recent years have grown very
significantly. The waste levy in particular has grown
very significantly, and I would be interested to hear
from the minister or a government speaker the size of
current holdings of money in the Department of
Treasury and Finance that has been tagged and
collected through the waste levy process — what the
amount is and what the annual collections are. I would
also be very interested to know the size of payments
made with respect to each of the landfills around the
state where waste is being dumped. The spread of those
contributions is significant. Some of the landfills are
owned by councils and some are owned by other
organisations, but levies are made on each of them per
tonne on the amount of waste that is dumped.
I have sought from government but have not received
adequate information about the scale of those levies.
We engaged in a series of questions on notice that went
a little around in circles as the minister tried to argue
that I asked the question wrongly, and that may or may
not be, but the point —
Mr Dalidakis — I doubt it. You never get anything
wrong, Mr Davis.
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Mr DAVIS — No, I often do — I am very happy to
concede that — but I often get things right too. But
having said that, my point is that I have actually been
seeking this information but have not been provided it
by the government following what I think was a
perfectly reasonable request for information about how
much levy was paid by each of the landfills, with
councils being the principal collectors of the money
through charges that are applied to ratepayers across
our state. That is something I put on notice that I will be
seeking further details about, but today it would be
helpful to know the amount of the most recent holdings
by the Treasury of the levy collected by the EPA over
recent years and what the balance is at this point,
because we are also aware that the government has
been paying out a lot less than it has been collecting.
Again, that is a pattern that goes back a number of years
through more than one government. I know Treasury
would prefer that that money remain firmly held in the
city rather than be distributed to those worthy projects
that need it — and I know the bureaucrats will smile
when I say that, because I know that they know that is
true.
I also note the recent changes in the way the levy is
disbursed and that the government appears to have
widened the arrangements by which they can be
disbursed. I was slightly surprised to discover that
money collected through these waste levies was to be
used for the funding of a solar tram. This seemed to be
a very broad stretch from the purposes of the levy —
the purposes are to fund and support recycling, re-use
arrangements and reduction in the waste that goes to
landfill.
There are a number of worthy projects — and I am
aware of a number of these projects — that have had
funding applied for by businesses and councils and
other organisations over a lengthy period, but
government appears to be reluctant to support many of
these projects that I think would otherwise merit
significant support. Obviously some groups in the
community are unhappy about this. The waste and
recycling industry says, ‘Look, we note the levy in
place. The purpose of the levy is to support recycling
and waste reduction efforts. We come forward with
specific proposals and we are knocked back’. Councils
are in the same position — they go forward with
proposals and they are not supported by government
despite the very significant efforts that are involved in
putting those proposals together. Many of them, I
believe, ought to have been supported.
The other point that I would make here is about the
transitional arrangements, and I think it is important to
put this on the record. The EPA’s status under the
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Public Administration Act 2004 is an administrative
office, which is a public service body that is distinct
from departments that have a reporting relationship to
the departmental secretary. Clauses under part 3
provide for the EPA to be reconstituted as a public
entity, which are the statutory authorities — stateowned corporations, schools, councils, boards, trusts
et cetera — which undertake a public purpose.
All remuneration and expenses of the authority are to
be paid out of the Environment Protection Fund
established under section 70 of the Environment
Protection Act 1970, and money is provided by
Parliament for that purpose. In relation to this point,
clause 26 states that staff employed by the EPA
administrative office will be transferred to the EPA
public entity on the commencement date. The authority
may also enter into agreements or arrangements for the
use of services or staff of a department, statutory
authority or other public bodies. So herein lies a small
question: the levy that is collected now appears set to be
used to fund the central public service role, the central
statutory authority — as it will become — role of the
EPA, and that will reduce the amount of the levy that is
available for those important objectives of re-use,
recycling and reduction in waste amounts.
Mr Dalidakis — I am loving your dedication to the
EPA and environmental standards.
Mr DAVIS — I actually have a long history of
debating bills in this chamber on the EPA, as
Mr Jennings will tell you. I had this role at an earlier
point and am very familiar, and I asked him many
questions about the levy. I think he probably welcomed
the questions because it helped him prise money loose
from Treasury. But leaving that aside —
Mr Dalidakis — We love Treasury. Treasury is our
friend.
Mr DAVIS — We love Treasury, and especially
when they decide to fund things properly. But let me
just say that I am concerned, and I register that concern
now, that what will occur here is that the government,
instead of increasing the public money, the tax money
as it were, out of consolidated revenue that goes to fund
the EPA — and I think we will see less growth in that
over time — will displace that growth by the levy
funding for the EPA. I understand that the purists in the
Treasury like to see each and every industry funding its
own regulatory efforts, and thereby a sort of closed loop
as it were, but if the net result of that in this
circumstance is a reduction in the funding of
replacement, re-use and waste reduction arrangements,
that would concern me. I think that probably is where
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we are heading with this, so I put on record my
concerns about these matters and may ask some
questions if there are no answers provided that are
satisfactory in the course of the debate.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan)
(13:16) — The Greens do welcome the review into the
Environment Protection Authority Victoria (EPA), an
organisation that I have had many dealings with over
the last 30 years over a range of issues. Unfortunately
most of those dealings have been very acrimonious and
I have been in a position as a community member of
being not supported by the EPA, nor have I ever
thought that the EPA had a great deal of regard for the
community. The kinds of issues I have had involvement
with over those 30 years are such things as the United
Transport fire, the Coode Island fire, the Ardeer lead
contamination site, the Tullamarine toxic site,
Brookland Greens in Cranbourne, air quality issues in
Yarraville in relation to truck traffic and the Fiskville
training ground.
I have also got huge concerns about the way the EPA
does not manage or does minimal management on
contaminated sites. In fact right at the moment I am
dealing with one with Moreland City Council and
residents at the former Nufarm site in Fawkner. Nufarm
produced a number of highly toxic materials, and it
would appear that the EPA is saying to me that because
it was audited in 1995 it is all fine and dandy. I do not
think so. These legacy sites need to be managed much
better than they currently are.
My other great concern about the EPA has been their
lack of vision on how to deal with waste such as plastic
bags and container deposit legislation. They just do not
seem to have been interested. There are obviously a
number of other issues. If I just listed all the issues, I
would be here for a week, but one of the things I am
really concerned about is that the EPA still appear to
badly manage issues around air quality. There are two
incidents I want to refer to, and these are quite recent.
One is the fire at Broadmeadows in the tyre pile. For
that particular fire an all clear was given before the
EPA had actually set up their monitoring equipment.
This is a year ago; we are not talking ancient history
here.
I am aware of this because I attended the community
meeting that was organised by the EPA, the fire
department and a number of other agencies, and when
we asked questions about it, it was quite clear that the
all clear had been given before the monitoring was
actually set up. At that particular meeting I was there
with my husband, Victor Moore, who is a station
officer at Broadmeadows railway station and the union
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OH&S officer, and of course staff at Broadmeadows
were having to continue to work in the smoke, yet the
EPA were saying it was all clear.
Also at the Coolaroo fire not enough staff were
supplied by the EPA to monitor their air quality
equipment overnight. While the EPA at the community
meeting denied this, it was confirmed to me by senior
Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB) firefighters that in
fact at 3 o’clock in the morning there were no staff to
use the EPA equipment, and their equipment is much
more sensitive than what the MFB uses.
For all of the reasons that I have listed, I was very
pleased that the minister undertook the review. I have to
say, in reading the review, it is very easy to understand
what is being asked and very easy to see how it can be
implemented, so that is extremely pleasing. The good
features of this bill are that there will now be a chief
science officer and, in terms of who will be on the
board, I was pleased to see that it establishes the
governing body and that it asks for particular skills. It
states that when recommending persons to be members
of the board the minister must:
(a) ensure that at least one of the persons recommended has
qualifications or experience in science or engineering;
and
(b) ensure that at least one of the persons recommended is a
person nominated by the Minister responsible for the
administration of the Public Health and Wellbeing Act
2008 who has qualifications or experience in health …

This has been a real lack within the EPA — that it has,
in my experience, never been particularly concerned
about residents’ health.
The other qualifications that board members will be
expected to have is that they will have an understanding
of environment protection or regulation, regulation of
industry, local government, public administration or
governance, finance or accounting and legal practice.
All of that is extremely good, and I am pleased to see
all of that, but there is a glaring omission from this:
there is no community representative on this board. The
people who are actually directly affected by industry
practices are not represented on the board, and I would
hope that the minister will address that issue. Also,
there is nobody on the board who will be required to
have actual experience in community engagement. I am
not talking about PR; I am talking about someone who
actually knows how to engage with community, which
has been a huge lack within the EPA in the time that I
have dealt with them.
For all of those reasons, the Greens are actually pleased
to support this bill because hopefully there will actually
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be a cultural change within the EPA. Hopefully, they
actually will take the review, use it seriously,
implement what the review says, work with the
community and especially improve their engagement
with the community, because that I think is one of the
things that they have failed dismally on for the last
three decades.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (13:22) — I rise
today to add my remarks to the debate in relation to the
Environment Protection Bill 2017, and in doing so I
want to retrace some of the context and history of this
bill, which is part of a tranche of two bills to enact a
significant and an overdue set of reforms to improve the
regulatory environment within which Environment
Protection Authority Victoria (EPA) operates. To go
back to the genesis of the EPA, the population and
economy at that time, as indicated in the debate in the
other place, was very different to what we see now. The
sectors and industries that operated throughout Victoria
were concentrated in a number of key areas, which
again have changed significantly in the 40-plus years
since the EPA was developed. We have seen some
degree of change in that time to take account of
changes to industry; the increasing density of
population throughout our modern metropolitan, periurban and regional areas; and changes in technology
around the way in which response is developed and
implemented, the way in which emergency situations
are overseen and the way in which policy is developed,
from a proactive perspective, to minimise the risk to
health as a consequence of environmental factors that
occur in our communities.
At the last election, as many would be aware, we did in
fact commit to conducting an inquiry into the EPA. We
do know — and I do not think anyone would quibble
about the fact — that this was long overdue. It had not
been comprehensively reviewed as a body since it was
established in 1971. It was very clearly a priority to
make sure that we took a look at the work that the EPA
was doing, understood any gaps that might have arisen
in that regulatory framework and put in place a system
and a process whereby those gaps could be addressed to
accommodate not just the community as it is now but
any future challenges that might arise. We have seen,
and other speakers have referred to, a number of key
and critical incidents that have taken place in
metropolitan areas and also in regional centres that have
impacted significantly on the health and wellbeing of
our communities as a consequence of exposures and/or
threats to safety in the course of specific incidents, such
as the Hazelwood mine fire, the tyre factory fire and
various other matters such as the Longford gas
explosion.
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The inquiry that was conducted, it is important to note,
was one which took place with an independent
ministerial advisory committee. It found that there were
significant changes that needed to be made and that in
fact there is a very strong appetite within the Victorian
community for a strong and a proactive EPA to protect
people and also the environment and to strike an
appropriate balance between competing priorities as our
world changes, as sectors and industries change and as
technology grows and develops every day. In our
response to the inquiry report we did in fact commit to
a wide range of reforms to meet those challenges, and
those are well set out and well canvassed in the course
of the inquiry report. To meet these challenges we do in
fact need as a state — and as a state which will be
governed by governments of different colours and
persuasions over time, as Mr Davis indicated in his
contribution — to modernise the EPA and to have a
legislative framework which is in fact modern and
capable of enabling the sorts of policy responses and
regulatory responses that our community deserves in
this context.
Turning back to the bill at hand, which will in fact be
one of the first of two bills to repeal the existing
Environment Protection Act 1970 and to replace it with
the 2017 act, there is an intention to modernise the
EPA, as I indicated, so that it can implement those
further reforms that are to come. There are a number of
changes that will provide for a modern structure, and
making sure that we have a statutory objective for the
EPA, which is to protect human health and the
environment by reducing the harmful effects of
pollution and waste, is a key part of that. Making sure
also that we have a reference to human health in the
objectives of the bill is crucial, because again the
importance of protecting human health and the primacy
of that objective around exposure to pollution and
waste is a really key component of the EPA’s remit in
its own right and not just something that should occur
in a consequential fashion.
We do know that there have been a number of areas in
which the policy response from government and the
regulatory response in the face of often very traumatic
events in our communities has not met the expectations
of the community and has not delivered the policy
responses which people were legitimately able to
expect or were in a position to call on government to
deliver. We know that, for example, there were
numerous situations which occurred most recently in
the Latrobe Valley, to go to the area which is part of the
region that I and others represent. We know that
exposure to airborne pollutants, not just in the course of
the significant event and the emergency of the mine fire
which burned for weeks in 2014 but also the general
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exposure to PM2.5 and to levels of molecular exposure
which were compromising in many ways, not just
around smoke and smoke plume exposure but also
around the everyday, caused enormous distress and
upset in the community and contributed to a range of
other health indicators in the Latrobe Valley, which on
a comparative basis show that our part of the world has
a significant amount of work to do to improve the
overall health and safety of the people who live and
work in that area.
Being a resident of the valley myself I can see firsthand
the impact that the mine fire response had and
continues to have on the community. Also the threats to
health and safety around not just exposure to coal dust,
not just exposure to smoke plume throughout the course
of the fire but also the psychological impact and the
wellbeing impact are something which cannot and
should not be understated in the course of this particular
debate. So knowing that we do have work to do, and
knowing that every government has work to do in the
space of environmental reporting, protection and
accountability, this bill does in fact provide a significant
degree of certainty in overhauling the environment
protection legislation in our state.
Creating those new statutory objectives, as I indicated
earlier in my contribution, is an important way to make
it abundantly clear not just to the community but also to
the government in making decisions around the
allocation of resources, in the provision of funding and
in proactive engagement in relation to environmental
health and the safety of Victorians all over the state, and
also to make sure that we understand the context in
which we are operating — that as a standalone priority
human health needs to be recognised. The bottom line
is we cannot allow an incident like the Hazelwood mine
fire to happen again. We know that the EPA is expected
to have the health of Victorians and the health of the
environment front of mind, and it is the intention of this
bill that that is what will be created as part of these
reforms.
In creating the statutory position of a chief
environmental scientist in the course of this bill we are
also enshrining the role of an expert to be able to
contribute a significant level of knowledge and a depth
of experience to the way in which government takes its
direction from the agency and the body on the ground.
In this context I note that Dr Andrea Hinwood has been
appointed to the role, and in this regard making sure
that we do have that scientific and that technical
expertise is an important part of gaining and preserving
community trust and engagement in the EPA and in its
reputation over time. Making sure also that it is
abundantly clear that the EPA has a role as a science-
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based regulator will mean that the government can also
access that high-level technical advice on
environmental protection matters into the future.
We will continue to rely upon scientific expertise in the
course of the development of environmental policy and
in the course of discussion around what it means to
fund and to resource environmental policy in a way that
makes a tangible difference to the community, in a way
that confers benefit over time and is not simply done for
the sake of a reactive, patchy, ad hoc or slogan-filled
agenda, or simply to tick something off a list. We know
that good environmental stewardship requires
governments to be constantly vigilant to the risks that
may exist within the community and the concerns that
community members may hold, which will vary
significantly from place to place and which will vary
significantly based on proximity to environmental risk
factors, whether they are industrial or commercial on
the one hand, whether they relate to exposure to major
roads as our network and infrastructure grow or
alternatively whether they relate to heavy industry,
which is still, as we recognise, part and parcel of
delivering on the economic, infrastructure and
commodity drivers that are part and parcel of
responsible government and of the growth of this state
in general.
The board that will be created for the EPA will mean
that there will be a better status for the EPA which
more closely aligns with that of a modern and
independent regulator, making sure also that we do this
in the context of accountability and that we do this in
the context of the history of environmental concerns,
disasters, incidents and tragedies that have too often
resulted in deaths immediately and that have so often
resulted in deaths and serious injuries often over a very
long period of time and with a significant degree of
pain and trauma associated with them.
In this regard I note that the exposure to asbestos and
the way in which respiratory disease has been discussed
in the course of industrial exposure are areas where
governments need to continue to act proactively and to
seek to and engage with communities around how to
develop policy which acknowledges the prevalence of
such risk in certain parts of the state and make sure that
direct and specific attention is given to those parts of
the state and those sectors and industries where
exposure might occur.
It is another component of the broader discussion on
proactive environmental action to take on an educative
function and to do so in an assertive, well-informed and
well-resourced way. We know that the EPA has a
number of very prominent opportunities to be part of
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encouraging better practice and making sure that people
can understand and to the best extent possible minimise
the risk to environmental damage or harm.
We also need to make sure that there is a strong
environmental watchdog. In this sense I note there have
been occasions when this has not been the case, when
Victorians have not enjoyed full confidence in the
statutory body which we are now overhauling to put
beyond doubt any concerns about accountability or
enforceability measures that can exist. Making sure that
we do have a revitalised EPA with greater
independence and authority and responsibility in
environmental leadership is part of the work that was
done by Labor in the lead-up to our election
commitment in 2014. It is at the heart of the response to
the inquiry into the EPA and it is also entirely
consistent with the goals and the objectives of a number
of inquiries, including the Hazelwood mine fire inquiry,
which were all designed to provide a better framework
for the positive benefit of all Victorians, not just those
who live and work in our communities now but for
generations to come. We do know that creating the
right environmental and regulatory framework now will
in fact serve us well and indeed far better into the future
than any failure to act. With those remarks, I commend
the bill to the house and I look forward to its speedy
passage.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (13:37) — In
speaking to the Environment Protection Bill 2017, I
have to say that of all the complaints that I receive in
my office about government departments, the
Environment Protection Authority Victoria (EPA) tops
the poll. The EPA is by far and away the most
unpopular government instrumentality in the state so far
as my constituents are concerned.
Mr Davis interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Davis has suggested VicRoads
might be there, and I have to say VicRoads is up there,
there is no doubt about that, but the EPA does shade it.
I have to say that clause 1 on page 1 of the bill sets out
the main purposes of the bill, and the first is:
(a) to provide for the continuation of the … Authority …

There would be a good number of people in my
electorate who would be absolutely and totally opposed
to that, and I am duty-bound to inform the house of
their feelings on this occasion. Basically most of the
complaints come about because of the Ravenhall tip,
the Cleanaway dump that Minister Wynne, the Minister
for Planning, has just approved to be made possibly the
biggest tip in the Southern Hemisphere, if not the
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world — it can be seen from the moon and various
other planets as well.
My constituents, particularly in Caroline Springs, Deer
Park and places around those suburbs, have been
complaining to me for an extended period of time about
the lack of action by the EPA to stop the stench that
they have to live with. They have complained of illness,
they have complained of nausea, they have complained
of headaches — and they have complained about a
whole range of physical manifestations of the stench
that the Cleanaway tip provides those suburbs. Despite
many, many, many calls to the EPA, no joy is coming
from them. Still the people in Caroline Springs, Deer
Park and surrounds are left to cope with the horrid
stench that they are so often subjected to from the
Ravenhall tip.
It is quite astounding, when you consider that we have
the EPA established to protect people from these
environmental outrages, that it will not do it. Why will
it not do it? Why will the EPA not do its job? That is
something that totally mystifies me. It is mysterious in
the extreme. The anger of the local community is
increased even further by Minister Wynne’s decision
when we consider that when the tip is expanded of
course the stench will increase and the horrific nature of
that landfill, that tip, will increase as we see the size of
it increase as well. If the EPA will not do anything
about it now, one can assume fairly safely that it will
not do anything about it once the expansion occurs.
We on this side of the house have made it clear that we
will not oppose this bill, and just maybe — we live in
hope — this bill will do something to improve the level
of effectiveness of the EPA, but the only reason that my
constituents will be holding their breath is that they
cannot stand the stench. I have said to them, ‘If you’re
expecting great things from the EPA, don’t hold your
breath’, but on most occasions they actually cannot help
it. They cannot even hold their breath —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — I remember the Tullamarine. That is
going back to when I dealt with it in an earlier life, and
indeed the EPA was not a lot better then. But certainly
the EPA now with regard to the Ravenhall tip has a
huge amount to answer for. It is a non-effective
organisation. It is an organisation which is chewing up
government funds — taxpayers money — for a
purpose, and it is just not delivering. So just maybe this
bill will get the EPA’s act together. I sincerely hope it
does, because as I said, at the moment from where I
stand the EPA is very much a waste of taxpayers
money; it is in fact a criminal waste of taxpayers
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money. Despite the best efforts of my constituents to
get to the minister, to get to anybody who will bring
about some action to fix the conditions under which
they live, they get nothing.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — The waste from the Metro Tunnel is
another thing. I could talk about what we are subjected
to on Sunbury Road, which is pretty horrendous, I have
got to tell you, but I will leave my comments there in
the hope that the bill will pass and might actually
provide some improvement to what we have come to
expect from the EPA, which is sadly all too little.
It is a sad situation that we face in Victoria when we
have an organisation set up to protect the people from
environmental vandalism and the EPA will just not do
that job. I hope that we do see some action on this front
very, very soon. I hope so for the sake of the EPA, and I
sincerely hope so for the sake of my thousands of
constituents in Caroline Springs, Deer Park and
surrounds who have to put up with that stinking, rotting
hole in the ground at Ravenhall. It is beyond
imagination what they have to put up with from time to
time, and it is beyond imagination why the EPA has
failed monumentally to protect them.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (13:44) — I am
pleased to be able to make a very small contribution to
the debate on the Environment Protection Bill 2017.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — It is dangerous when a politician
talks about a small contribution, because you know
most likely it will be a little larger than small. However,
Ms Shing managed to speak for nearly 15 minutes on
what I see as really just a very small governance-type
amending bill, so I am not sure if I can do justice to her
contribution. However, I do actually support the
Andrews government in relation to —
Ms Shing — I am not sure whether that was praise
or something else.
Mr RAMSAY — No, you can take it as received.
The Andrews government commissioned a ministerial
advisory committee inquiry into the Environment
Protection Authority Victoria (EPA) — and I do
support them in that endeavour — and they have
committed to a response in two legislative packages.
This is the first one; I am actually more concerned
about the second one because I have already had a
number of waste collection agencies come to my office
raising concerns about what the proposed second
tranche of the legislation will be. I am already
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foreshadowing that I will be raising those concerns in a
contribution once the second tranche of legislation
comes before this house.
Nevertheless, out of that advisory committee’s
recommendations we see the first part that has been
flagged by the government, and basically its main
purpose is to provide for the continuation of the
Environment Protection Authority Victoria, to specify a
new objective of the EPA, to provide for a new
governance structure of the continued Environment
Protection Authority Victoria, to provide for the
governing board of the Environment Protection
Authority Victoria and to make consequential
amendments to the Environment Protection Act 1970
and the Public Administration Act 2004.
Really all this bill does is make a small deviation from
the current arrangements. It is not really earth shattering
in its changes. It provides for a new objective of the
authority, which is probably a good thing. I think the
staff actually need to know what the EPA stands for
and what they hope to achieve in their charter. I am
surprised they have not had one before. Their direction
or objective now is to protect human health and the
environment by reducing the harmful effects of
pollution and waste. As I said, the EPA did not have an
objective of that ilk prior to this.
Other changes in part 2 provide for the establishment
and functions of a new governing board of authority,
which will replace the single-member authority
structure and the advisory board with a governing board
of five to nine members. Let us hope that with those
changes there is a greater degree of governance and
liability. Part 2 also provides for proceedings of the
governing board, the governance arrangements
regarding the members of the governing board and the
employment of staff of the authority, which does not
seem particularly out of the ordinary from traditional
practice of other boards. Again, there is nothing really
earth shattering in the governance restructure.
On part 3, currently the EPA’s status under the Public
Administration Act 2004 is as an administrative office,
which is a public service body that is distinct from a
department but has a reporting relationship to the
departmental secretary. Provisions under part 3 provide
for the EPA to be reconstituted as a public entity, which
are the statutory authorities, state-owned corporations,
school councils, boards, trusts et cetera that are
established by government legislation to undertake a
public purpose. It appears that the funding mechanisms
will not change and the staffing will not change, except
I note that clause 26 states that staff employed by the
EPA administrative office will be transferred to the
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EPA public entity upon the commencement date. The
authority may also enter into agreements or
arrangements for the use of the services of any staff of a
department, statutory authority or public body.
There are some consequential amendments, as I have
said. Works approvals to assess any industrial or waste
management development implications are currently
referred to both the Department of Health and Human
Services (DHHS) and the EPA, and the EPA is obliged
to follow the advice of DHHS. Clauses 30 to 32 of the
bill provide that works approvals will no longer be
required to go via DHHS but can be assessed by the
EPA, which predominately serves the purpose of
assessing these types of developments in contrast to
DHHS. I suspect this is a good thing. It will remove
some of the red tape that the EPA is well-known for
particularly in relation to waste management
development.
As I said, this bill is primarily a response to the
ministerial advisory committee inquiry into the EPA,
and it is a commitment by the Andrews government to
provide two tranches of legislation, of which this is the
first, to tighten up the governance aspects, to provide an
objective and to make some consequential
amendments.
I do note a number of joint parliamentary committees I
have been involved in, and Fiskville comes to mind,
where we found the EPA wanting in its duty and
obligations under the act to make safe that particular
facility for those that were doing firefighter training. It
was certainly disappointing, and there was certainly a
lot of criticism by many of the witnesses appearing
before that inquiry, that in fact both WorkSafe Victoria
and the EPA failed in their duty to provide a safe
workplace. In a couple of other committees that I have
been involved in the EPA have also come under a
certain amount of criticism in relation to their
obligations and duties under the act and have fallen
short in their fieldwork in relation to making a safe
environment for those that are actually working in that
space.
I think Mr Davis has taken issue with the landfill levy,
and it is certainly an issue with many of the local
councils that I am involved in across Western Victoria
Region. They have raised concerns on a number of
occasions in relation to the quite significant payments
they make towards the landfill levy and also through
their ratepayer base. They are still not clear about what
return on investment that levy gives to the management
of waste, particularly local council-managed waste
collection centres and landfill tips, and also in relation
to the obligations of local councils in having to make
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certain financial arrangements and then physical
arrangements in relation to the requirements of the EPA
for landfill waste.
I also note, and it is certainly not a criticism, that John
Merritt has been the CEO of WorkSafe, then the EPA
and now VicRoads, and it has been indicated that
probably those agencies have not had a good reputation
in delivering their obligations under their different acts
in the past. That is no criticism of John Merritt. I feel
that he has done his best in a very challenging
environment, if I can use that pun, as the executive
officer of those three agencies, which we know have
come under significant criticism from a whole range of
stakeholders in relation to their obligations under
different acts.
In closing, this is not a big bill and it is not a hugely
technical bill. Hopefully the governance structures will
reduce some of the red tape. It will make the EPA more
efficient, and it is good to have an objective where both
the staff and stakeholders know clearly the objectives of
the authority. I look forward to the debate in the second
tranche of legislation, which I suspect will be far more
controversial.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (13:54) — I am very pleased to make a
contribution on the Environment Protection Bill 2017.
Can I say at the outset that I know that the Leader of the
Government, Mr Jennings, will be making a very
valuable contribution to this bill very shortly. I know
that there have been some issues that have come up in
the context of the debate that he will be addressing
shortly.
The Environment Protection Authority Victoria (EPA)
performs a crucial role in our community in terms of
improving the livability of the environment in which
we live. We have a body that we, as a government, are
very supportive of. We made a number of
commitments in relation to the EPA in the context of
the previous election, and this bill is really designed to
provide an overhaul of the Environment Protection Act
1970, particularly as it relates to governance issues and
other matters.
I do make the point that the minister has made a very
significant investment in the EPA — the last budget
included an unprecedented $162.5 million over four
years to reform the EPA — but it is important that we
are not just putting in a significant financial
commitment but also accompanying it with appropriate
reforms to the governing legislation. We are seeking to
modernise the legislation as it relates to the EPA as
well.
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The importance of this legislation is broad-ranging in
nature in relation to this particular bill. It is seeking to
introduce a statutory objective for the EPA to protect
human health and the environment from the harmful
effects of pollution and waste. It is seeking to replace
the existing single-member authority and EPA advisory
board with a skills-based membership governing board
as the authority. It is appropriate, of course, that we
strengthen the governance of organisations like the
EPA so that they have people sitting on the board that
have the appropriate skills set. The bill is seeking to
introduce a statutory position of chief executive officer
as well as a statutory position of chief environmental
scientist and it is seeking to make some further changes
that relate to how the EPA does its important business.
For example, it will require that only significant works
approvals be referred to the Department of Health and
Human Services in the future. It is also seeking to
remove any doubt in relation to EPA staff employed by
the EPA administrative office being taken to be
employees of the new EPA public entity as well, to
ensure that EPA staff continue to be Victorian public
servants.
These are all very important reforms as they relate to
the implementation of a number of Andrews Labor
government commitments to the response we had to the
independent inquiry into the Environment Protection
Authority. That is a public response that was released
by the government earlier this year. The government
has moved to take very swift action in response to this
report. It has backed up its response to the public
inquiry through the introduction of this important piece
of legislation to the Parliament. I am personally very
happy today to lend my support to it and to commend
the minister for her important work in continuing to
protect Victoria’s beautiful and important environment
now and for posterity’s sake. With those words, I
commend this bill.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Youth justice system
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (14:00) —
My question is to the Minister for Families and
Children. Minister, following the revelations that the
Brighton terrorist siege accused, Yacqub Khayre, may
have been granted parole in contradiction of
recommendations of the Callinan review, your
colleague the Minister for Corrections ordered a secret
office of correctional services review. Have you
ordered a youth correctional services review for
Sebastian Kennett?
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Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (14:01) — I thank the member for her
question. I think today, as we have seen the front bench
unfolding, it is deckchairs; it is —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister, not only is it
unhelpful, it is really stupid, given the fact that an
announcement was made today about changes in the
ministry of the government. It is absolutely not apposite
to the question, and I ask you to desist with such a
foolish folly. Please answer the question.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, President, for that
commentary in relation to matters to do with the
coalition front bench. The point that I was seeking to
make was that Ms Crozier is demonstrating why she is
one of the people on the hit list in terms of —
The PRESIDENT — Minister! Move on.
Ms MIKAKOS — President, thank you; I will do
that. But the point that I would make —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Thank you. Minister.
Ms MIKAKOS — The point that I would make —
Mr O’Donohue interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Mr O’Donohue —
15 minutes.
Mr O’Donohue withdrew from chamber.
Ms MIKAKOS — The point that I would make is
that these are important issues that the member is
canvassing here. We have had a terrible tragedy in
relation to the loss of Ms Hansen, and my condolences
go out to the family and friends of Ms Hansen in
relation to this matter. I know there has been some
media coverage in relation to these issues over the past
few days. It is a matter that is currently before the
courts, and it would therefore be inappropriate for me to
comment further.
I make the point that Mr O’Donohue was the
corrections minister at the time when we had another
tragedy in the tragic death of Jill Meagher. I seem to
recall that at the time he and the then government were
very circumspect about what they too were able to say
in relation to these very sensitive legal issues.
What I would say further is that the Callinan review is
an important piece of work that the Minister for
Corrections has been very busy in undertaking the
implementation of — and the government has already
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made a raft of changes — but the scope of that
particular review was limited to the Adult Parole Board
of Victoria. It is important that we do look at what
learnings can occur from that particular review as it
relates to the Youth Parole Board; in fact there is some
work that I have asked the Department of Justice and
Regulation to undertake in relation to these matters. I
do think it is important, and I would certainly hope,
given the legal proceedings that are afoot at the
moment, that the member very well appreciates the
legal difficulties that the government may have in
providing further information about these matters at this
point in time.
Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (14:05) —
Minister, will that review that you have ordered also be
kept secret or will you apply the significant public
interest test and release this review into yet another
Andrews government parole stuff-up?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (14:05) — I think that the member’s
language in this matter is really inappropriate, and I
have already noted that I was in fact instructed on a
couple of occasions to take a very different approach in
my response. That advice and counsel has not been
provided to Ms Crozier. I do make this point to the
member: I refer her to the substantive answer that I
have already given on this matter, and that is all I will
be saying about this at this point in time.

Youth justice system
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(14:06) — My question is also to the Minister for
Families and Children. Minister, can you confirm that
Sebastian Kennett’s history of behaviour in youth
justice, including evidence that he was not afraid of
Victoria Police and that he was not remorseful for his
previous crimes, was provided to the relevant parole
board prior to him being released?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (14:07) — I refer the member to the
substantive answer I have just given to her colleague’s
question in relation to this matter. I think if the member
was to read the media reports today a little bit more
carefully, she would understand that there are in fact
some legal processes in place as we speak that go to
these matters that put us on very difficult legal grounds
here. I do refer the member to the response I have
already provided to her colleague.
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Supplementary question
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(14:07) — Minister, upon his release Sebastian Kennett
was placed into Department of Health and Human
Services housing in Chadstone with another young
offender. Can you detail all of the other parole
conditions Mr Kennett was subject to prior to this latest
incident?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (14:08) — I again refer the member to the
substantive answer I have already given to her
colleague’s question in relation to this matter.

Youth justice system
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(14:08) — My question is again to the Minister for
Families and Children. Minister, given there have been
so many concerns raised by youth justice staff as to
their safety and wellbeing over the past two years due
to riots, can you advise whether any staff safe zones
have been established to protect staff from violent
young offenders at either Parkville or Malmsbury?
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, I fail
to see how this supplementary question is —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — It is a new question.
Ms Mikakos — The point of order, then, President,
is I could not quite hear the question that was asked at
the time, but I do take objection to the preamble that the
member has provided in this. President, I make the
point again that you certainly wanted me to respond to
questions in a very direct and forthright manner, and I
am very happy to do that, but if the member is seeking
to editorialise in relation to these matters, then I will
certainly take the opportunity to respond in kind.
Ms FITZHERBERT — On the point of order,
President, I advise that I think the language I used was
very prudent. I said that there have been many concerns
raised by youth justice staff. I have heard many of them
personally in the current inquiry into youth justice. I am
happy to repeat the question if the minister did not fully
hear it if that assists.
The PRESIDENT — In respect of the
supplementary question that was put by Ms Crozier to
Ms Mikakos, I was actually prepared to allow leeway to
the minister on the basis that there was a provocative
twist at the end of that particular question. In respect of
the question put by Ms Fitzherbert, it was actually a
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very straightforward question. The preamble, as
suggested by the minister, was totally apposite to the
question and was not in my view provocative at all.
However, I think that the problem is that there may well
have been some discussion in the chamber that meant
the minister was not afforded the opportunity to hear
the question in full, so I seek that Ms Fitzherbert pose
that question again. Minister, I am dismissive of the
point of order because I believe that the question on this
occasion is in order. Your point about provocation,
though, is valid.
Ms FITZHERBERT — Minister, given there have
been so many concerns raised by youth justice staff as
to their safety and wellbeing over the past two years
due to riots, can you advise whether any staff safe
zones have been established to protect staff from
violent young offenders at either Parkville or
Malmsbury?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (14:11) — President, I do find this question
quite provocative in nature because in fact
Ms Fitzherbert and those opposite tried to knock off a
bill in this house just a few weeks ago — one that
introduced new offences for young offenders in custody
assaulting youth justice staff.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — That is exactly what you did,
Ms Crozier. You yourself moved the reasoned
amendment to knock off that bill, and you will never
live that down. As a government, President —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister! The pointing
should be at me — but I do not want you to point at me.
Ms MIKAKOS — As a government we have put in
a raft of changes to modernise our youth justice
system — something that those opposite failed to do.
From having a record youth justice budget to build a
brand-new fit-for-purpose high-security youth justice
facility, to fortifying Malmsbury and Parkville, to
hiring more staff and to making the legislative changes,
we are taking the steps necessary to make our youth
justice facilities safer. I do take the safety of our staff as
an absolutely priority — I absolutely take that as an
absolute priority. That is why we have made these
legislative changes — something that you were
prepared to seek to knock off — and we are making the
changes necessary to ensure that our youth justice staff
have a safe environment.
Just recently I announced a further $50 million of
investment, on top of that in the budget, that will also
see a further 21 safety and emergency response team
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staff recruited to add further to the safety and security
of our staff. I was pleased to act on a recommendation
of an independent review conducted by Neil Comrie, a
former Chief Commissioner of Police — someone who
Ms Crozier has sought to slur through her commentary.
Ms Crozier — No, I did not.
Ms MIKAKOS — Absolutely — and your media
releases remain up on the public record and are
something you should rectify and take down, I would
add.
I have acted on his recommendation, and last week I
had the opportunity to go up to Malmsbury to
commend two staff who acted above and beyond the
course of duty: acting general manager Ray Birkin and
acting supervisor Graeme Todd, who demonstrated
great courage and commitment to their colleagues and
to the wider community during the course of the
January escape at Malmsbury. So I can inform the
member that in the course of attending that
commendation ceremony I spoke extensively to the
Malmsbury staff, and they are very pleased with the
changes that our government has made. They are very
positive about the reforms they are seeing being rolled
out and the commitment that our government has
demonstrated through these changes.
I make the point to the member that we are taking the
necessary steps to ensure that youth justice staff are
supported. There are a raft of changes that have already
happened, and those reforms will continue to be
implemented by our government. Those opposite have
a lot to say about this issue, but if you look at their
record, they sat on a secret report that Ms Wooldridge
commissioned to redevelop the Parkville youth justice
facility. That has never been publicly released.
Ms Fitzherbert has never asked for it to be presented to
her inquiry either.
Supplementary question
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(14:16) — Minister, given that staff have been
threatened, been assaulted and had their offices broken
into over the past two years and that the Muir report
that you commissioned following the violent riots that
have occurred under your watch recommended
establishing staff safe zones, what has been the delay in
doing so?
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Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (14:16) — It is interesting that Ms Fitzherbert
asks about reports that our government has been
prepared to provide to the parliamentary inquiry and yet
Ms Fitzherbert, and Ms Crozier similarly, has
absolutely zero interest in asking for any report that was
commissioned before November 2014. Funny that,
because according to them everything was rosy under
their watch and there were never any assaults on youth
justice staff. Certainly the media clips during Mary
Wooldridge’s time as minister demonstrate that that
was certainly not the case. We are taking action in
relation to all of those recommendations in the Muir
reports, in the Comrie reports and in every other report
that I have commissioned.

Youth justice system
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (14:17) —
My question is again to the Minister for Families and
Children. Minister, recently two female youth justice
workers were stood down for inappropriate
relationships with young offenders at Parkville.
Minister, who investigated these matters and what were
the findings?
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have not in the substantive answer confirmed any such
matters. I have just explained that there is a process that
is undertaken if such matters come to light.
Similarly, that is exactly what I said in relation to her
earlier question in relation to the question she put to me,
and she again has sought to verbal me through social
media and construe a particular conclusion from that
response. I stand by the substantive answer I have given
to her, and of course I can look forward to her very
creative interpretations on social media about my
responses.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — I would have thought I had
heard enough. Thank you.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Five minutes, Minister. You
talked over me. I was seeking to re-establish order, and
you talked over me.
Ms Mikakos withdrew from chamber.

Manslaughter charges
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (14:18) — The member would be well aware
that the Parliament is not an appropriate place to be
canvassing workplace relations issues in relation to
these types of assertions that the member is making. It
is important that the member understands that these
types of issues have come to public light in the past,
including when Denis Napthine was in fact the
minister. It was an issue that was reported more
recently in the media, and it is something that I as
minister did have investigated independently by Frank
Vincent. These are very serious allegations that the
member is asserting in the Parliament. I think it is
important that I make it clear that when these types of
allegations occur they are appropriately investigated
and appropriate action is taken. I think it is appropriate
that I leave it at that.
Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (14:19) —
Minister, while the inappropriate relationships were
underway, were any of the young offenders involved
offered special treatments or favours, and if so, what?

Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (14:22) — My
question today is for Minister Tierney, the minister
representing the Attorney-General. Violence in our
society continues to be a problem. One-punch laws
were introduced in 2014 to ensure that those who killed
a person with a single punch answered for their deeds
properly. The public sentiment at the time the laws
came into effect was clearly that there was a disparity
between the action and the punishment. Plea-bargaining
is something that is done to move through the courts. In
my opinion some charges should never be dropped or
reduced if the evidence is there to support it, one-punch
laws being a case in point. My question is: how many
people have been charged with the one-punch offence
since it was passed into law?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(14:22) — I thank Mr Bourman for his question.
Obviously I am here representing the Attorney-General
and I would not have that level of detail on me. I will
endeavour to get that information to you within the
guidelines.
Supplementary question

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (14:20) — Firstly, I have noted already from
the social media commentary from the member that the
member always seems to read into my responses things
that I have not said, and she seeks to verbal me. I in fact

Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (14:23) — I
thank the minister for her answer. My supplementary
question is: how many people have had the charge
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dropped or not proceeded with because of pleabargaining for a lesser offence?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(14:23) — I thank the member again for his
supplementary question, and I will ensure that we
receive an answer from the Attorney-General within the
guidelines.

LaunchVic
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (14:24) —
My question is for the Minister for Trade and
Investment and Minister for Innovation and the Digital
Economy. As you know, Minister, I have taken an
interest in innovation and firmly believe that giving
young and innovative companies the support they need
now will drive innovation, productivity and prosperity
into the future. To this end the concept of a $60 million
government start-up fund is a very sound one. But on
cursory scrutiny of LaunchVic I am concerned that it is
missing the mark. Can the minister detail whether
LaunchVic-funded accelerator programs are being
measured to ensure that they are in fact stimulating
growth in the start-up sector and generating a return on
investment?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Innovation and the
Digital Economy) (14:24) — I can, in a word, say
yes — they are being measured. I refrain from
curtailing my response at that point because it is
important to appropriately reflect upon what we are
actually doing, what we are actually building, in
Victoria. LaunchVic is a $60 million fund that is there
to support incubators, accelerators and co-location
spaces right across Victoria — north, south, east and
west. We have had a range of programs that have
focused on regional Victoria, metropolitan Melbourne
and outer suburban Melbourne indeed. We are very
proud of what LaunchVic is attempting to create and
expand right across the state.
Indeed we have accelerator programs for nine to 12year-old children — at the launch in round 1 there was
an 11-year-old boy who had already created and sold
his first company and was already onto his second.
There is another accelerator program that deals with
people over the age of 50, understanding that people
who are looking for either a change of job or indeed a
change of vocation that has been forced upon them may
need different skills and different support to be able to
pursue those opportunities. We have invested heavily in
the Geelong region to support Runway, which has done
an amazing job in supporting a Geelong community
that has obviously struggled under the closure of the
Ford manufacturing site. There are a range of things
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that we are attempting to try and do through the
LaunchVic body, and certainly if you are seeking
additional information in relation to the programs I
suggest you have a look at the LaunchVic website and
then certainly come back to me with any additional
questions.
Supplementary question
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (14:26) —
Thank you, Minister. As I did mention in my
substantive question, I was actually seeking details on
how this was measured, but I appreciate the message.
As for my supplementary question, I will just point to
one example. In funding round 1, LaunchVic provided
$100 000 to the provider Social Traders to, and I quote:
… strengthen the pipeline of accelerator-ready social
enterprise ideas through workshops, networking events,
clinics and pitch fests …

It appears that this $100 000 was spent by Social
Traders on providing four workshops and some
networking events. Can the minister detail how well
these workshops were attended and what tangible
outcomes were achieved from this investment?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Innovation and the
Digital Economy) (14:27) — I thank the member for
the question. In fact your substantive question simply
asked me, ‘Did we actually have KPIs and monitor
performance?’, and the answer to that was ‘Yes’, so I
believe that answer was acquitted. You very
specifically ask about Social Traders. Social Traders is
a fantastic organisation that looks to support effectively
businesses within the not-for-profit space and
microbusinesses in an attempt to get them going. The
four workshops that you talk of were indeed part of
Social Traders’s remit to fulfil as part of their funding
agreement. I am certainly happy to take on notice the
very specific question that you ask in relation to Social
Traders acquitting themselves of that funding
agreement, and we will endeavour to have that back to
you by 11 o’clock tomorrow morning.

Poker machines
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan)
(14:28) — My question is to Minister Dalidakis
answering on behalf of the Minister for Consumer
Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation. I was surprised
to see the government statements recently regarding
caps on pokies for the next 25 years — that seems an
extraordinary amount of time to me — and that the caps
will not be lowered. What research did the government
do to come to this position in terms of whether it would
affect harm minimisation?
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Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (14:28) — I thank the member for the
question. As with all public policies, there is always a
delicate balancing act between looking after the welfare
of the community and also the economic interests of the
state. I have said in this place on many occasions that I
am not a fan of pokie machines — that I think that if
the government of the day could revisit their decision to
bring them into our communities en masse as they did,
then I would hope those who were members of
Parliament at the time would reflect on that. Very
specifically, though, in relation to the question that you
pose, I will pass that on to the minister in the other
place and seek a response.
Supplementary question
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan)
(12:29) — We have gone from a situation 10 years ago,
when the Greens negotiated for having no ATMs in
pokies venues, to now having a $500 cap on what
gamblers are able to withdraw every 24 hours. Again
my question is: what research has the government done
to come to this position and has it actually looked at the
harm it will be doing to problem gamblers by allowing
them to withdraw $500 every 24 hours?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (14:30) — I thank the member for her
question. Again the question deals very specifically
with people who are suffering from gambling. It is a
scourge, it is a disease and it is one that does afflict a
very small minority of the community. Again the
interests of public policy mean that we need to balance
the rights of individuals to gamble as they so choose
with the needs of those people who need to be
protected. Again in relation to the substantive, I offered
to take that question on notice, and I will do that with
your supplementary.

Political donations
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (14:30) — My question is to the Leader
of the Government. Last sitting week the minister held
a meeting here at Parliament House which included
Luke Hilakari from Trades Hall, Karen Batt from the
Community and Public Sector Union, John Setka from
the CFMEU and Peter Marshall from the United
Firefighters Union. What was the purpose of that
meeting?
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(14:31) — I thank Mr Rich-Phillips for his question and
his delayed gratification in drawing attention in the
public domain in relation to this meeting, because it
must have been irresistible on any number of occasions
over the last month for people in the opposition to talk
this meeting up. I would have thought it would be fairly
intriguing.
Here is the tell-all answer: all of those representatives
of the trade union movement came in to talk about the
consequences of the political donation reform, about
which the ABC fact file today said Victoria will have
the strictest, most stringent political donation reforms in
the country. And if it is on the fact file, President, you
will know that it is very likely to be true, because in fact
if any government overreaches — and sometimes other
governments may overreach — the ABC calls it out.
But in our case they say ‘Fair call’ and that the
Victorian government intends to introduce the strongest
political donation reform in the country.
In fact the political donation reforms are so stringent
that, I have to volunteer, the trade union movement
were thinking that our reforms were fairly restrictive on
some of their political ambitions and their political
aspirations for representing the interests of their
members. They have actually said, ‘What guarantees
can you provide to us that in all the important work that
we do in terms of protecting the interests of workers
each and every day, particularly from the onslaught of
the federal industrial relations climate’ — the relentless
agenda of the federal government — ‘we will be able to
spend our members’ money in campaigning to protect
their interests into the future?’. That is a very, very
relevant question for them to ask.
They were very forceful in making their points to me,
and in fact they were somewhat anxious about the
rigour by which the Victorian government intends to
introduce its reforms. We are very committed to those
reforms. We are very committed to bringing them
before the Parliament before the end of the year, and we
are very, very pleased to support the ongoing vibrant
political environment in the community and to be able
to make sure that we reduce significantly the amount of
financial resources that currently political parties
receive from donations from any source. That may
create anxieties for a whole range of different political
parties for a whole variety of different reasons, but in
terms of the pressures that the Labor Party may be
subjected to, the union movement was saying, ‘Why
don’t you want to receive our money?’, and we had a
robust conversation about the reasons why.
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Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (14:34) — I thank the minister for his
answer. Minister, did the unionists at that meeting seek
an undertaking that their members’ contributions, the
campaign activities they undertake on behalf of the
Labor Party and the donations that they make to the
Labor Party would not be restricted or subject to
disclosure under the framework that you have talked
about?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(14:34) — President, in the form that Mr Rich-Phillips
asked that question, I think the simple answer is no, but
in fact the issue for all of us, by the time the legislation
comes to the Parliament, will be: what are the
disclosure requirements in relation to political
campaigning that are appropriate into the future? That
will be something that we can test out between the
parties within the Parliament to work out what is the
appropriate degree of restrictions on political donations,
the degree of disclosures and the activity that should
take place.
At no stage, whilst they were expressing some degree
of anxiety about the reform, was the trade union
movement saying to the Victorian government —
through that meeting with me in any case — ‘Don’t do
it’. They did not say, ‘Do not do it’, because they could
see the value right across the political landscape of us
reducing once and for all the amount of political
donations that come into political parties, associated
entities and third-party campaigners. They were
supportive of that initiative; they were somewhat
anxious about its implementation.

Victorian Youth Congress
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (14:35) — My
question is to the Minister for Youth Affairs. Young
Victorians who applied for a position on the Victorian
Youth Congress were told that they would be informed
of the outcome of their application by 26 June this year.
Minister, four months after that deadline, why have you
still not announced the congress or informed young
people of the outcome of their applications?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Youth Affairs)
(14:36) — I thank the member for his question. I am
pleased to inform the member that I have in fact signed
the letters to the successful members of the youth
congress, so those letters must still be making their way
through Australia Post’s unreliable and slow service.
They are going to be a very important part of how the
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Andrews Labor government engages with young
people in this state.
I am very proud of our record when it comes to
engaging young people. We released a very reformist
youth policy last year that is designed to engage with
young people on how government is involved in
decision-making in this state, and as part of that we
established the first ever youth summit, which was held
at the MCG earlier this year. We had more than
400 young people at that inaugural youth summit from
different parts of Victoria, and one way we are going to
continue to engage young people is through the
establishment of the youth congress. That will be a key
part of continuous engagement. A very important
selection process has occurred to ensure that we have
got different parts of the community represented, as
well as different parts of the state, and those young
people will meet with me and with other relevant
ministers to express issues of concern and interest to
them.
We look forward to seeing the youth summit being an
annual feature of how we engage young people in this
state. I am very committed to this being an ongoing
feature. I certainly hope that there will be a degree of
bipartisanship around these issues in the future, because
certainly what we have seen at the federal level is that
the coalition government has scrapped funding for
National Youth Week in this state. That is something
that we as a government are stepping up on, and we are
ensuring that the funding will continue and we will
have a Victorian youth week in this state next year.
So it is very disappointing to me that not only have
Mr Morris’s federal colleagues failed to have a minister
for youth in their cabinet but they have now scrapped
funding for National Youth Week activities, which will
disappoint young people in his electorate. But we as a
government are stepping up to the plate. We will ensure
that we continue to have Victorian youth week
activities in Victoria. So I can assure the member that
we as a government are very much committed to
engaging young people in this state. We are certainly
very keen to get the youth congress up and running as
quickly as possible. This has also involved consultation
with peak youth bodies in this state, because they were
invited to put forward names to be members of the
youth congress and that has been a key part of this
process.
I am very much looking forward to informing members
of this house very soon about the membership of the
youth congress and to seeing it come to fruition, and I
look forward to meeting those members very soon.
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Supplementary question
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (14:40) — Thank
you, Minister, for that response. Minister, on what date
was the brief with recommended applicants for the
youth congress first provided to your office?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Youth Affairs)
(14:40) — It is a good thing, President, I got 5 minutes
respite earlier before I got this earth-shattering question.
I am disappointed I did not get to have a cup of tea in
those 5 minutes, President. Can I just say to the
member that obviously I would not have that particular
date at the tip of my fingers, but I do recall having a
brief on these matters relatively recently and I do recall
signing those letters that I referred to that are making
their way to successful members of the youth congress.
This is a really important initiative from the Andrews
Labor government to engage with young people. It
stands in stark contrast to the previous minister, who
just engaged in token consultation with young people in
this state. I know his own involved committee was very
critical of TAFE cuts and other things that the previous
government did and that the previous government
failed to heed any of the concerns of young Victorians
at the time.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(14:42) — There are 125 written responses to questions
on notice: 11 217, 11 221, 11 359, 11 459, 11 474,
11 476–7, 11 479–80, 11 482, 11 492–3, 11 496,
11 498–9, 11 501–04, 11 515–16, 11 519, 11 521–22,
11 524–7, 11 537–8, 11 541, 11 543–4, 11 546–9,
11 559–60, 11 563, 11 565–6, 11 568–72, 11 581–2,
11 584–90, 11 598–600, 11 602, 11 606, 11 615–16,
11 618–28, 11 630–3, 11 635–6, 11 643, 11 646,
11 649, 11 656–64, 11 666, 11 675–82, 11 712–17,
11 721–4, 11 726–30, 11 734–5, 11 737–41, 11 743
and 11 751.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Written responses
The PRESIDENT (14:42) — In consideration of
today’s questions can I indicate that it is going to be a
busy day for written responses. In relation to
Ms Crozier’s first question, Ms Fitzherbert’s first
question, Ms Fitzherbert’s second question and
Ms Crozier’s second question, all both the substantive
and supplementary questions, if I can have written
responses, please, and they are all to be within one day.
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Mr Bourman’s question to Ms Tierney, the substantive
question and the supplementary question, that is two
days; Ms Patten’s question to Mr Dalidakis, the
substantive and supplementary questions, one day; and
Ms Hartland’s question to Mr Dalidakis, substantive
and supplementary questions, two days. In respect of
Mr Morris’s question —
An honourable member interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Yes, I know, but the question
was what was the reason for the delay, and that is why I
am at sixes and sevens in terms of whether or not to
seek a written response, because the actual question
was about the reason for the delay. The minister has
indicated that in fact the letters have now been signed,
so certainly the matter is progressing and we all
welcome that. I might seek an explanation from the
minister in terms of the substantive question, and that is
one day.
An honourable member interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Hopefully that will
encompass that.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Questions on notice
The PRESIDENT (14:44) — I have received three
letters in respect of me reinstating questions on notice.
The first letter is from the Honourable Mary
Wooldridge, and it is in regard to question on
notice 11 040, and the question was to the Minister for
Training and Skills on behalf of the Minister for Police.
The answer has been judged not to be apposite to the
question that was asked, and therefore I would reinstate
that question.
Mr Rich-Phillips has asked me to reinstate questions
put to Minister Wynne via the then Minister for Small
Business, Innovation and Trade. The questions all relate
to matters with Minister Wynne in another place. They
are questions 11 485, 11 508, 11 530, 11 552 and
11 574. Those questions have also been reviewed. I
note that there is pretty much a pro forma response on
these questions but indeed the pro forma response does
not go towards answering the questions at all, and
therefore I would reinstate those questions.
I have a further letter from the Honourable Mary
Wooldridge in regard to question 11 305, which was a
question asked through the Minister for Agriculture in
this place for the Minister for Public Transport in
another place. In respect of that question there was a
part (a) and a part (b), and having looked at that I have
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formed the view that part (b) has been adequately
answered but that part (a) has not been answered, and
therefore I would reinstate part (a) of that question.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (14:46) — My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
The Shepparton bypass is a five-stage project with a
projected total cost of $1.3 billion. With preconstruction work now underway, Greater Shepparton
City Council is now seeking a commitment in the 2018
state and federal budgets to provide funding of
$260 million to complete stage 1 of the project. The
Shepparton bypass is a critical infrastructure project
that will not only improve safety by reducing heavy
vehicle traffic flows through the Shepparton CBD but
will also improve freight movements to domestic and
export markets in Melbourne, throughout regional
Victoria and interstate. Minister, will you prove the
Andrews government’s support for the Shepparton
bypass project by prioritising its construction and by
working in conjunction with the federal government to
ensure $260 million is allocated between the state and
commonwealth in 2018 budgets to fund the completion
of stage 1 of the project?
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response to a constituency question on 8 August this
year, Minister Pulford stated that the expected delivery
of the bus interchange is anticipated for mid-2018. Now
that we are approaching the end of 2017 and are yet to
see any plans for the interchange in any way, I ask:
does the minister still stand by that expected delivery
date of the bus interchange being in mid-2018?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(14:50) — My question is to the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing, and it is in relation to
maintenance of the public housing towers at 200
Dorcas Street in South Melbourne. I have had a number
of complaints to my office in relation to lights that need
replacing in passageways and stairwells and on various
floors, and this need has been in existence for months.
It has been reported to my office that multiple phone
calls had been made to the maintenance hotline, but
there does not appear to be any attempt being made,
again over several months, to actually replace or repair
the lights. This issue has been raised with my office
repeatedly in April, May and August of this year. My
question to the minister is: when will the lights be
replaced at 200 Dorcas Street, South Melbourne, as
required, and why has it taken so long?

Western Metropolitan Region
Eastern Victoria Region
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) (14:47) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Sport, and it
relates to defibrillators being rolled out to sporting clubs
throughout our community. Increasing participation in
sport is obviously a good thing in terms of people’s
connectedness but also their broader health. One of the
challenges with expanding sports clubs and sports
membership is of course older people taking part in
sport, so defibrillator access is an increasingly
important part of rolling out support for sports clubs. I
ask the minister: are there any sporting clubs on the
Mornington Peninsula that are likely to get
defibrillators over the coming months?

Western Victoria Region
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (14:49) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Regional Development, and it is in relation to the
Ballarat railway station precinct redevelopment that is
occurring at the moment which is disappointing many a
Ballarat resident. The specific question I have is in
relation to the bus interchange on which the
government was forced to backflip and announce
funding for after leaving it out of their initial plans. In a

Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (14:50) —
My constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Planning, the Honourable Richard Wynne. Melbourne
and the west are growing rapidly, with recent census
figures showing that Victoria grew in 2016 by
146 600 people, who now reside in the world’s most
livable city. Our government recently approved a new
community for 22 000 people in Mount Atkinson and
Tarneit Plains with employment land for 19 000 jobs. I
ask the minister: what are the state government’s plans
for providing services and infrastructure for the new
residents and workers in the new suburbs?

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (14:51) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. This morning as I sat in stationary traffic
on the Tullamarine Freeway I wondered what my
fellow motorists were thinking. As traffic crawled a few
metres and then came to a further standstill, I wondered
if my fellow motorists were wanting a solution to the
daily gridlock they face. As we continued to crawl
toward the city, I wondered if my fellow motorists were
grateful for an extra lane to sit in every day and were
infuriated by the $1.3 billion wasted to stop a road that
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even Sir Rod Eddington says we desperately need. On
behalf of my fellow motorists this morning, I ask: what
plan does the minister have to alleviate the appalling
traffic congestion on the Tullamarine Freeway?

Western Victoria Region
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (14:52) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Regional
Development, and the question I ask is: is her
department giving serious consideration to the proposal
to develop an outdoor activity centre being proposed by
the Anderson family called sky rig? The Andersons for
over a year have been seeking support from both the
state government and the City of Greater Geelong to
obtain a permit to build this rope and wire activity
project on Eastern Beach, Geelong, but have been given
the runaround by the Geelong authority, local members
Lisa Neville and John Eren, and even some in the City
of Greater Geelong planning department. This is an
important investment in tourism for Geelong that will
draw thousands of visitors, create jobs, provide
economic wealth through shops and cafes and
complement the proposed convention centre and
development of the marina and yacht club. Most of all
it gets people outside and exercising and enjoying the
challenges of wire surfing. My question to the minister
is: can she take an interest in this application and help
the sky rig team to find a suitable site to get this venture
up and surfing?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (14:53) — My
constituency question today is for the attention of the
Minister for Public Transport, and it concerns the
government’s voluntary purchase scheme on the sky
rail corridor. It is very clear that the property values
have been smashed along that corridor, and the
government has come forward with a paltry voluntary
purchase scheme where people are being offered
amounts that are far less than the value of the property.
Not surprisingly, people are not taking up those offers.
In some cases the construction is occurring just
20 centimetres from their fence. In other cases there is
huge intervention and the property value will clearly be
smashed long term because of the overshadowing and
the sound that will impact on the corridor. So what I ask
of the minister is: will she review the flawed voluntary
purchase scheme on the sky rail corridor?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (14:54) —
My constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport, Ms Allan, who is responsible for the level
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crossing removals, and it relates to the site at the North
Road rail station at Ormond. That level crossing
removal was of course funded by the previous coalition
government. As part of that project the Andrews
government, without consultation with the local
community, plans to build a 13-storey sky tower at the
site. In preparation for the development a huge concrete
slab was poured which covers an extensive area. This
concrete pad is not being utilised for anything at the
present time, so I ask the minister, while it is not being
utilised, to consider allowing it to be used for parking
for commuters and others who access the Ormond
station or the surrounding Ormond shopping precinct.

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(14:55) — The constituency question that I would like
to ask is for the attention of the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety and Minister for Ports. It is in relation to
what is called the Mordialloc bypass. In fact I prefer to
call it the Mornington Peninsula Freeway (MPF) north
extension because it affects Frankston, Carrum and
Mordialloc. It is the proposed 9-kilometre arterial road
between the end of the MPF at Springvale Road,
Aspendale Gardens, and the Dingley bypass in Dingley.
It was certainly our policy and something that the Labor
Party opposed for a long period of time. However, they
have now undertaken a commitment to actually build it
by 2021. Currently there is planning underway, and an
environmental impact statement is to be undertaken by
order of the Minister for Planning. However, the roads
and ports minister is undertaking consultation. But one
thing I note is that he has not been consulting with the
business community, who are critical and who will be
impacted by this. So I ask the minister whether as part
of the consultation process on the design and planning
for the MPF he is planning to consult with businesses in
the area.

ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION BILL 2017
Second reading
Resumed.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(14:56) — I thank members of the chamber for their
contribution to the second-reading debate. I will
respond to a couple of issues that Mr Davis raised in his
contribution and some questions that Ms Hartland
placed for consideration. Perhaps I will give an
overview of the importance of this reform, hoping that
Ms Hartland will return to the chamber so that I can
make eye contact with her — even though I will be
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looking through the Chair — and inform her about the
way in which I can account for her concerns in relation
to representation on the Environment Protection
Authority Victoria (EPA) governing board that has
been introduced through the reforms that have been
brought in through this piece of legislation.
This bill, as members of the chamber know, follows a
major review that was undertaken of the functions and
core responsibilities of the EPA. When this government
came to office it was concerned about a deterioration in
the capacity of the EPA to acquit its statutory
obligations and its ability to be the leader in
environmental regulation and community engagement
that it had been in its previous years and that in fact
there had been a deterioration in not only the resources
but the statutory framework in which it operated and
the appropriate alignment of programs and resources
that actually underpinned the EPA. We tried through
that review to rebuild that capacity.
This piece of legislation before us reiterates a statutory
objective for the EPA. It actually establishes a new
structure for the governing board and delineates new
powers of its chief executive officer and the chief
environmental scientist. It actually creates
circumstances where there are enhanced works
approval processes and establishes the EPA as an entity
under the Public Administration Act 2004.
All of those things provide for greater clarity in terms
of the governance arrangements and in relation to the
delineation of responsibilities of the board, the CEO
and the chief environmental scientist. It tries to actually
delineate not only the way in which approvals may
work but the way environmental assessments may
work. It provides a head of power in relation to
acquitting some of the community expectations that a
leading jurisdiction such as Victoria should have in
terms of making sure that we have the appropriate
environmental regulation and world’s best practice in
relation to these issues.
The government has actually responded by a full
response to the report’s recommendations, and this bill
is the first tranche of reform, which the government
intends to augment with further legislation before the
end of this term.
There were a couple of issues that were specifically
raised. Ms Hartland is now in the chamber, and I thank
her for coming back into the chamber for me to give her
a response. Those of us who are actually well versed in
environmental protection in this state and in community
activism know than in fact Ms Hartland has a very
lengthy pedigree in that regard. Even though I might
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from time to time have acted as if I were her political
adversary, every now and again I come back to this
fundamental truth: Ms Hartland was a freedom fighter
for her community. There is no doubt about it. At the
time of the Coode Island fire, for instance, there were a
number of people who mobilised in the community to
actually support the community at a time of stress and
great anxiety, and Ms Hartland was one of those
people.
So it is unsurprising that she has asked a question about
the make-up of the governance board that is delineated
under a clause in this bill, under which the government
expects the creation of a new nine-person skill-based
board — well, not less than five and up to nine
members of the governing board — and makes certain
recommendations about what the profile of that
representation will be in that skill-based approach. The
government has volunteered skills and knowledge in
relation to the following: environment protection or
regulation, regulation of industry, local government,
public administration or governance, finance or
accounting and legal practice.
Ms Hartland actually asked: what does that mean for
community activism? Does that actually mean that we
are blind to community activism and that we do not
actually respect the views of members of the
community? I volunteer on behalf of the government
that it does not mean that. In fact in the future,
Ms Hartland, if you are interested in being on the board,
or for that matter eventually in the fullness of time if
Mr Davis or I were interested in being on the board,
then there is nothing that would actually prevent us
from being ably considered for participation in
community life, through the prism of environmental
protection most likely or regulation or our engagement
in local government as an entree to community
activism; in fact we believe there is sufficient scope for
that to be considered.
Beyond that, on the government’s policies in relation to
recruitment, I am sure Ms Hartland already knows that
ours is a government that has made important reforms
in relation to enabling and facilitating a degree of
diversity in our appointment processes to make sure
that they are respectful of the diversity, skills and
attributes of our community. Indeed the government
policy, as articulated in the appointment and
remuneration guidelines effective from 1 July, states:
It is government policy that no less than 50 per cent of all new
appointments to paid Victorian government boards and
Victorian courts be women.
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It also states:
Appointments to Victorian government entities should, as far
as practicable, reflect the diversity of the Victorian
community. Opportunities to appoint women, Indigenous
Australians, people with a disability, people from culturally
and linguistically diverse backgrounds and lesbian, gay,
bisexual, trans, gender diverse and intersex people should be
actively explored.

They are the policy settings that all government entities,
including the EPA, would be obliged to adhere to. We
believe that with a combination of those guidelines in
relation to government policies, expressed in those
guidelines as recently as 1 July this year, plus the
additional knowledge and background in either local
government or indeed environmental protection, we
will get the right balance. That is the reason why we
have our current legislative framework augmented by
those guidelines. With our intent we believe that we
will address the issue that Ms Hartland is concerned
about. She is not nodding her head, so I do not know
that I have convinced her, but in fact that is the logic
that underpins the government’s thinking in relation to
these matters.
I turn to the issues that Mr Davis raised for our
consideration. He has drawn attention to the fact that
over many years an accumulation of landfill levies has
occurred — and he was generous enough to indicate it
has occurred under all administrations, whether we go
back to the Bracks-Brumby era, whether it be the
Baillieu-Napthine government or whether it be now
with this government — and that there has not been full
expenditure of the Sustainability Fund. So good on
Mr Davis for identifying that. Mr Davis probably
knows that he might have a slight bit of lead in his
saddlebags in relation to the amount of money that was
actually spent in his administration on that matter,
which was fairly modest. I will not refer to it. Mr Davis
was generous, so let me be generous at this moment by
not volunteering what that number was.
Mr Davis — You do not disagree with the point,
though.
Mr JENNINGS — I agree with you. The annual
report of the Department of Environment, Land, Water
and Planning identifies that the balance of the
Sustainability Fund at 1 July 2016 was $466 252 000.
At 30 June 2017 it was $551 730 000. At the same time
the annual report of the department at page 213
identifies that $150 926 000 went into the municipal
and industrial landfill levy trust account and that at the
end of the financial year just gone — 30 June this
year — that balance had actually been reduced to zero
because of the expenditure on programs, and the
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balance had gone into the Sustainability Fund. There
was $419 million in new funding allocated over five
years announced in this year’s budget, and that would
be the total of the expenditure from the Sustainability
Fund over the forward estimates period. It means we
will effectively spend the equivalent of what is the most
recent balance at the end of the financial year. Just to
reiterate: at the end of the financial year to 2017 there
was $551 million in the fund and the total expenditure
in the forward estimates is intended to be $550 million,
so we are basically spending that balance over the
forward estimates period.
Mr Davis privately raised with me that he was
concerned about the balance between what would be
returned to community investment or industry support
in relation to project management and the derivation of
better environmental outcomes. He made the point that
he would feel some degree of alarm if whilst there was
an uplift in the EPA’s capability in relation to being
able to acquit its statutory responsibilities and manage
those programs there was continued erosion of
community and industry-based expenditure of that
fund. There has been significant investment associated
with the reforms that come out of this legislation. We
will not deny it: $160 million over the forward
estimates is associated with these reforms. That does
relate to the balance of the activities of the agency but
also to their ability to get programs and grant funding
away and to work collaboratively with the local
government sector, industry and others. There is a
recognition by the government that there should not be
a structural impediment to the majority of the funds
now and into the future being spent on community and
industry responses, and that investment should be
returned to the community in that way. I make that
undertaking on behalf of the government.
Mr Davis also raised a question about what our
understanding is of the individual area distribution of
the revenues that are derived and come into the
Sustainability Fund. The EPA does collect that from
landfill operators. I have asked the advisers in the box
to see what they can do to extract the information now
and how that information may be published into the
future. They informed me in the first instance that
because landfills do not operate in all local government
areas — local governments invariably have contractual
arrangements to take waste to large landfill sites where
that revenue is effectively derived and then paid into the
fund — the distribution by local government area is not
as clear as it might be, because in fact you do not
necessarily know what local government volumes make
up the total volume. The revenue is actually
accumulated and basically transmitted from the
cumulative effect of the volumes that come into the
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landfill operator. In future, in terms of our ability to
delineate information by local government area, I think
there is going to need to be a bit of work done, because
that is not capable of being reconciled at this moment. I
do not want to give any false hopes in relation to that.
What is available to be reported is at the scaled-up level
of the landfill operator. The department is now on
notice to see, with the agency, what reporting might be
appropriate into the future.
I have made my best endeavours to try to answer those
substantive questions that Ms Hartland and Mr Davis
have raised with us. Not necessarily by design, I have
run myself down to 50 seconds for my contribution. I
hope that that acquits the expectations of the chamber. I
recommend that the bill proceed through the second
and third reading.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

HEALTH LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(QUALITY AND SAFETY) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 22 August; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State).
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(15:12) — I am very pleased to speak today on the
Health Legislation Amendment (Quality and Safety)
Bill 2017. This is an important bill for our health
services and most importantly for the health of
Victorians. Of course it is a result of a cluster of
perinatal deaths that occurred at Djerriwarrh Health
Services over an extended period of time. It is not just
perinatal deaths but also some injuries that happened to
young children — babies — at that time, and it ranges
from 2008–09 all the way through to 2015.
This was an extended period of time in which there
were clearly some significant failures in the quality
assurance systems and the management of women who
were pregnant, with some very, very sad and significant
consequences. I have to say, once again, that my
deepest sympathies go out to all the families who have
been affected by this issue at Djerriwarrh Health
Services, and I am pleased that there has been a very
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significant focus on quality and safety in our health
services, of which this bill is one component.
This bill is intended to improve the safety and quality of
health services across Victoria by collecting better
information, by improving clinical governance
structures and by increasing the powers of the minister
and the department to respond to risks. As I say, the
history or the context is a cluster of deaths that were
notified to the Consultative Council on Obstetric and
Paediatric Mortality and Morbidity, affectionately
called CCOPMM, notified in March 2015.
I really appreciate that at the time I received a briefing
from the department in relation to the cluster of deaths.
What became very clear was that it was actually by
luck and by chance that this cluster was identified, and
it is to the credit of the individuals involved that they
were able to identify this cluster, not because that
information had been presented in a form that would
have assisted but because they connected some
disparate pieces of information together which allowed
them to pursue a line of thinking that identified that this
was an issue. So it was a very significant finding but
one that clearly should have been found earlier; it could
have made a difference if it had been.
As a result the minister undertook a number of different
investigations. There was the investigation into
perinatal outcomes at Djerriwarrh Health Services, led
by Professor Euan Wallace, that identified that seven
deaths were avoidable, or potentially avoidable, and
identified a failure in clinical governance.
There was the review by the Department of Health and
Human Services management of the critical issues at
Djerriwarrh Health Services that was handed down in
November 2015, and that was as a result of the
secretary requesting that the Australian Commission on
Safety and Quality in Health Care conduct an
independent review of the department’s actions. They
found that the department had acted appropriately but
did not have adequate capacity or oversight to identify
the risks. Part of that was in the context of some
notifications from the Australian Nursing & Midwifery
Federation (ANMF) in relation to concerns about some
of the activities that were happening in Djerriwarrh at
the time that had really been brushed aside by the
department rather than taken and investigated
significantly. So while there was a broad finding that
the department was not at fault as such, clearly the gaps
and failures identified and their capacity to not
oversight and identify risk were seen as a failure in
terms of the community’s expectation, and certainly I
think the government and this Parliament’s expectation,
of the role that the department plays in that context.
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There was also the commissioning by the minister of
Professor Stephen Duckett to look at how quality and
safety in Victorian health services could be
strengthened to avoid a similar tragedy in the future.
After a significant amount of work, Targeting Zero, the
review of hospital safety and quality assurance in
Victoria, was released in October 2016. The legislation
we have before us today responds to some but not all of
the Targeting Zero recommendations, and the
government has foreshadowed that a second bill will be
introduced next year in response to other
recommendations.
I suppose to foreshadow my questions in consideration
in detail, I will be looking for some commitment on
timing and content in relation to pursuing the further
legislative amendments that are required to acquit
responsibilities. I can see that the departmental officials
in the box are writing furiously, and hopefully this will
give them some time to collate some responses. I am
also looking for some reflection on the broader
recommendations, and Professor Duckett made many,
of how the government is going in relation to the
acquittal of all the recommendations and in terms of
where things are up to.
Where we are today is we have this bill in relation to
quality and safety, and the key aspects of the bill are as
follows: that safety and quality have been added as
objectives throughout the various acts that relate to our
health services; that the maximum term for health
service board members will be nine years — that is
essentially three terms of three years, except in
exceptional circumstances, such as skills shortages or
all board terms expiring simultaneously; and that all
health service board members will be paid — currently
only major health service board members are paid, and
I think this is widely supported in terms of assisting the
professionalisation of our boards of directors in relation
to our health services. I do have to say there are some
concerns, though, about the board terms.
This bill allows the minister to issue requirements in
relation to the composition of boards, and it allows the
minister to issue guidelines for health boards regarding
safety and quality as well. Essentially it is upping the
capacity of the role of the minister and the department
in relation to expectations of health services in regard to
who is on the board, the performance of the board, the
skills of the board and their attention to detail in relation
to quality and safety.
At Djerriwarrh there were obviously some concerns
about the board and them fulfilling their role in relation
to quality and safety matters and whether the board had
actually even been informed of many of these issues or
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whether the CEO had withheld some of that
information or not presented it in a form that reflected
the true situation.
The bill also amends registration requirements for
portable service models, such as mobile X-ray services,
and expands the definition of services captured by the
act to include multipurpose services, such as small
community health centres with aged care and private
clinics that do not perform clinical procedures as the
majority of their work. The practical effect of these
amendments is a significant expansion in the scope of
the oversight in relation to health services that have
been provided and also an anticipation of innovative
new health models, such as the mobile X-ray services
or other mobile services, for example, anticipating
where health services might go and ensuring a quality
and safety context in relation to not only what we have
now with an expanded footprint but also where health
service delivery may go in the future and ensuring they
are captured so that it is proactive rather than reactive to
the services that are being provided.
The government talked, for example, about dodgy
cosmetic procedures being captured under this type of
work, which is certainly needed and welcomed. I will
foreshadow that in the consideration-in-detail stage I
will be asking for some more clarity on the extent of
some of these definitions in relation to clinical
procedures — for example, would that include GP
clinics where some minor procedures are often
conducted, at what point do you become a day
procedure centre versus a clinic, and so on.
The bill also provides for the minister to suspend
admissions within specific hospital departments within
this expanded cohort if quality and safety concerns
arise. Once again, while the minister already has many
of these powers, quality and safety can now be a driver
for action in this regard. It also allows in terms of this
aspect of it not only that a whole hospital may face
ramifications if there are issues but also that a part of it
may. If, for example, maternity services, as was the
case at Djerriwarrh, were under a cloud, then maternity
services are the ones that could be suspended, allowing
other services to continue while the issues of quality
and safety are assessed and dealt with in the maternity
area.
The bill also expands the requirements for private
clinics to report data. Some of this data is currently
collected and provided voluntarily. I certainly have
some questions from some in the private sector in terms
of what this data is that will be expected to be collected
in addition to what they already do, given that there are
significant accreditation requirements and much data
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already provided to the Department of Health and
Human Services. We certainly welcome more data, but
I have to say that we also welcome more transparency
in relation to the data. We have not seen that, and we
will certainly be looking to see more transparency in
this information.
The bill requires concerns about serious risk to be
reported to the secretary and that the Consultative
Council on Obstetric and Paediatric Mortality and
Morbidity is to be more focused on identifying risks
rather than just classifying deaths. Once again this is a
significant change for a body that, as I said, very
fortunately identifies the cluster but also builds into its
processes and its DNA that proactive risk identification
as opposed to the reactiveness that it has had in terms of
classification, so I think that is very significant.
There are, as I have foreshadowed a little bit through
this discussion, some concerns that have been raised,
and I will go through the consultation I have received
from various groups to put on the record some of those
issues, but I just want to flag at a broader level in the
first instance what some of those concerns are. There is
a very significant concern from some small rural and
regional health services about the nine-year board term.
They believe in many cases that they have a local skills
shortage that may mean the mandatory nine-year
maximum term will see expert board members required
to be replaced. The bill does give the minister some
exemptions in exceptional circumstances, and the
minister has made some decisions in relation to that
even in this most recent board appointment round,
which has been very welcome, but it does not fix the
concern that nine years can be a very short period of
time when there are significant skills that are valued
and still very useful around the table.
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thoughtful piece of work in terms of his report, and the
implementation has been significant. The support from
the health sector in relation to the framework being
sound is an endorsement of the work that he has done.
But the challenge is really the department’s and the
government’s implementation of that legislation to
ensure that the new requirements are not unnecessarily
burdensome for health services and that patients benefit
from practical improvements in terms of safety and
quality. That is always the case — that you can put in
place all the frameworks and legislation you like, but if
this is not implemented in a way that is meaningful,
then that is where the rubber really hits the road.
There is an additional burden in terms of reporting, and
it is important that the new agencies — and I will
mention them in a moment — deliver meaningful and
practical improvements because workloads at health
services will increase to meet these requirements, so let
us make sure that it is meaningful.
It is also important on the transparency front that of all
the additional power and data that this bill allows for
only the guidelines issued by the minister to health
services are required to be publicly reported. We need
more information. There is an irony in the fact that in
2015 this government introduced the Transparency in
Government Bill. At the time it was said to me, ‘This
should have been done in conjunction with Stephen
Duckett’s review implementation’, but the government
sought to move ahead on that bill. It passed the lower
house and it passed this house, but with some
significant further transparency amendments. It has
now languished on the lower house notice paper for I
think it is now four or five months. So this government
has certainly talked up a good game on transparency in
government, even to the extent of producing legislation
in relation to it, but when that was further extended in
terms of the transparency in the information data that
would be provided, the government chose not to pursue
it further.

Interestingly I note that someone known to us all, the
mayor of Melbourne, Robert Doyle, was reappointed
for a fourth term as the chair of Melbourne Health. I
would suspect under this legislation, using the
classification of a significant skills shortage, that there
would not be a significant skills shortage in
metropolitan Melbourne in relation to who has the
capacities and skills to chair Melbourne Health, but the
government did make a decision to extend his board
term for a fourth term through to what will then be
12 years. The government has not been very consistent
on this in the past, but this legislation will make it much
harder not to be consistent on this issue in the future.

There is also a lot that will go in the regulations, and
while that is necessary in terms of using the regs in this
way it often leaves us with a lot of questions in relation
to the content and the process through which it will be
managed. The only assurance I have had from the
department is that they will be out prior to the 1 July
2018 commencement. I would certainly hope so. If
there is time in terms of the regs, it would be good to
have a look at it.

In terms of implementation there is no-one saying that
the quality and safety framework is anything but sound,
and I think that is a real credit to the work of Stephen
Duckett. He did a very detailed, very thorough and very

In terms of some input in relation to the sector — and I
also do this as a way to acknowledge the time and effort
that the sector has put in in relation to responding to me
about the bill — I did ask Stephen Duckett what he
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thought of the government’s implementation in relation
to his report. He said, and I quote:
I haven’t been involved in any of the implementation of
processes from my review — my job was done when I
submitted the report. However, I obviously have followed
implementation though and am satisfied that the government
is, and senior public servants are, true to their word about
implementing everything ‘in principle’. I have not seen any
backsliding!

So obviously there are some good messages there. He
went on to say, though:
As I have said previously, though, the time to evaluate the
government response is not the day or so after the report’s
release, but three years or so after. It is only then that we will
be able to evaluate whether the necessary culture change has
occurred at all levels of the system, and hospitals and
clinicians are supported with the information they need to
improve their care on a continuous basis.

I think that is a very important message back to the
point about implementation.
The Victorian Healthcare Association (VHA) as the
peak body for the hospitals have said that they are
comfortable in relation to the bill. There was just one
comment in relation to boards that I want to highlight:
The VHA has long advocated for health service boards to
determine whether or not directors should be remunerated and
welcomes this announcement.
The level of remuneration, the source of funding for the
remuneration and the implementation date are as yet unclear.

And that is one of the questions I would like to follow
up in committee, if the minister does not address it in
advance.
In relation to the day hospitals, once again I am very
thankful to Jane Griffiths, the chief executive officer of
Day Hospitals Australia, for her comments. She had
some significant questions about the data collection and
reporting requirements, and some of her comments are:
All licensed private overnight and day hospitals are required
to meet the National Safety and Quality Health
Service …standards to maintain their licence.

She went on to ask: what data is collected and what will
not be required from the private sector? She went on to
say that there are a whole series of data requirements,
that the Private Health Insurance Act 2007 requires a
whole lot of data collection. She went on to ask:
There is also already a requirement for all sentinel events to
be reported to the Victorian department of health by all
licensed health care facilities in public and private.
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What is the nature of the broader data required in relation to
performance of private hospitals to align them with the public
hospitals?

She asked that having outlined a lot of detail that they
already collect. She also said:
Day Hospitals Australia would support a tightening of
licensing requirements for those facilities performing
cosmetic surgery, such as breast augmentation, as has been
introduced in both NSW and Queensland. In our opinion,
these cosmetic facilities should have to meet the same
licensing requirements as any other private hospital.

So obviously a tick in relation to that expansion in
terms of those services.
I did hear from one of the small hospitals in relation to
the board issue, and I will not name them because I
know sometimes there are ramifications of CEOs
coming to us with their concerns. But this CEO said:
… we have no issues with improving better and safer care for
patients.

The CEO then said the following:
We would request an amendment to the bill increasing the
minimum tenure for board members from nine to 15 years for
small rural health services.
This would ensure development of appropriately trained and
skilled board members as is being required by the ‘Duckett’
review, and give small rural health services the ability to
manage recruitment from its region in an improved
succession planning manner.
Nine years is too short for both skilling up, training effective
management under our health service system.

There is some genuine concern in relation to it.
Just in relation to the VHA — my pages were slightly
out of order — Chris Templin from the VHA said:
The main change from the perspective of the VHA is the
mirroring of responsibility for boards and CEOs of public
hospitals. We supported such a change in the original
consultation to the Duckett report.

He went on to say:
… many of the changes are already in place in practice and
the amendments will codify existing approaches.

And that is part of the message I have heard as well:
much of this has been done, but how do we make sure
it happens comprehensively across the board?
Marie Stopes’s Michelle Thompson, the CEO, said that
they do not:
… have any specific comments or questions on the bill other
than to state that we fully support improved governance,
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oversight and greater transparency of both private and public
health services to the Victorian community.

their business relative to the public hospitals, which the
health department is so integrally involved in?

We support the recommendations of Targeting Zero and
believe that greater transparency builds greater trust in our
public and private health systems.

He went on to say:

The Royal Australian and New Zealand College of
Psychiatrists have given me some comments as well,
because obviously there are elements in this bill in
relation to mental health services, particularly the
oversight of electro-convulsive treatment. They say,
and I have heard this from Dr Kym Jenkins, the
president:
The Victorian branch strongly supports the Victorian
government’s commitment to zero avoidable harm and the
development of leadership to deliver better outcomes, and
applauds the government for supporting the
179 recommendations of Targeting Zero: Supporting the
Victorian hospital system to eliminate avoidable harm and
strengthen quality of care.

They went on to say, in talking about funding,
particularly for mental health services but in terms of
the implementation of the Targeting Zero report, that:
It is imperative that funds to address the issues raised in the
Targeting Zero report are not diverted from important public
sector psychiatric service delivery.

There is significant funding in the budget in relation to
this implementation, which is I think why services
would like some clarity about what that funding goes
towards, as opposed to having to draw from the
recurrent budgets.
I have had very significant and thoughtful feedback
from Michael Walsh, the CEO of Cabrini, obviously
with private services being brought into the fold
through this process. I will just touch on a few of the
comments that he makes, and I have got some
questions in relation to what is clear and not clear about
what is going to be expected of private hospitals under
it. He said:
The other general concern about powers to inspect and to
close services is that the health department (and the minister)
[is] not an independent regulator. The minister and health
department oversee the public hospital providers, and these
providers aggressively compete for business with the private
sector … There needs to be absolute separation of the roles of
regulator from funding of and provision of public health
services, or the regulator will lack credibility with private
providers.

Essentially his message is: with such a significant role
in the public sector for the health department and the
minister, can they also fulfil that role which might
require the government to impose some sanctions or
some issues on private providers to the detriment of

Public hospitals have a practice of competing with private
health services for patients, so minister and secretary have a
conflict of interest. It would be preferable to establish an
independent regulator situated outside DHHS. An example
would be the NHS Improvement (Monitor), the overall
regulator in health in England.

He also talked about the guidelines, which now include
providers, and said:
Service delivery guidelines implies evidence-based
practice — for example, guidance on managing stroke or
acute chest pain. This is more controversial as, in the private
sector in particular, different private practitioners will have
different modes of practice. If they are mandated to follow
particular service delivery guidelines, this would also have an
impact on medico-legal insurance. While they are
‘independent’ practitioners, they are responsible and
accountable for their clinical decisions. If this changes, so that
either the employer or the regulator determines mode of
practice, and the practitioner follows the prescribed practice,
liability shifts to the employer and/or regulator. It is important
that guidance is just that, guidance.

I will be asking some questions in committee about that
guidance and what role it has and how binding it is in
relation to that private practice of some of the private
hospitals.
I also, finally, heard from the Royal Australasian
College of Surgeons (RACS), from Mr David Love, the
chair of the Victorian Regional Committee. Once again,
they support the efforts that are being made across the
board. He said:
A key aspect to increasing quality and safety is engagement
across the health sector. Meaningful engagement with
professional bodies is often lacking with appointments to
consultation committees and boards often made to
individuals, not as representatives of the profession as a
whole.
For many years RACS has been involved with maintaining
and improving professional standards, which aligns very
closely with Targeting Zero’s purpose of improving quality
and safety. However, Safer Care Victoria appears to have
ignored our expertise in this area and appointed individual
clinicians. Appointing representatives from a professional
body, rather than individuals, to bodies such as the BCV
board, SCV and the Victorian Clinical Council, means their
views would be representative and RACS could help with
implementation and promotion of decisions and contribute
our collective expertise to the process. The appointment of
individuals without involving their professional body means a
potential significant loss of input, expertise and support.

I suppose that is fair. That is always the dilemma in
terms of representatives of organisations versus
individuals themselves. But it is a clear message there
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from the Royal Australasian College of Surgeons about
how they feel in relation to these issues, and from their
perspective there is an important need to get closer to
the representative bodies to not only value their input
but to also significantly assist in the dissemination of
decisions and input outcomes that are determined.
Mr Love went on to say:
Any data requested by the secretary must be reasonable and
meaningful. The data should not be overly burdensome to
collect or send to the department and appropriate resources
should be provided where the data is complex. Data should
also be made available to the public by the department to
assist them in making decisions about the quality and safety
of their care.
In addition any data fed back to the administrators of health
services must be relevant and subject to clinical interpretation
before action is taken.

Finally, on the issue of the appointment of board
members, Mr Love said:
Any powers for the minister to appoint representatives to a
hospital board should be applied only in exceptional
circumstances and in consultation with relevant stakeholders.
The appointee must have the appropriate qualifications and
expertise to support the board.
In addition regulations should mandate appropriate clinician
involvement and engagement on boards, and also require
boards to consult with the appropriate clinical representatives
across their organisation to support better quality and safety
monitoring.
…
Most importantly any regulations which sit alongside this
legislation must be written in consultation with the sector.
Consultation must be thorough and meaningful and allow
sufficient time to consider the potential impacts and outcomes
of any changes proposed.

Overall it is a very positive message in relation to
stakeholder engagement on this issue and in terms of
what it does, but there are also some very thoughtful
suggestions on issues about board terms, skills and
capacity on boards, how it is effectively implemented
and the burden of reporting.
I have some other useful feedback, which I will not
attribute, from the medical profession. The comments
were that the amendments are not particularly
contentious, but they do strengthen the stewardship and
central government functions of the department without
undermining the devolved governance and
accountability of health services. Effectively it says that
the balance has been right. But once again they also
raise the point that the limited board tenure may be
particularly difficult, as well as the regulation of board
composition. Some boards thought having a health
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practitioner may be challenging, but I think many
boards are finding that very positive. So once again it is
an overall message that is positive in relation to the bill,
but with some thoughtful consideration in terms of
effectiveness from the range of stakeholders.
Obviously there are three new agencies that have been
established. There is Better Care Victoria, which was
actually established prior to the Duckett review. It
effectively replaces the Health Innovation and Reform
Council, which was established by the Minister for
Health in the former government, David Davis, to once
again drive the innovation, drive the reform and drive
the thinking with evidence-based approaches in relation
to changes that were needed in our health sector. Better
Care Victoria is now headed up by Douglas Travis,
who did the Travis review and has subsequently had
funding for his agency to be able to provide innovation
grants to the community.
I think it is fair to say that one area of concern is that
there was $10 million provided last year and
$10 million this year, but it is a bit of a drip-feed in
relation to Better Care Victoria’s funding rather than
being something that has been clearly committed to by
the government going forward over a longer period of
time. Obviously changing the name and in some ways
the operation, but certainly with a very consistent
intent, shows that there is very significant appreciation
of and value in people taking leadership on innovation,
which is desperately needed in our health system. But I
suppose we would welcome a more significant
commitment from the government in relation to this
rather than a year-by-year exercise.
Safer Care Victoria, established as of January 2017,
oversees and supports health services to provide safe,
high-quality care, investigate risks and failures and
expand best practice across the state. I mentioned
earlier that the first investigation into perinatal
outcomes at Djerriwarrh was done by Professor Euan
Wallace. He has taken up the position of head of Safer
Care Victoria. He is obviously a very highly respected
medical practitioner and leader. I think that is a very
significant appointment to this important role. He
commands a lot of respect and has already had many
good ideas.
One of my concerns, though, is that Safer Care Victoria
has become the go-to agency every time the minister
wants to deflect an issue that is arising and have
someone have a look at it. Safer Care Victoria has been
deployed to Bendigo, down to Gippsland and to
multiple locations around the state, usually when there
is a pending health issue. It is an easy way to say,
‘We’re doing something about it’. I think there is a very
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significant and broader role for Safer Care Victoria, as
articulated by the need to have our system working and
focusing on quality and safety rather than being a
deflection mechanism for the minister.
Finally, the Victorian Agency for Health Information,
established in January 2017, collects, analyses and
shares health data for public reporting, oversight and
clinical improvement. I have not seen a lot yet from this
agency. Clearly it takes time to identify the data that is
needed and to then translate that into data that is
collected and reported on, that is comparable and that is
ideally then able to be used for public reporting. It may
be some time, but it is important that we do start to see
the impact of a very significant agency in relation to
this Victorian Agency for Health Information.
There has been, it is fair to say, a fair bit of action. I did
go back to have a look just out of interest, because these
issues are not new. In fact in May 2008 the AuditorGeneral handed down a report in relation to the medical
blunder, from sentinel events through to a full range of
issues. The report found that almost 70 000 seriously ill
emergency patients were not being treated within time
and that there were some very significant gaps,
particularly that Victoria is the only state in Australia
that does not have a comprehensive monitoring system
for medical mistakes and so was unable to actually
provide even complete figures. The report was called
Patient Safety in Victorian Public Hospitals, and it
estimated 135 000 patients had been exposed to
medical mistakes but concluded that there could be
more.
At the time the then Minister for Health, Daniel
Andrews, said work had started on an appropriate
monitoring system to be in place by 2010. So here we
are in 2008 with a promise from the then health
minister to have appropriate monitoring of medical
incidents, but it is not clear to me that it was actually
put in place. Certainly if anything was put in place, it
was not comprehensive.
The same search — looking at the Auditor-General’s
report it is amazing what you find — highlighted an
article headed ‘Hospitals creating ghost wards’. The
same article that was talking about the AuditorGeneral’s report talked about overcrowded Victorian
hospitals altering computer data and admitting
emergency patients to non-existent virtual wards to
meet state government targets. It just reminded me of
the many challenges that Daniel Andrews faced as the
then health minister. Doug Travis at the time said:
It’s turned into chaos in hospital emergency departments.

And the article goes on to say:
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Health minister Daniel Andrews last week attributed the rise
in demand to the ‘worst winter on record’.

Certainly what goes around comes around in health
services. These are not new issues, quality and safety;
they are issues that successive governments have
worked on but have not necessarily solved.
This is a very comprehensive review by Stephen
Duckett with a comprehensive set of recommendations.
There is some progress on implementation and it is a
good first step in relation to the bill, but there are some
questions to make sure we do not have the same
situation as we are clearly now having eight or nine
years on from the last time this was significantly in
focus, when the then minister, now Premier, said
everything would be fixed in just a short period of time.
We need to make sure that the implementation of this
legislation and the recommendations translate to
improved practice and safety for Victorian patients so
that we are not having the same experience in 10 years
time and saying, ‘If only we had done it properly’.
On that basis the Liberals and Nationals are not
opposing the bill. We believe that a significant response
is required in terms of what happened to Djerriwarrh.
The process has been good to identify the opportunities,
and this is another significant step along the way.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (15:51) — I
rise to speak on the Health Legislation Amendment
(Quality and Safety) Bill 2017. The bill we are
discussing today goes to the core of what ought to be a
priority of our health system, our health services and
our hospitals: that they are safe. It is as simple as that.
That is the purpose of the bill — to provide the best
quality and safety for our patients and for our doctors
and to make sure a first-class service is provided to
Victorian patients. The history behind why this bill has
been implemented is that, following the catastrophic
series of failures that led to unthinkable tragedies
involving preventable stillbirths and deaths of newborn
babies at Djerriwarrh Health Services, a review was
ordered by the Minister of Health, the Honourable Jill
Hennessy. This government is committed to ensuring
that those events never, ever happen again.
The bill delivers on key recommendations from
Dr Stephen Duckett’s review of quality and safety in
Victorian hospitals. My understanding is that there is
further legislation to come to basically implement all
the recommendations of Dr Duckett’s review. One of
the first areas the review outlined was in relation to the
governance of various boards as part of looking at the
current system and basically looking at what is best
practice in relation to board composition, particularly
tenure. The review recommends a cap of nine years on
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board tenure. It is actually quite common as best
practice in large corporations and various companies
around the country and around the world to have some
sort of limited tenure on boards. You cannot be a
member of the same board for 20 years, for example;
that is why we unfortunately run into complacency and
start facing issues in relation to governance and so
forth. So one of the recommendations was to create a
limited tenure of nine years.
The legislation states clearly that that does not
necessarily impact on existing board members. If
someone, for example, is currently serving nine years
and they have got two years to run, they are not
affected. It is basically talking about going forward. If a
person has already served six years but is due for
renewal or for a new appointment, that still can occur,
but they are basically looking at a nine-year tenure,
which I think is an excellent recommendation. I know
members on the other side in the other place raised
some issues in relation to that, but I think they were
really unfounded.
The second area in relation to governance goes to
various regional hospitals where currently board
members are primarily volunteers, and now we will
have legislation in place to strengthen these boards by
looking at recognising the good work that is done by
these volunteers, by looking at providing additional
training and by looking at having those positions as
paid positions as well. We do value the contributions
these board members make in country and regional
Victoria.
The next point in relation to this legislation is about
cracking down on dangerous and unregulated private
providers, which is another area that was highlighted by
the review. At the moment if surgery is less than 50 per
cent of the activities of a cosmetic facility, for example,
it is not regulated, and this bill closes that loophole,
ensuring that private providers meet quality and safety
standards even if the dangerous activity is a small part
of their practice.
The bill also will allow action in response to unsafe
practices in the private healthcare sector by introducing
an ongoing obligation on private services to be safe,
appropriate and subject to continuous improvement. So
the whole thing about this bill is about continuous
improvement and making sure we are continuing to
deliver a first-class health system. It is expected that we
will do this, particularly as federal and state taxpayers
money goes into the health sector to provide that firstclass service, and I think this is the least we can do.
This bill goes a long way to making sure we do that and
puts in place that oversight to make sure that private
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providers are subjected to the same strict compliance as
public hospitals and big hospitals.
The bill will enable effective oversight of private
healthcare providers. The bill will require that health
and safety information be regularly reported to the
department, and it introduces an obligation on private
providers to notify the secretary of serious risks to
patient health and safety. The secretary will also be
empowered to issue a direction requiring private
providers to hand over quality and safety information
upon request. This may be used to obtain information
about an outbreak or to follow up on any red flags
raised by regular data collected from the service.
The bill will ensure that all public and private hospitals,
regardless of size or location, are held to the same high
standards of quality and safety. Victorians should have
confidence in our healthcare system, no matter what
part of the state they come from. I think it is very
important if we are living in a First World country like
ours that people should have confidence that when they
use the services in our health system, whether it is
private or public, they will receive first-class service.
Anything less than that is unacceptable.
The other area of the bill is about making sure quality
and safety become part of the culture of the health
system and the service. So the bill will amend the
objectives of the Health Services Act 1988, the
Ambulance Services Act 1986 and the Mental Health
Act 2014 to reinforce the centrality of quality and safety
of our healthcare system and also put beyond doubt that
ministerial and secretarial intervention can and should
take place in the event that quality and safety concerns
are uncovered.
The bill builds on the work the Andrews Labor
government has put in place over the last three years. A
lot of investments are going into improving our current
system, and that is why in the current 2017 budget
$215 million was added to the Victorian budget. That is
in addition to almost $17 million invested in
strengthening oversight of quality and safety across
Victorian health services in the current budget. This is
about making sure the framework is put in place to
provide the best quality and safety for patients and for
our citizens, making sure the system is right, making
sure all the oversight is put in place but also backing
that up with adequate investments. I think this
government is doing just that. With these comments I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan)
(15:59) — Because the two previous speakers, and
especially Ms Wooldridge, have gone over this bill very
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comprehensively, I am going to be quite brief. That
should not take away from the fact that this is an
incredibly important bill, but it is also an incredibly
straightforward bill.
As we all know, this piece of legislation has come out
of a cluster of terrible and it would appear totally
preventable deaths of babies born at Djerriwarrh Health
Service. I was briefed at the time when it became
public, and I really appreciated the briefing. It was very
in-depth. It explained what the problems were. It was
also made very clear both in that briefing and in media
reports that it appeared a number of people had known
that there was a problem or they had known about part
of the problem but it was never actually linked up.
Clearly the nurses union had made reports both to the
hospital and to the department, but action was not
taken. It was in fact the mortality and morbidity
committee that picked it up.
What is disturbing about that is that it is a committee
that does not report in real time. It was some 18 months
after the events that it was picked up, so it is quite clear
why this legislation is needed. It is quite clear why it is
that we need to reform the way boards operate. I do not
have a problem with the idea of having a nine-year
tenure on boards, but I think that especially on country
boards you can have that element of people becoming
too comfortable, knowing everybody, becoming too
friendly with each other and possibly not being
prepared to challenge other people. So I think it is quite
important for tenure to be limited, but it is also really
clear that, especially for country boards, you need
people with particular skills.
In talking to the government, there is the whole concept
in relation to people who go onto these boards that you
move them around but you may need to retrain them.
You need to give them good governance practices, and
also obviously I think it is reasonably clear that possibly
the board at Djerriwarrh did not know everything that
was happening. So how do you overcome that? It is
really important that of course the CEO of a health
service is the one that has to be providing all of the
information to a board so that they can actually function
well.
I think it is important that board members are paid
because often, especially on country boards, these are
people who are giving a huge amount of voluntary
time. It is a very difficult task, and they should be
remunerated for it.
They are the basic reasons why the Greens will be
supporting this bill. I would also just like to add that I
have sought out from Minister Hennessy on a number
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of occasions briefings about issues that have come up,
and I have always found her extremely cooperative.
Her staff always give me excellent information. I just
wish all ministers would behave in this way, because
then I think we could overcome many of the problems
we face. But this bill is straightforward, it is good, it
addresses an issue and it should be supported.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(16:03) — As Ms Hartland said, this bill has been
extensively described by some earlier speakers, so I do
not propose to go over ground that has already been
covered. I think brevity often is of more value in these
situations.
Obviously the bill was developed in response to a
cluster of perinatal deaths at Djerriwarrh Health
Service. This was a horrendous set of circumstances,
most particularly for the families involved. I think it is
important for us to remember that there are a number of
families who suffered a dreadful loss at the hospital or
as a consequence of actions by the hospital, as I
understand it, and that they will continue to experience
the loss and grief that has flowed from these very, very
sad events. I acknowledge their loss today.
I also, as Ms Wooldridge did, want to acknowledge the
briefing that I was pleased to receive in relation to these
events some time ago, which has added to my
understanding. In short, there are a number of babies
that were found to have died in potentially avoidable
circumstances. There have been several reviews of the
circumstances which have been outlined in particular
by Ms Wooldridge. We cannot correct the mistakes of
the past, but we can address some of the failings that
led to these mistakes, and that is how I would describe
this bill.
The various reviews showed in summary some very
serious breaches of usual board process and response. I
look from my own perspective of having being part of a
hospital board, having been the chair of a hospital board
and having been actively involved in a quality
committee at a hospital, which is where these sorts of
issues are frequently discussed and dissected in
enormous detail. Unfortunately today in Australia,
despite the many medical advances that we all benefit
from, infant mortality, stillbirth and death shortly after
birth still exist. When it regrettably occurs, the usual
process is extensive review by employees of the place
where the birth occurred, by the CEO, by the board and
by the quality committee. It appears from my
understanding that this was apparently largely missing
at Djerriwarrh. The great shame of this is that it means
that mistakes were potentially replicated rather than
being detected and stopped.
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The bill, if I can turn briefly to it, introduces a number
of changes. We have already mentioned there will be
payment now of all board members. Again, I think that
the payment of a board member makes it clear that this
is work where a certain level of performance is
expected and that it elevates what is expected. I believe
that is a good thing. Objectives have changed.
Healthcare agencies are now to provide safe, patientcentred and appropriate services. This is something that
a majority of health services have willingly adopted
without being required to do so, but I think it makes
sense that that is spelt out in the bill. Directors are now
referred to as directors rather than as members of the
board. Again, this is part of the professionalisation of
the role that is expected.
There are also term limits. This has been canvassed by
earlier speakers, so I will not go into this in detail. This
means that nine consecutive years is the limit for board
members. I know that there are exceptions to this
process, but this is meant to be the new norm. A
number of speakers here and in the other place have
referred to the difficulties that this will present for some
rural and regional health services, but I trust that the
exceptions to what is intended to be a nine-year limit
will be able to address some of the problems that those
health services may experience in this regard. There are
also explicit provisions on the removal of the chair.
There are a couple of other sections that I want refer to
that I am going to go back to in the committee phase.
The first of these is on the statements of priorities, the
new section 40G. I note that this sets out when
statements of priorities (SOPs) are to be prepared for
public hospitals, and it notes that:
If the board of the public hospital and the Secretary fail to
agree on a statement of priorities before 1 October of the
financial year to which the statement of priorities relates, the
Secretary may make a statement of priorities in relation to the
public hospital in accordance with section 40H.

I am looking forward to discussing this in the
committee phase. I am aware of situations where there
has been — I might put it in these terms — a healthy
disagreement between boards and possibly the
department about what is expected and what is offered
through the SOPs. One of the issues that is really
critical in all of this is the expertise of boards, the
independence of boards and their capacity to deliver.
Generally the boards know best what they can deliver
and how they may do it. Dare I say, it is possible you
may end up with a situation where a board is being
asked to deliver things that are simply not possible, so I
look forward to exploring how that will work in
practice.
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In relation to clause 26, this is an amendment to
section 65S of the Health Services Act 1988 and it
substitutes a new section 65S(2)(e) which clarifies that
the secretary’s approval is required for both the
appointment of the CEO and for the CEO’s
remuneration and terms and conditions of appointment.
Having been intimately involved in the appointment of
a hospital CEO and also in managing remuneration and
terms and conditions of employment, again I am keen
to see how this will work in practice, whether it is a
new requirement for every hospital and every health
service or whether it is just going to be observed in
certain circumstances and, if so, when.
I should say, though, that it makes perfect sense to add
a new section 65S(2)(f) to add the requirement of
annual monitoring of the CEO’s performance that must
include at least one form of assessment in relation to
that financial year. Again, this is something that you
would expect from a well-performing board. I gather
this is not something that we have seen at Djerriwarrh.
Additionally, I am interested in clause 42, which inserts
new section 106, which enables the secretary to
approve health service establishment premises
guidelines in relation to the design, construction,
fittings and equipment of premises. I am looking
forward to exploring again what specifically this is
required to address and how. We have seen a number of
new health facilities built in recent years in Victoria,
and particularly at the Victorian Comprehensive Cancer
Centre (VCCC) there have been some very contentious
issues about what is part of the physical make-up of that
hospital. I am speaking about changes that have been
made to level 13 — the proposed Peter Mac Private —
and the cancer beds that were in dispute with the Royal
Melbourne Hospital that are now going to be used, as I
understand it, for stroke victims rather than for people
who are experiencing cancer treatment. I wonder
whether these are the sorts of issues that are anticipated
in clause 42, and I look forward to a full explanation of
that.
Something that has come up in this place on a number
of occasions is noting the fact that the board system in
Victoria is unusual for public hospitals compared to
other states. It is one of the strengths of our system that
we have this sort of very strong community
involvement in community organisations that provide
services to local communities. It makes organisations
very responsive. When it works well it encourages very
strong oversight and it should create systems and
processes so that when problems arise they are detected
very early in their occurrence and they are addressed
and hopefully learned from so that they do not happen
again. This is certainly how the best quality committees
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at our health services are intended to work, and in fact
many of them do.
When there are failings in standards of governance we
do need to address them, because obviously, and as we
have seen, the consequences can be catastrophic for
organisations but more importantly for individuals and
for families. It has always concerned me that the deaths
at Djerriwarrh were not detected through a process or a
system, which is something that Ms Hartland alluded
to. Someone in an oversight role noticed a pattern, and
that began a series of investigations that showed
multiple deaths that occurred over a number of years.
As I said, it concerns me that alarm bells were not
ringing earlier, and not just within the hospital. Clearly
there was a failure in the governance at the hospital
which allowed this to happen and to continue, but there
was a broader role for the broader health system.
Ultimately the system worked, but it worked through
someone noticing a pattern, as I said, as opposed to the
system working in a way that triggered an automatic
response, for example, to the detection of the pattern in
its early stages.
I hope that the responses in this bill to these awful
events do not compromise the benefits that the public
receive through the independent board oversight and
leadership in our public health system. The opposition
supports the bill. I look forward to testing some of my
concerns and queries in the committee phase.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (16:14) — It is with great pleasure that I rise
to make a contribution on this particular bill. Can I say
at the outset that this is a very important debate that we
are having. The government commissioned the review
of hospital safety and quality assurance, the Duckett
review, and did so in response to some very serious
issues that were identified in our hospital system, and it
has acted to implement the key findings of the review.
One hundred and seventy-nine recommendations across
four key reform themes came out of that particular
review relating to enhancing system leadership and
strengthening clinical engagement, making better use of
information and data, improving sector governance and
strengthening departmental oversight.
In October last year the Minister for Health released
Better, Safer Care, the government’s response to the
Targeting Zero report, and accepted in principle all of
the report’s 179 recommendations. An implementation
plan was developed and action is underway in relation
to many of these recommendations. A key part of the
implementation plan is being delivered through the bill
that we have before us at the moment. The bill will
fully implement a further six recommendations, and
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seven more will be fully implemented once subordinate
instruments are made under the amended legislation. So
the government has already taken steps to implement a
very significant number of these recommendations. I
understand that a total of 57 recommendations have
already been completed on time, and this bill will add
further to that particular implementation, as I have
already indicated.
There have been many achievements put in place by the
Minister for Health, and I just want to quickly touch
upon these. These go to the establishment of Safer Care
Victoria, with Professor Euan Wallace’s appointment
as the inaugural chief executive officer. Since January
this year Safer Care Victoria has overseen quality and
safety across our healthcare system to ensure that best
practice is shared amongst providers. We have seen the
establishment of the Victorian Agency for Health
Information, with Dr Diane Watson appointed as the
interim CEO. Its role is to collect, analyse and share
data so information on the performance of the Victorian
health system is readily available to health services. We
have seen the establishment of the Victorian Clinical
Council to engage with clinicians and the sector.
We have had the appointment of a chief nurse and
midwifery officer and a chief paramedic officer, the
establishment of the Boards Ministerial Advisory
Committee, the commencement of training for boards
around clinical governance, the development of a new
governance handbook and board skills matrix to assist
boards in recruiting members skilled in clinical
governance and consumer representation, work by the
department to upskill boards through training, and the
establishment of regional perinatal, mortality and
morbidity committees. And the government has
committed $215 million in this year’s budget to further
support implementation of the recommendations.
So the Minister for Health is to be commended for the
way she has addressed these very sensitive issues to
reassure the community that we have an excellent
health system in Victoria and to quickly take action in
relation to the implementation of these very significant
recommendations and reforms.
There were a number of issues that were raised in the
course of the debate, and I will try in the time that I
have available to me to touch upon as many of those as
I can. If time does not permit, I look forward to
addressing these issues in the committee stage. But it is
important to make the point that these particular
reforms contained in the bill are really designed to
respond to key recommendations in the Duckett review
to ensure that the Health Services Act, for example, is
updated in relation to its objectives of safety and quality
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of care, that we amend the Health Services Act to
extend the current board and CEO obligations for safety
and quality for public health services to public hospitals
and that we extend current term limit requirements and
other appointment processes used for public health
services to public hospitals, as well as
recommendations that go to private hospitals being
subject to the same public reporting requirements as
public hospitals and so on.

which does more consultation than surgeries is not
caught. The bill removes the 50 per cent threshold
requirement for regulation. The activities performed by
the health service will determine whether it is regulated,
not how many of those activities they perform, and
these regulated activities will be listed in the
regulations. The process of making the regulations will
include close consultation with the sector, colleges and
other stakeholders.

Very significant changes are contained in this bill that
address specific recommendations in the Duckett
review that go to improving governance structures and
mechanisms to ensure that we can have a robust
oversight and checking process for our health system
and appropriate data collection and governance
mechanisms to ensure that we have a good health
system here in Victoria — not just a good one but an
excellent one, in my view.

Questions were raised in relation to data collection,
again as it relates to private hospitals. I can advise
members that the bill expands on legislative reporting
obligations for private sector services. The changes it
introduces for public sector services are less significant,
the only substantive one being to put beyond doubt that
the secretary may require information be provided to
the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS)
in response to quality and safety concerns. The power
to compel information from public services exists now,
but it is not explicit that it may be relied upon for
quality and safety concerns.

Ms Wooldridge raised a number of queries in her
contribution. One related to progress to date in relation
to Dr Duckett’s review. I can inform members that
Dr Duckett’s review made a total of
179 recommendations, all of which have been accepted
in principle, and to date a total of 57 recommendations
have been completed on time, with an additional 81
scheduled for completion by the end of the 2017–18
financial year.
In relation to the next tranche of reforms, I can advise
members that the second-reading speech on this bill
states as follows:
The Health Legislation Amendment (Quality and Safety) Bill
addresses those recommendations identified as requiring
early, urgent implementation through legislation, and
represents the first stage of statutory reform to deliver
improved safety in health services and better care for patients.
Some Targeting Zero recommendations that suggest
legislative change have not been included in this bill. Those
that require further consultation or complex analysis of the
legislative framework will be included in the second stage of
statutory reform. This second stage will build on the changes
arising from this first bill with a particular focus on further
enhancing the flow of information in the health system.

So the government has very clearly publicly flagged
that a further tranche of reforms is coming to continue
the implementation of these important
recommendations made to us.
Some questions were raised in relation to what private
facilities were captured. I can advise that the bill will
expand the categories of private providers that are
regulated. Currently private providers other than private
hospitals are only regulated if the performance of
certain prescribed services constitutes more than 50 per
cent of their activities. So a cosmetic surgery clinic

We have had ongoing communication with private
sector providers as the bill has progressed, and there
have been a number of engagements to date. These
have included sector briefings, including with private
providers, following the release of Targeting Zero. In
February–March of this year, as part of the introduction
of this bill, a series of stakeholder engagement forums
were held, including forums for private hospital and
procedure centre representatives, which included
relevant Targeting Zero recommendations and
foreshadowed relevant changes. In July a Safer Care
Victoria private hospitals forum was held at which the
private hospitals unit presented on the legislative
change.
The authors of Targeting Zero also consulted broadly
when the report was being drafted. Details of reporting
requirements will be set out in regulations. Preliminary
consultation on the content of those regulations has
commenced and will continue through the regulationmaking process. The reporting requirements will be
designed to allow the department to monitor the quality
and safety indicators identified in Targeting Zero and to
ensure alignment of quality and safety reporting and
monitoring across the public and private sectors, as was
recommended.
Issues were raised in relation to transparency of data
collection. I can advise that the information-gathering
provisions in this bill are designed to support improved
collection, analysis and use of data to ensure that the
department and government can fulfil obligations for
monitoring quality and safety, informing continuous
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improvement, identifying issues of concern and
responding appropriately to those issues.
Other non-legislative reforms arising from Targeting
Zero will also have an impact on the transparency of
that information. The Victorian Agency for Health
Information has been established to analyse and share
information across Victoria’s health system to provide
an accurate picture of hospital and health service
performance. The agency will ensure that data and
information on performance are readily available to
health service boards, chief executives and lead
clinicians, the Department of Health and Human
Services, Safer Care Victoria and other government
agencies, the public and researchers.
Improved public reporting of performance data by
Victoria’s public hospitals is also an aim of the
Transparency in Government Bill 2015. That bill
requires the annual public release of statements of
priorities agreed to by Ambulance Victoria, public
health services and denominational hospitals where a
statement of priorities exists. The Transparency in
Government Bill also requires the regular release of
specified performance data against these statements of
priorities.
Issues were also raised by a number of members around
the term limit of nine years. I can advise that in relation
to the impact on small rural and regional hospitals of
these changes many boards in rural and regional centres
include members who have served over a long period
of time and in doing so have provided a significant
service to their local communities. This service has
been voluntary and provides immeasurable benefit to
the hospital boards and our health system. To ensure
that hospitals are able to plan to respond to the
legislative changes, the nine-year maximum tenure will
be phased in as members’ terms naturally expire. The
new tenure requirements will not remove anyone from
a board prior to their current term expiring. It is
recognised that it may take a number of years to
identify and recruit replacement board members for all
of these long-serving individuals, and ministerial
discretion will still be used to override the nine-year
limit in exceptional circumstances.
The government is encouraging long-serving
experienced board members to seek appointment to
provide their expertise to the board of another service,
thereby ensuring their knowledge and experience are
not lost to the health sector. The department will
continue to support these services to respond to the
challenges of the new legislative requirements and to
recruit skilled directors.
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In relation to the rationale behind these term limits that
have been put in place, I can make the point really
quickly — and time is quickly running out — that
tenure is specifically related to director independence.
The longer a director has served, the more entrenched
they can become, and I think that would be well
understood by everybody, whether they are serving in
this place or in some other capacity. The Australian
Institute of Company Directors supports tenure limits,
flexibly applied, as best practice governance. For
example, nine-year tenure is recommended by the
company directors course of the Australian Institute of
Company Directors.
There are other insights that I can offer in the course of
the committee stage, but I do want to take this
opportunity to commend the Minister for Health on this
really groundbreaking reform.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(16:31) — I might, if it is easier, just do my questions
on clause 1, but let us see how we go, and hopefully we
can work through it. I thank the minister for seeking to
respond in her summation to a number of the questions
that I asked. Some of them are a bit more specific, so
we will go through them. Obviously I read the secondreading speech, so I know exactly what it says in
relation to the upcoming legislation, but is the minister
able to give us an estimate of the time frame in which
we would expect to see that legislation? There is maybe
13 months left of this Parliament. Can we expect to see
or deal with this legislation in this Parliament?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (16:32) — I thank the member for her
question. I can advise the member, as she would well
understand, that there are cabinet processes in relation
to these matters so I cannot give her a precise
estimation of time, but I can advise that the second
tranche of legislative reforms will certainly be coming
in this term of government.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Thank you for that. The
minister mentioned in her summation the Transparency
in Government Bill 2015, which has been sitting on the
lower house notice paper for some five months. Can I
also ask then whether there is any intention by this
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government to move forward on that bill or whether it
intends to leave it on the notice paper with the
amendments that this house made, which were very
valuable and which the government clearly has not
dealt with to date? Is there any intention to deal with
that bill?

imminent. Minister, recommendation 1.3.1 is that by
the end of 2017 the department has set and published
statewide improvement goals developed by clinical
networks, and it goes through a range of things. Can
you tell me if recommendation 1.3.1 will be
implemented by the end of 2017?

Ms MIKAKOS — I can advise the member that
there certainly is an intention to progress that matter,
but we really are steering outside the scope of clause 1
of this particular bill, and I do think we need to come
back to the bill.

Ms MIKAKOS — What I can advise the member is
that the recommendation that she did refer to, I
understand, is one that involves non-legislative change.
I do not have the ability to give the member a response
at this point in time, but I can take that question on
notice and provide her with a response at a later point in
time. I do think, given we have a bill before us, that
perhaps it would be wiser to focus on those
recommendations that actually do relate to legislative
changes. That is certainly not the case in relation to this
one, but I am certainly happy to provide a response at a
later time in relation to the specific recommendation the
member has queried.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE — You raised it in your
summation — it was a direct response to it.
Ms MIKAKOS — I raised it in the context of
giving context — the fact that there are other
complementary reforms that accompany this bill.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Can I just clarify then
whether we can have an expectation that it would be
put onto the government business program in the lower
house for resolution — once again — in this
Parliament?
Ms MIKAKOS — As I have advised the member,
we are dealing with clause 1 of the Health Legislation
Amendment (Quality and Safety) Bill 2017. We are not
dealing with another bill, and therefore I propose that
we focus on the bill we have before us.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — I think we have a clear
process in this house. If matters are raised by the
minister herself in relation to debate, they are fair game
in relation to questions. The minister in her summation
answered questions in relation to the Transparency in
Government Bill. If she was prepared to give me an
answer to this question, I would be very happy to move
on to another question.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Ms Wooldridge, I understand, but I think we
should focus on clause 1 of this bill. However, I will
allow the minister to make further comment if she
wants to.
Ms MIKAKOS — Acting President, I have
responded to the matter. I do think it is important that
we make progress on the bill we have before us.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — If that is the way it is
going to be, it will be a very long committee then —
excellent! I would like to go through the Duckett
recommendations in detail, because they are obviously
relevant as well. Many of them were expected to be
implemented either currently or in a time frame that is

Ms WOOLDRIDGE — I have a series of
questions, and to say that this bill is only about the
legislative aspects is to completely defy the secondreading speech, which is talking in broad context,
including about the Duckett review. I have a number of
questions in relation to recommendations, and I do not
believe that the departmental officials either do not
have at hand or could not get quite quickly to hand a
summary of where the recommendations are up to. Can
I ask that the minister ask them to get that information
so that, by the time we go through the other questions
that members may have on this bill, we are able to get
some responses to questions I have in relation to other
recommendations. The minister was quite happy to
provide a summary in relation to the recommendations,
and I do have some specific questions, so will the
minister ask that that information be gathered so that
we can talk about other issues and, when that
information is available, actually have that discussion in
the house?
Ms MIKAKOS — Firstly, I do not appreciate that
my integrity or that of my departmental officials has
been called into question in terms of information they
might have available to them at the present time. I have
already indicated to the member a willingness to
provide a response to the member at a later point in
time, and of course we will seek to do that as quickly as
possible. We do of course have an opportunity for a
break at some point. If we are still going at that stage,
that may well present that opportunity, but I can
certainly give the member an understanding that there
will be an endeavour to provide her with a response to
that matter as quickly as is possible.
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Ms WOOLDRIDGE — I suppose what I am
seeking from the minister is: would she like me to go
through in detail every one of the recommendations that
I have questions about now, which I can do, which will
take some time, or would she commit to being in a
position that we can do that with the responses at hand
so that it can happen in a more efficient time frame?
Ms MIKAKOS — I am very happy for the member
to ask her questions, but I did make the point to the
member that we are dealing with a bill that is part of a
comprehensive response to the Duckett review, and the
bill relates to recommendations for legislative change.
That is why I have suggested to the member that the
recommendations in the Duckett review that are
pertinent to this bill are those recommendations that
relate to legislative change. Now, if the member wants
to broaden that to ask about progress on a range of
recommendations that do not require legislative change,
she is of course able to do that, and the department will
be able to provide a response to these matters in due
course, but I cannot give her a commitment that all of
those responses will be able to be provided to her by the
conclusion of the committee stage. We will certainly
seek to provide her with a response as quickly as
possible.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — I will move on to some
other questions and hope that by the time we come back
to these questions we are able to get some responses to
them. Minister, can you outline if any evaluation of the
impact of the changes in this bill is slated or planned? It
is certainly not articulated. Often bills mention an
evaluation process that might occur. This bill does not
have that, so could you inform the house whether there
will be an evaluation of the impact of these changes
and, if so, in what time frame?
Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for her
question. I can advise the member that there is no time
frame for a scheduled review at this point in time.
Obviously there are a raft of changes that are being
implemented in relation to the Duckett review, both
legislative and non-legislative, and the government is
very much focused on that.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Thank you. The clear
message I suppose I was trying to convey in my speech
is that it is not only about making the changes but also
about making sure they are working. I think there is
widespread support for evaluation, and I hope that that
can be included in a formal way sooner rather than
later.
A question has been raised with me in relation to the
definition — and I raised this in my earlier
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contribution — about what will actually be captured in
terms of day procedure centres where surgery is less
than 50 per cent of activity. I raised the example that
GP clinics may do some minor procedures in their dayto-day operations. Could you please provide some
further clarification or some context — not just the
words in the bill, which is what you said in your
summation — about reasonable expectations that
people can have as to whether they will come under
these new requirements?
Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for her
question in relation to this matter. I can advise that the
issue of day procedure clinics that might be captured is
a subject of consultation with health providers. The
issue of who will and who will not be captured will be
set out in more detail through regulations, but I can give
some further advice around how the bill improves
oversight of private sector services, if that is helpful to
the member. The bill improves government oversight
of private healthcare providers in a number of ways,
including by allowing better monitoring and early
intervention on quality and safety issues. The
amendments go to ensuring that all facilities where
surgery and other high-risk activities are undertaken are
regulated in future so that, for example, cosmetic
surgery facilities will now be subject to registration and
departmental regulatory control.
The bill also goes to allowing for flexible service
delivery models, including for example hospital-in-thehome services and mobile health services, to ensure that
services delivered in those contexts are regulated and
therefore subject to oversight safeguards. The bill also
makes amendments to mandatory reporting of quality
and safety data to the department. The secretary will
also be able to issue a direction to a service that the
service provides specified information.
There is a mandated minimum construction fit-out and
equipment requirement for private hospitals to ensure
consistency with public hospital expectations. There are
also amendments that relate to requiring services to
obtain and maintain accreditation and notify the
department if they fail to do so, and also requiring that
safety, quality and continuous improvement are criteria
considered during applications for registration or
renewal. They can be a basis for suspension and
renewal of registration.
There are also amendments that go to establishing an
ongoing requirement for private proprietors to ensure
that services provided are safe, patient-centred and
appropriate, and that there is continuous improvement
of quality and safety at the service. This ongoing
requirement means that the department’s oversight
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inspection and intervention powers will be available at
any time rather than just in connection with an
application for registration or renewal.
Further, in the private sector the Health Services Act
1988 does not currently regulate prescribed activities
such as surgery if that activity is not the major activity
of the business — for example, consultations may be
the majority of the services provided with a minor
activity being clinical services. This is typical of
cosmetic surgery facilities. Accordingly, cosmetic
surgery has been largely unregulated. When the act was
originally written cosmetic surgery did not usually take
place in medical practitioners’ rooms. As technology
has improved and more GPs have taken up cosmetic
surgery it has become more commonplace, with some
high-risk activities being inadequately regulated, so the
government has decided to address this problem
through the changes in this bill that will require
cosmetic surgery to be provided in registered facilities
and ongoing oversight of these facilities.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Thank you, Minister. The
example I gave was a GP clinic where they do minor
procedures, sometimes lumps and bumps and a few
things like that. Could you just address that
specifically — whether your expectation is that
procedures that are different to cosmetic procedures and
so on will be included, and if so, are the Royal
Australian College of General Practitioners being
consulted in this process?
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you. I can advise the
member that the advice I have is that we cannot preempt the consultation process that is underway now in
terms of precisely responding to the member’s question
about scope of coverage, but certainly the Royal
Australasian College of Surgeons and many other
organisations have been consulted as part of this
process.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — The college of GPs.
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Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for her
question. The bill introduces a regular requirement to
provide quality and safety information to the secretary.
The details of the reports required will be set out in the
regulations that I have already referred to, and may
include, for example, data about sentinel events — that
is, unanticipated events in a healthcare setting resulting
in death or serious injury. The advice that I have is that
this type of information is currently provided on a
voluntary basis but it is not mandated, so this is
something that will change or is likely to change. We
certainly do not want to pre-empt the consultations that
are occurring at the moment in terms of, again, exactly
the scope that will go into the regulations, but this is
likely to be an area that will be addressed.
The bill also introduces a requirement for services to
inform the secretary of serious risk to patient safety and
a power for the secretary to issue a direction for a
service to provide information as specified in the
direction. These mechanisms will allow improved flow
of data to the department to more effectively monitor
quality and safety issues, and this monitoring is key to
identifying and addressing those issues as early as
possible.
As I indicated to the member, there is extensive
consultation occurring with health providers in the
development of the regulations. The sentinel events is
one area that is likely to come within scope through
those regulations, and in addition data in relation to
emergency departments in private hospitals is also
likely to come within scope. Certainly we do not want
to pre-empt the consultations. It is very important that
people have an opportunity to engage in those
consultations, and I would certainly encourage them to
do so.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Minister, do you have an
estimate of the likely number of additional premises
that will be captured by these new definitions and
requirements?

Ms MIKAKOS — Sorry — did you say ‘GPs’? I
thought you said ‘surgeons’. Yes, the answer is that
both are being consulted. It is a very wide ranging
consultation in terms of the formulation of the
regulations that will follow.

Ms MIKAKOS — I am advised that it is impossible
to predict the precise number at this stage, given that we
are engaging in a consultation process about the scope
and the breadth of the types of services that will be
captured through the regulatory changes.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE — One of the consequences
obviously of the greater regulation of the private sector
is that there is more data expected to be captured. The
private sector say they already collect a lot of data and a
lot of data is provided. Are there any specific examples
of what data is not currently collected from private
providers that will now be required?

Ms WOOLDRIDGE — I would have thought that
through the consultation process we would have been
able to at least have a sense of an order of magnitude in
relation to the premises. The minister has said it is a
wide consultation, so I hope that they have at least been
captured in the process, because questions have been
raised with me in relation to ‘Does everyone know?’
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and ‘How will everyone know?’, and my concern is
that if you do not even know, then we do not know who
does not know — if that does not sound too confusing.
Ms Mikakos — I think you are verballing me there.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — No, I do not think so.
Ms Mikakos — I think you certainly are.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — There is also a question,
though, in relation to —
Ms MIKAKOS — If I can just respond, your
question was not about who has been consulted — the
last question — it was about the breadth of the
coverage. You are encouraging us to have wideranging
consultation, then you want me to pre-empt that
consultation by giving you a number in terms of the
scope. Hence I can advise you that —
Ms Wooldridge — I am sure you know how many
will be affected by the bill.
Ms MIKAKOS — I am saying that given that we
are having a consultation process around the breadth
and the types of services that will be captured under the
regulations, it would be premature to provide an
estimate of the number of services that will be captured
by them.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Minister, the issue has
been raised about the potential conflict of interest, and a
concern once again from the private sector is that there
is a conflict in the minister and secretary having such an
important and extensive funder and regulator role in
public hospitals and also regulating the private
hospitals. How will the government manage what could
potentially be perceived as a conflict of interest?
Ms MIKAKOS — I am advised that we do not
accept the premise of the member’s question — that
there is an inherent conflict of interest in terms of how
the structures of these bodies have been put in place.
Certainly if there was any actual conflict of interest that
the member may be aware of, then we would encourage
her to indicate what it is.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Minister, as we know with
conflicts of interest, sometimes it is the management of
perception that is more important than the fact that there
are real ones. So I was not seeking that you flatly deny
that there are conflicts of interest; I am asking what
actions the government will take. People have raised
this in consultation. How will you reassure the sector
that there is no conflict in relation to your roles?
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Ms MIKAKOS — I am advised that the
government is not aware of any significant concerns in
regard to the assertion that the member has made. We
believe we have put in place an appropriate bill to
ensure the robustness of safety and quality in our health
system. Of course there are very longstanding practices,
including during the time of the previous government,
around funding and how that is organised through the
Department of Health and Human Services.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Thank you, Minister. It is
not me asserting it. It has actually come from
consultation with the CEO of one of Victoria’s major
private hospitals, who has raised this concern. I think it
is very naive of the government to dismiss these
concerns when there is probably some language — I
was not looking for a complete denial — that can
provide some assurance in relation to those questions.
So I would suggest that you do not brush it off. It is a
concern that has been raised during the consultation
process, and the minister responsible may want to take
some steps to manage an assurance that the department
obviously feels is appropriate.
Minister, there is capacity in the bill for the minister to
issue guidelines in relation to the way boards perform
their roles and functions. Will these guidelines also
relate to the private sector?
Ms MIKAKOS — I understood that the member’s
question related to guidelines in relation to boards. The
advice that I have is that those guidelines will only
apply to public sector services.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(17:07) — Through you, Acting President, I have a
question about the commencement of this bill. Is that
permitted under this section? Yes. I am just doublechecking that. I note that section 89 has retrospective
operation. I just wanted you to clarify the reason and
purpose for that.
Ms Mikakos — In which clause?
Ms FITZHERBERT — It is section 89.
Clause 2(2) states:
Section 89 is taken to have come into operation on
24 November 2015.

Ms MIKAKOS — I can advise the member that the
amendment she is referring to is a statute law
amendment that relates to the Mental Health
Amendment Act 2015. Essentially what the bill does is
amend section 31(1) of the Mental Health Amendment
Act 2015 to insert the word ‘person’, which was
missing from the instruction to amend the heading to
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section 353 of the Mental Health Act 2014. So this
amendment is made retrospective to 24 November
2015, which is the day before section 31(1) of the
Mental Health Amendment Act 2015 came into
operation, to remove any doubt that the amendment
took effect as intended. Say it is a very minor change to
correct a drafting error, which was the omission of one
word.
Ms FITZHERBERT — I note there is a new
section 40G, which is in relation to statements of
priority and the process for preparing these for public
hospitals. There is now a new subsection that says:
If the board of the public hospital and the Secretary fail to
agree on a statement of priorities before 1 October of the
financial year to which the statement of priorities relates, the
Secretary may make a statement of priorities …

I am just curious to have input as to when this will be
used. Will this be an automatic process? Will it be
discretionary? It is under clause 20 of the bill, referring
to the new section 40G in the Health Services Act 1988.
Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for her
question. Essentially what this particular amendment is
seeking to do is replicate a provision that currently
already applies to our large public hospitals. I refer the
member specifically to 65ZFA. That currently applies
to a large public hospital. These new time lines will
now be in place for all of our public health services, so
it will apply obviously to our smaller services the first
time. Essentially, as the member would be aware, the
statement of priorities (SOP) is required to be agreed on
by 1 November in any relevant year. What this
provision will now mean is that where a public hospital
and the secretary fail to agree to a proposed variation of
a statement of priorities within 28 days of the variation
being proposed, the secretary may vary the statement of
priorities or refuse to vary the statement of priorities.
Similarly if the board of the public hospital and the
secretary fail to agree on a statement of priorities before
1 October of the financial year to which the statement
of priorities relates, the secretary may make a statement
of priorities in relation to that public hospital in
accordance with the new section 40H. It is essentially
applying what is there for our larger public hospitals to
all of our public health services.
Ms FITZHERBERT — Going back to the section
that you have just outlined, Minister, and the new
section 40G, what impact, if any, will that have on
current SOPs that are under negotiation?
Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for the
question. The advice that I have is that, given the
amendment that we are discussing in new section 40G

5073

relates to a failure to agree on a statement of priorities
before 1 October and that we will be well past
1 October by the time this has passed, obviously it is
not anticipated it would have an impact on the current
SOPs that are currently being finalised.
Ms FITZHERBERT — I have a question in
relation to clause 26 of the bill, and this is the section
that amends section 65S of the Health Services Act
1988. It relates to a new section clarifying that the
secretary’s approval is required for the appointment of a
CEO and also for the CEO’s remuneration and terms
and conditions of employment. How does this differ
from the current process?
Ms Mikakos — I am just having difficulty
hearing — could you speak up a little bit?
Ms FITZHERBERT — Clause 26 introduces a
new section 65S(2)(e), which clarifies that the
secretary’s approval is required for both the
appointment of a CEO and the CEO’s remuneration
and terms and conditions of employment. I would just
like you to clarify how that differs from the current
process.
Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for her
question. Clause 26 amends section 65S of the Health
Services Act, which relates to the board of directors for
a public health service. New section 65S(2)(e) clarifies
that the secretary’s approval is required for both the
appointment of a CEO and the CEO’s remuneration
and terms and conditions of appointment. Currently the
functions of the board of a public health service include
monitoring the performance of the CEO each financial
year. New section 65S(2)(f) is substituted to add the
requirement that the annual monitoring of the CEO’s
performance must include at least one formal
assessment in relation to that financial year. This is, I
understand, consistent with the Duckett review
recommendations that related to increased board
oversight.
Ms FITZHERBERT — My question was: how is it
different to current practice, and in particular I mean in
relation to the appointment of a CEO, which is
something that certainly the DHHS does have an active
involvement in at the moment?
Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for her
question. I can advise the member that currently the
board appoints the CEO and sets the terms of
remuneration and the terms and conditions, and the
remuneration and terms and conditions are then
approved by the secretary of the department. So what
will change under this is that all of these matters again
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will be determined by the board, but all matters
including the appointment will now be subject to
approval by the secretary of the department. This is
designed to improve governance and oversight
mechanisms.
Ms FITZHERBERT — In this section there is the
reference there to a CEO’s remuneration and terms and
conditions of employment being subject to the
secretary’s approval. Does that mean that the secretary
needs to sign off after every annual performance review
and possibly changes to the remuneration package?
Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for her
question. I am advised that the secretary’s approval
would be required for the remuneration and terms and
conditions as set at the time that the agreement is
reached, and normally that would be through a contract
that would also include within that the mechanism by
which there may well be periodic remuneration
increases. So it is envisaged that approval would occur
at the time that that agreement is reached.
Ms FITZHERBERT — Just to clarify and ensure
that I correctly understand, what you are suggesting is
that the secretary would tick off or not on the initial
contract of employment between a new CEO and a
hospital board, but if there were, as a result of annual
performance reviews, pay increases or similar, the
secretary would not be required to approve or not those
annual changes.
Ms MIKAKOS — I guess if I could try to give
some further clarity on this matter, what I am
suggesting is that normally the contract of employment
would contain within it the mechanism by which there
might well be an annual or a periodic increase to that
CEO’s remuneration, so that would occur within the
terms of the contract. In terms of trying to get some
clarity for the member around additional periodic
increases to remuneration, I am happy to take that
matter on notice and provide the member with some
further advice on that particular issue.
Ms FITZHERBERT — My understanding is that
what will commonly happen, particularly in a larger
hospital, is that the remuneration committee would
consider the CEO’s performance and it would be dealt
with in that way. My question is whether we are adding
in another layer here.
I have a question in relation to clause 42 of the bill, and
again it is seeking clarification. This inserts several new
sections into the Health Services Act, and in particular
the new section 106 says, and I quote:
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The Secretary may approve guidelines in relation to the
design, construction, fittings and equipment of premises, or of
parts of premises, at which a health service establishment is
located.

I am just trying to get a simple English explanation of
what this means and also what has prompted it.
Ms MIKAKOS — Simple English? That is a
challenge with legislative drafting. I can advise the
member that new section 106 enables the secretary to
approve health service establishment premises
guidelines in relation to the design, construction,
fittings and equipment of premises, or of parts of
premises, at which a health establishment is located.
There are notice requirements in relation to the
approval of the guidelines. It is an offence for the
proprietor of a health service establishment without
reasonable excuse to fail to comply with the
requirements of any applicable health service
establishment premises guidelines.
In essence, this amendment will allow for the
Australasian health facility guidelines to be made
mandatory for private health establishments to ensure
consistency in standards across public and private
services. Adherence with the guidelines is achieved for
public services through requirements for funding and
service agreements, but these do not capture the smaller
day procedure centres or smaller service centres at the
moment. It is really intended to publish guidelines to be
able to assist the breadth of services that will come
within scope in relation to those regulations that are in
development at the moment.
Ms FITZHERBERT — I have a further question
then. I take the answer you have given to the question
about what this is intended to do, but how does this
section impact on large hospitals, for example, that
frequently have ongoing changes to their physical
structure because of the changing needs of their
populations and staff? Will a hospital need to go
through a process like this and seek formal approval
and be in breach if they do not?
Ms MIKAKOS — I believe the member’s question
related to the larger private hospitals —
Ms Fitzherbert — I referred to larger public
hospitals.
Ms MIKAKOS — Public, okay. All right, I thought
you said private, not public. Larger public hospitals.
Thank you to the member for clarifying the question. I
am advised that this particular clause does not relate to
our public hospitals — that our public hospitals already
have considerable oversight in relation to requiring
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departmental approval for design and the physical
infrastructure of the amenities of our hospitals.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — I have a question in
relation to the Consultative Council on Obstetric and
Paediatric Mortality and Morbidity (CCOPMM), and
we are doing it here, but to assist you I think it relates to
clause 93. What the bill does is strengthen CCOPMM’s
functions, allowing it to safely share data with the
department, and it is more likely to lead to the detection
of quality or safety failures earlier. It allows that
information to be shared with the department, but there
is not a proposal to extend that privilege of information
sharing from CCOPMM to health services and
clinicians, and it has been flagged to me that this is a
potential weakness. My question is: was there
consideration of further extension of that privilege of
information sharing to this broader group and was it
rejected, or is it something that the government may
consider in the future?
Ms MIKAKOS — The advice that I have is that
consideration was given to the matter of how to
implement the Duckett review recommendation in
relation to these issues, and the approach taken in the
bill is consistent with the recommendation. The view is
that the work of the Consultative Council on Obstetric
and Paediatric Mortality and Morbidity is extremely
important. We do want to promote a culture of
disclosure from health services to this particular
council, and the approach taken by the bill is to require
disclosure by the council to the department, but the
view was taken that it would be contrary to the
promotion of a culture of disclosure to then share the
findings of any particular matter with the wider health
sector. Having said that, CCOPMM at the moment has
the ability, and will continue to have the ability, to issue
broader systemic type of advice to the health sector that
may not go specifically to a particular incident.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Thank you for that,
Minister. Can I put to you though that the Victorian
audit of surgical mortality (VASM) has a qualified
privilege allowing it to share findings of clinical
reviews of surgical deaths with the surgeons who were
involved in the patient care, and that aspect of VASM is
thought to be critical to their ability to share findings
that lead to improved care and does not hinder public
reporting of aggregate findings in relation to it. So the
fact that CCOPMM cannot share its findings of
individual case reviews with the clinicians who are
impacted is thought to compromise their ability to
influence future care. I suppose my message is that
perhaps that is something on which there could be some
consultation with CCOPMM, because I believe
members of CCOPMM even feel that way. It could be
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something that could be taken into account given there
is a very clear precedent and example in another related
area where it works very well and given our objective is
to increase the quality and safety that is being achieved
through this work.
Minister, in relation to the costs of this, board
remuneration is a new area and one that we of course
have welcomed. What is your expectation on when
board remuneration will commence and what those
levels of remuneration will be?
Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for her
question. What I can advise is that board remuneration
is considered essential to the success of the governance
reforms contained in this bill which reflect key planks
of the Duckett recommendations. The governance
reforms rely heavily on increasing professionalisation
of boards. Currently board members for large
metropolitan health services are remunerated but board
members for smaller rural and subregional hospitals are
not. The bill introduces a tenure limit for these boards,
extension of the limit already in place for metropolitan
boards, and an overall increasing emphasis on the need
for expertise in governance of quality and safety.
Introducing remuneration for these board directors
recognises the increased expectations on individual
board directors. In terms of the specifics that the
member has asked for around remuneration or how it
will be funded, I can advise that from 2018–19
additional funding will be provided to rural/regional
hospitals to support the payment of board directors, but
a decision has not been made as yet about the precise
level of the remuneration that will be payable.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Thank you, Minister.
There was a budget allocation in 2017–18 of, from
memory, $215 million — and the profile of it is in the
budget papers — in relation to implementation of these
quality and safety reforms, some of which are being
legislated, many of which of course have been referred
to in detail through Safer Care Victoria, Better Care
Victoria and the data information agency. Minister, can
you provide some transparency, I suppose, or a bit of
detail in relation to that $215 million as to what that is
allocated to in terms of achieving the quality/safety
reform objectives?
Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for that
question. Funding of $215 million has been allocated in
the 2017–18 budget to continue to work to strengthen
quality and safety in hospitals. This is in addition to and
separate from the annual operating budgets received by
hospitals — which, by the way, will be 6.7 per cent
higher in 2017–18 than they were last year, and 19.9
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per cent higher than they were the last time the coalition
was in government.
The $215 million will enable implementation of the
recommendations of the Targeting Zero report. It will
support Safer Care Victoria to ensure effective
oversight of patient outcomes and that safety and
quality are of the highest possible standard for health
service patients across Victoria; support and maintain
the Victorian Clinical Council to ensure the voices of
patients, carers and clinicians are heard and received by
the Victorian government, the department and across
the health system; support the Victorian Agency for
Health Information (VAHI) to improve the flow of
information between health services, the community,
the department, Safer Care Victoria and health
regulators; and support work being led by DHHS to,
amongst other things, improve sector governance by
supporting the increased professionalism and upskilling
of boards and remuneration of boards.
The CEOs of Safer Care Victoria and the VAHI will
determine how best to utilise the available resources to
meet their objectives. The department will work with
the entities to consider priorities and ensure responses
are coordinated.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — So, Minister, does that
mean there is not a further breakdown? You have
mentioned, for example, four areas — Safer Care
Victoria, the clinical council, the health information
agency and sector governance. Are you able to provide
a breakdown of the $215 million, about how much goes
to each of those four? Or are you saying that for a
$215 million announcement there is not yet clarity on
how much goes where; it is just a bucket that will be
drawn on from over time?
Ms MIKAKOS — As was alluded to in answer to
the earlier question in relation to remuneration, for
example, I did indicate to the member that those details
have not been finalised, and obviously the amount of
funding that will be required for that remuneration will
come out of this $215 million of funding. Therefore at
this point in time I am unable to provide a specific
breakdown of the budget allocation.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Minister, I come back to
my questions in relation to the Duckett review and I
renew, I suppose, the question about
recommendation 1.3.1 in relation to the statewide
improvement goals developed by the clinical networks
and ask if now, a couple of hours later, you are in a
position to answer that question.
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Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for coming
back to this matter again. I indicated to her some time
ago when we were canvassing these issues a
willingness to take that matter on notice and I am happy
to reiterate that. I also did invite the member at that time
to indicate what other queries she had in relation to
recommendations from the review. I would be happy
for her to indicate what those matters are, and similarly
we will be able to provide her with some advice if that
is available in relation to progress on these matters.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Obviously I am
disappointed that we are not able to do that now, but I
would appreciate the advice; that would be good. Can I
then also flag basically the things that I foreshadowed,
things that are meant to have been concluded now or
about this time. That includes recommendation 2.8.1,
that all smaller hospitals demonstrate to the department
by 1 July 2017 that they have negotiated formal
agreements to involve external specialists in clinical
governance processes in each of their main areas of
activity, including morbidity and mortality review —
obviously directly relevant to this bill; 2.12.1, that
within one year the department has assigned
international classification of disease diagnosis and
procedure codes to its existing capability frameworks,
be monitoring adherence to them across public and
private hospitals and sharing information on adherence
to hospitals and boards; and recommendation 2.14.2,
that public hospital boards in their next statement of
priorities be required to commit to developing and
implementing plans to educate staff about obligations to
their report.
Perhaps, Minister, I might stop there, but as you said,
given that the SOPs are now concluded and they were
due to be concluded by 1 October, perhaps you could
get some advice from the department on this particular
issue, given that it is relevant and, if it has been
achieved, it would have been concluded by now.
Ms Mikakos — Sorry, what was the
recommendation number?
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — It was 2.14.2.
Ms MIKAKOS — As the member would be well
aware, the statements of priorities are required to be
concluded by 1 November. Given that we have not
reached that point in time, I can advise that not all SOPs
have been concluded at this point in time. As for the
specifics that the member has asked for in relation to
this particular recommendation, I would be prepared to
take that matter on notice and provide her with a written
response.
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Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Thank you, Minister. As
you and I both well know, many of them have already
been signed, so you could, if you wished to, answer that
question in terms of whether they have been
concluded — maybe not for all of them, but for the
many that have already been signed to date given they
will be published on 1 November and it is 17 October
now.
I also add recommendation 4.1:
Victoria’s funding model for public hospitals should mirror
the national funding model incentives for safety and quality
(including readmissions) to be adopted from 1 July 2017.

Recommendation 4.8.2 is that:
the OSQI develop a strategic plan for coordinating
interdisciplinary improvement work to be published before
1 July 2017, with the strategic plan incorporating infection
and infectious disease, mental health, surgery and general
medicine. Work in these areas should begin as soon as
possible.

And recommendation 4.13.3 is that:
The department should implement a … unique patient
identifier before 1 July 2017.

Perhaps, once again, I will stop there, given that date
has passed. Actually I think I have only got one more to
add, so I will add that, and if you can get an answer on
the unique patient —
Ms Mikakos — Sorry, that one was 4.13.1?
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — It was 4.13.3. The last one
is 5.7.2:
That from the 2016 statement of priorities onwards, health
services be required to identify three specific priorities for
improving the patient experience of care. These would then
become key performance indicators in their statement of
priorities.

Minister, just in relation to those last two, obviously the
2016 statement of priorities has already occurred, so
could you inform me of whether that did occur for
those ones from last year, and secondly, given the date
is past, whether the unique patient identifier has been
implemented?
Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for her
further questions, and I appreciate her providing them
all on notice in that way. I do not have the ability to
respond to the specific matters, but we will endeavour
to provide responses to these matters to the member.
From the conversation I have been having with
officials, I can say we will certainly be endeavouring to
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provide responses to her, if possible, by the end of this
sitting week.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Thank you, Minister. I
appreciate that. I also thank the departmental officials
who will support that. That concludes my questions. I
do want to thank the department and the minister’s
office for the briefing and the information that has been
provided. It is much appreciated, and I appreciate the
opportunity to get some further detail through the
committee stage from the minister.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 98 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT (REAL-TIME
PRESCRIPTION MONITORING) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 September; motion of
Mr DALIDAKIS (then Minister for Minister for
Small Business, Innovation and Trade).
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(18:02) — It gives me pleasure to speak on the Drugs,
Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment (Realtime Prescription Monitoring) Bill 2017. This bill has
been a long time in the making. There has been action
on all sides of the chamber to get us to this point today,
and I must say I am very pleased that we are here. The
bill requires doctors and pharmacists to view patient
records of access to high-risk, addictive medicines
before prescribing or dispensing, and this information
will help doctors and pharmacists make better informed
and safer clinical decisions for patients and may
provide opportunities for counselling and intervention
where necessary.
Too often people, with all good intentions, are
prescribed prescription pharmaceuticals, many of which
can be highly addictive, and the consequences of which
can be very significant. What we see are far too many
deaths from prescription medicines that were intended,
obviously, for the right purpose and a good outcome
but which have had absolutely tragic consequences.
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The death toll now from prescription pharmaceuticals
far outweighs our road toll and is way too high. In
many ways it has been some action from the coroner
over an extended period of time, having a look at these
deaths and constantly calling for real-time prescription
monitoring, that has been a catalyst for all to ensure that
we are at a point today where it is implemented.
As I have said, this has been a long time coming. It was
actually back in 2007 that a parliamentary committee
had a look at the impact of benzos in relation to
prescription drug use. I remember a very weighty, twovolume tome that was provided, and Mr Morris, the
member for Mornington in the other place, actually
spoke during his contribution in detail about being on
that inquiry and being very pleased to see the
subsequent outcomes, because that was a
recommendation back in 2007 of that inquiry.
During our time in government we were very
committed to progressing this issue. I suppose the
debate has been reasonably vexed over a period of time
about a national scheme versus a state scheme. In
February 2012 the federal Minister for Health signed a
licensing agreement with the Tasmanian Department of
Health and Human Services to use their existing
controlled drugs monitoring system as the platform for
a national real-time prescription monitoring system, and
funds were provided subsequently for that to happen.
In government the then Minister for Health, Mr Davis,
took the lead in relation to the National Pharmaceutical
Drug Misuse Framework for Action (2012–2015),
which was released in 2013. That clearly identified that
the lack of real-time information available to
prescribers and pharmacists can make it difficult to
make informed decisions regarding patient medications
and sought to progress the national scheme while, it is
fair to say, there were concerns about the Tasmanian
database that was being used.
It was at about that time, when I was Minister for
Mental Health, that we did a whole-of-government
alcohol and drug strategy. This was the first time that
there had been a whole-of-government strategy to
reduce the impact of drug and alcohol abuse in
Victoria. There are recommendations, when I reviewed
that, in terms of commitments to negotiating with the
commonwealth government to establish a viable model
and funding to deliver real-time prescription
monitoring. That was released in early 2013 and was
mentioned multiple times in the report and was clearly
an integral part of the work that was happening to
progress this issue.
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I was very pleased in 2014 that the coalition made an
election commitment to deliver real-time prescription
monitoring for what we defined then as schedule 8
drugs, and it is good to see that that has been extended
further with this bill. It was disappointing at the time
that Labor did not match that commitment, and in
December 2014 Daniel Andrews as Premier said the
Minister for Health was receiving advice on the matter
and thought real-time prescription monitoring required
a nationally coordinated response.
I suppose, realistically, what had happened was that
through our time in government we had identified that
the national approach was clearly, while we had been
pushing hard on that front, not going to work, which
was why we had made the election commitment in
relation to Victoria implementing the system on our
own. Initially on coming to government, in the absence
of any election commitment, the government was at the
national perspective, but that subsequently obviously
moved on to the position where we have this bill today,
which does support Victoria taking the initiative in
relation to putting this system in place.
Throughout that period, from 2012 to 2016, there were
about 20 coronial findings calling for the
implementation of real-time prescription monitoring as
the result of very sad deaths and a perspective of the
coroner of the difference that such a scheme would
make. It is fair to say also that at the federal level in
July 2017 the Turnbull government announced it would
invest over $16 million to deliver the national rollout of
real-time prescription monitoring. The Andrews
government, though, has had advice that the Victorian
scheme will probably be a bit further ahead than the
federal scheme, and Victoria will continue to go it
alone. Hence this bill today.
It is fair to say, and one of the things we want to make
sure of is, that while Victoria progresses this scheme
and we have the opportunity to take a leadership role in
relation to that, we are very cognisant of the need for a
national approach and that whatever we do needs to be
part of and interoperable with what happens on a
national level. In speaking to the federal government,
their perspective is that they are progressing at a federal
level but they want to keep and have been keeping in
touch with Victoria and can see that what Victoria is
doing can actually help inform the federal process as
well.
It is fair to say over all of this time that the numbers
really are about one fatal overdose per day, which is
very dramatic. It was a Victorian Alcohol and Drug
Association report in 2016 that said there were
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372 deaths in 2016. That is obviously a very, very
significant toll. Of that toll about eight in 10 of those
fatal overdoses involved prescription pharmaceuticals
and half of all fatal overdoses involved
benzodiazepines. This is a very significant issue, and
one which clearly needs to be acted on.
Just before I go off the history and the context I do want
to say that when our commitment was announced it was
very well received. The Australian Medical Association
(AMA) titled their press release ‘ AMA applauds Libs’
announcement to bring in real-time prescription
monitoring’. They went on to say that it was strongly
welcomed and that real-time prescription monitoring
has the potential to stop doctor shopping and
prescription forgery and can instead lead to help and
support for those with an addiction. The AMA had
been advocating for it for quite some time. So there was
a lot of support across the board, which has been
significant in relation to where we are today.
In terms of the bill, it requires a prescriber or dispenser
of high-risk drugs to review a patient’s previous use of
these drugs when they are seeking a prescription or
having a drug dispensed. It requires that same group to
update records of a patient’s access to the high-risk
drugs on a database and allows for exemptions from
requirements to review a patient’s previous use of highrisk drugs for a selected cohort. These are for low-risk
environments because they are controlled
environments, such as a hospital inpatient setting,
residential aged care, palliative care or prisons. In these
contexts prescription shopping would be quite difficult.
On the other hand, patients in emergency departments
who are being discharged from a hospital are part of the
scheme. I understand that that is absolutely critical
because that is often a high-intensity, high-volume
environment where prescriptions are being given, so it
is important that they are very much part of the scheme.
There are penalties for the misuse of the database or for
a failure to maintain the database. The arrangements for
schedule 8 treatment permits will be reviewed and
streamlined. There will also be the removal of some
other burdens. So while we are adding some activities
that are required by prescribers and dispensers, the plan
is to also remove some of the other administrative
burdens that are in place, because this adds a higher
level of safety in relation to the oversight of the use of
the medicines that are included. For example, there are
about 50 000 permits per year that are provided in
terms of schedule 8 treatment permits. As many as onethird of those may no longer be required because they
are for low-risk circumstances. So while there is an
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increase in the need for administration and oversight,
there is also a potential to decrease some of it as well.
This will be rolled out from 1 August 2018 over an 18month period via a selected geography model, although
for the two to three months preceding 1 August, and
throughout an 18-month grace period that has been
applied, the database will achieve a critical mass of
information and will cover both the lead-up to the bill
being operable and the period afterwards.
Included drugs are all schedule 8 drugs and all
schedule 4 benzodiazepines, which are considered to
have a high potential for abuse or addiction.
Interestingly codeine is recommended to be included at
a late stage, but of course there is a current process of
upscheduling codeine from over-the-counter to
schedule 4. There is some dispute and there are some
last-minute attempts to stop that upscheduling from
occurring. Presumably it will depend on the
upscheduling early next year. Certainly from the advice
that we have been provided with codeine is a very
important drug for inclusion in real-time prescription
medicines.
In terms of schedule 4, what is included will be
considered monitored poisons in the scheme. They will
be listed in the regulations rather than the legislation to
allow some flexibility, although it would be good to
have some transparency on that.
The database is intended to empower prescribers and
dispensers to avoid inappropriate multiple prescribing
events. There are no mandatory requirements for what
should and should not be dispensed to patients, but the
bill requires that oversight in relation to what is too
much and when intervention is needed. It will cover
1900 medical clinics, 1300 pharmacies and
200 hospitals. The feedback I had from the briefing —
which I want to thank the department for and which
was very comprehensive — was that it will be up-tothe-minute dispensing histories for patients during the
consultation, so it genuinely is a real-time system where
the information is at your fingertips the moment it is
needed.
Overall $29.5 million is to be spent on IT, additional
alcohol and other drugs (AOD) treatment funding and
public awareness and training. I have had some
information subsequently provided to me by the
minister’s office about the breakdown of the costs. It
would be helpful during the course of the committee
stage to be able to get a little bit more information on
that if that is possible, including the basis of some
ongoing costs.
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In terms of the concerns, I will just flag a few general
ones and then go to the consultation in relation to some
specific feedback that I have had. As I foreshadowed, it
is very important that this is a national scheme — that
the feds are working on it and that the states are
working on it. We need that interoperability between
the two as well as the learning. Real-time prescription
monitoring cannot be truly effective if patients are able
to shop across jurisdictions. I know constituents in
some of my colleagues’ electorates are concerned
where their electorates abut a border — either South
Australia or New South Wales — about the capacity to
just go over the border and doctor shop. We genuinely
need a national scheme as soon as possible.
The other thing that is very clear, and we have it from
the feedback, is the identification of someone who may
potentially be abusing or misusing addictive drugs.
These people need to know that they can get
appropriate support services if that risk is identified.
The sector’s view is that no patient should be refused
access to medication because of real-time prescription
monitoring without being referred to alcohol and drug
services. That is a high bar but it is a worthy bar. If
someone is abusing drugs or alcohol or if someone is
addicted, then that they should be able to get alcohol
and drug treatment support in relation to the misuse of
these drugs.
Software is absolutely fundamental. The Drugs and
Poisons Information System Online Remote Access
(DORA) system in Tasmania, while it may have
worked for a very small jurisdiction, was not
appropriate when viewed in terms of the national
scheme and therefore needed to be further developed.
We are going out alone separate from the feds. The two
services ultimately need to be able to talk to each other,
although it may be found that Victoria’s is the scheme
that is then adopted nationally.
But it is also because we have GPs, we have doctors,
we have pharmacists in small businesses right across
the state utilising this software. It is very important that
it is efficient and reliable and easy to use, and that it
does link into the future scheme. Ultimately of course it
is important that we have some transparency on
codeine — about when it is to be incorporated. It is
expected to be upscheduled in February 2018. This
scheme does not come into place until August. Soon
after that there is the expectation that codeine will be
included in the real-time prescription monitoring.
Finally, once again, we see that there is a lot of
information provided in the regulations — exemptions,
for example, and the balancing of the administrative
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burden and regulatory burden for low-risk patients, but
making sure that we do not have unintended
opportunities for high-risk patients. The AMA, for
example, believes prescribers also should be exempt
from needing to review the database when access is
difficult. Sometimes they are made on a home visit and
it is very difficult to have the portability that they need
in relation to accessing the information or if they are
presented with an emergency and they need to deal
with a situation.
I want to take the opportunity to reflect on some
comments that I received, once again, from various
groups in relation to this bill. The sector has been very
thoughtful, as always, in relation to the bill, so I want to
thank them for their input. Sam Biondo from the
Victorian Alcohol and Drug Association said, and I
appreciate his comment:
We know that there was a strong commitment from your
government on this issue following announcements made in
2014 and ongoing interest is most welcome.

He went on to say:
There is a dire and pressing need to address these issues; the
implementation of an RTPM system will make significant
inroads into reducing pharmaceutical-related harm through
providing GPs and pharmacists information about a patient’s
prescription substance consumption through real-time access
to relevant elements of their prescription history. This should
provide the impetus to modify prescribing and dispensing
practices where necessary as well as the requisite trigger to
ensure that those who experience issues relating to
pharmaceutical use, such as dependence, can receive the
necessary support.
It is crucial that those experiencing issues relating to
prescription substance use are not refused access to
medication without referrals to support services, including
AOD treatment.

John Ryan from the Penington Institute says:
I think the bill is good, however my concern is that it will not
be enough to control the problem. Supply reduction alone
typically creates perverse outcomes, one of which will be
increased heroin use, i.e. a switch to the black market.

This has been raised a couple of times as an issue that
needs to be managed. As soon as we prohibit or limit
some types of substances, others may be substituted in
relation to them, and that obviously needs to be
managed.
As to the AMA, I have this comment from Frances
Mirabelli, the chief executive officer:
AMA Victoria strongly supports real-time prescription
monitoring … and has been lobbying for the system to be
implemented in Victoria for a number of years —

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT (REAL-TIME PRESCRIPTION MONITORING)
BILL 2017
Tuesday, 17 October 2017

COUNCIL

as I have mentioned. She went on to say that the
database:
… should be integrated with common medical practice
software.

And in relation to codeine, she said:
AMA Victoria supported the TGA’s decision to reschedule
codeine as a schedule 4 drug. Given that codeine is open to
misuse and abuse, AMA Victoria supports the drug being
included in RTPM.

I thank the State Coroner for also responding to my
request for input. Judge Sara Hinchey said:
The amendment bill tabled on 8 August 2017 is an important
step towards implementing this system, and is the culmination
of more than five years of effort by the Department of Health
and Human Services, with leadership and support from
Victorian ministers and members across all political parties.

She went on to say:
I note that Victorian coroners have, in previous findings and
recommendations, articulated a range of positions regarding
what drugs should be monitored under the real-time
prescription monitoring system. The amendment bill defines a
monitored poison for the purpose of establishing the database
at the heart of a real-time prescription monitoring system, but
does not prescribe the specific drugs (beyond schedule 8
poisons) which will be included in this definition. Once the
legislative instrument is established to prescribe monitored
poisons, the court will assess its terms and may have occasion
to comment at that time.

I think realistically it is important what we see in the
regulations in relation to what else is included beyond
schedule 8 drugs, and people will be monitoring this
very carefully.
The Royal Australasian College of Physicians, via
Claire Celia, the senior policy officer, said:
In particular, we would like to stress that a successful realtime prescription monitoring system needs to enable crossjurisdiction integration as well as timely data sharing in order
to be effective.

She reinforced that point.
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is a lot of good support in relation to the bill, and some
important and timely reminders in relation to caution
about implementation and the effectiveness of the
implementation as it occurs.
This bill of course is in the context of other policy work
that is happening, and certainly the debate in the other
place touched on that, as I am sure we will as well. I
want to say that as a former Minister for Mental
Health — while I was not responsible for real-time
prescription monitoring, I was responsible for alcohol
and drugs — I was very pleased to be able to take many
of these issues forward on a whole range of fronts. This
included action to protect the community from illegal
drugs by disrupting the supply of these drugs through
targeting large-scale producers and traffickers, ensuring
stronger law enforcement and working with Victoria
Police to track alcohol and drug-related offences to
inform policing and enforcement operations and reduce
future possible harms. We had very significant
investment, which included many hundreds of millions
of dollars, both filling in some black holes that we were
left with but also expanding funding significantly. We
established a centralised bed register and intake system,
new standardised assessment and screening methods
and an area-based model for pharmacotherapy.
I did want to touch on that because it is obviously very
relevant in relation to this bill. We invested in a range
of different pharmacotherapy areas, including 14 new
specialist pharmacotherapy withdrawal beds for people
who obviously are reliant on methadone, buprenorphine
and suboxone to reduce or cease their dependence.
There had never been any dedicated pharmacotherapy
withdrawal beds in terms of community-based
treatment, so this was a very significant way forward
that was provided by Odyssey House and Windana.
There were also support worker positions created in
community residential withdrawal services to support
intake, assessment, care and recovery coordination for
those new beds. The funding for these
pharmacotherapy networks was $11 million, which
essentially doubled the funding for pharmacotherapy
services.

The Pharmaceutical Society of Australia said:
The system will allow timely and relevant information to be
shared among prescribers and pharmacists, ensuring potent
medicines are used safely. The system will identify people at
risk of harm and provide referral pathways for pharmacists to
support our patients.

Not only is it about doctors referring, it is also
obviously about the pharmacists, and that comment was
from Mr Ben Marchant, president of the
Pharmaceutical Society of Australia. Once again, there

We did also put together new pharmacotherapy
networks, basically trying to integrate, coordinate and
make more accessible the pharmacotherapy system,
regardless of where people lived in Victoria. The new
networks had additional funding for addiction medicine
specialists to assist local pharmacotherapy providers to
deal with more complex patients. The funding very
significantly expanded the services, but it also made
sure that the whole state was covered in relation to it.
Many GPs, more than 100 initially, were also trained in
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terms of pharmacotherapy so as to be more effective in
their roles. That was a very significant boost and a
significant structure that still remains today in terms of
access to pharmacotherapy services.

alcohol and drug treatment services on a path to be
more effective in terms of treating people who needed
the treatment and make it more accessible across the
state.

We also of course had very significant sector
involvement in relation to all of the reforms and an
investment specifically in hospital emergency
departments so that they were more capable of dealing
with drug and alcohol issues that people presented with.
This has been very successful. Many of the changes
have subsequently gone from early funding and trials to
full implementation, and each hospital determined their
own specific response.

So it is a very important bill today. It is one that has the
history as I have outlined, that has a lot of support, that
has some challenges but that has opportunities in the
implementation to make sure that it is as effective as it
can be. There is no doubt that the implementation of
real-time prescription monitoring will save lives. That
is why I think so many people are supportive of it, and
it is good to see it coming to fruition today.

Of course, Acting President Ramsay, an area that you
were very involved in was the issue of ice, including
the parliamentary inquiry. There was a very significant
investment made by the coalition government into the
impact of ice, its use and community awareness,
including a targeted education campaign, working with
Aboriginal health workers to undertake training so they
could have further enhancement on dealing with the
issues of ice treatment, a tailored diversion program for
first-time offenders using ice, and counselling services
for ice-affected patients. On all of these issues I
suppose the message is a strong commitment by the
coalition of addressing alcohol and drug treatment
issues that culminated in the recommissioning of
services.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Sitting extended pursuant to standing orders.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — It was a very significant
commitment which culminated in the recommissioning
in 2014 of alcohol and drug treatment services. When
we came to government the very clear message was
that nothing had been done on a reform scale for a very
long period of time and that it was desperately needed.
There was an Auditor-General’s report that said there
had been many, many reports — from memory, about
31 different reports done — but nothing actually ever
implemented. So we undertook a recommissioning
reform of the sector. There is no doubt it was not
perfect and there were opportunities for improvement,
which the government has taken, but the fact is the
government has by and large maintained the structure.
The feedback I get from the sector is that the reforms
were needed, they were welcomed, that the services are
better as a result and that it needed to happen. I was
very pleased that we did take that step because that had
not been taken in the 11 years of the previous
government. It needed to be taken in order to set

Sitting suspended 6.33 p.m. until 7.05 p.m.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan)
(19:05) — I am only going to speak quite briefly
because this again is what I think is quite a good bill but
also extremely straightforward. When the media talks
about drug use it talks about ice and heroin. The reality
of course is more complex than that. Analysis by the
Coroners Court of Victoria has found that between
2009 and 2016 illegal drugs on their own made up less
than 20 per cent of overdose deaths. Pharmaceutical
drugs on their own doubled that. The remaining deaths
involved alcohol or, increasingly, a combination of
different drugs or drugs and alcohol, with
pharmaceuticals being a contributing factor in about
80 per cent of deaths. It is also worth noting that a very
significant number of overdose deaths involved mental
illness.
Far too many people in this state obviously have a daily
struggle with addiction, needing street drugs or
unhealthy quantities of prescription drugs to get them
through the day. Far too many of them die. The
seemingly obvious response to this is to crack down on
drug users — arrest them, threaten them with jail,
punish them for addiction — but even if the Greens
thought that this was a good idea, which we clearly do
not, it does not work. It is not just the Greens saying
this; the Agenda 21 report released in March was
supported by former police commissioners and former
Supreme Court judges, among others, and called for an
end to trying to arrest our way out of the drug problem.
It is great to see a bill that is about doing something that
actually works. Real-time prescription monitoring is a
sensible, pragmatic approach to part of the drug issue. It
does not debate if drug users are good or bad people; it
introduces measures which will save lives. It will allow
both doctors and pharmacists to make informed choices
when prescribing and dispensing drugs. It will help
identify people struggling with addiction and hopefully
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offer them the support they need. Support is always the
key.

who accidentally overdose because of the access they
have in being able to get these drugs.

This bill will see people suddenly having reduced
access to medications that have been helping them to
get through their day for whatever reason — whether it
is easing pain or helping to forget past trauma. We
know that these people will not just go home, ignore
their cravings and live happily ever after. No matter
how much we threaten them with the law, they will
need support from counsellors, rehab services, social
workers and more. It is good to see that the government
has promised greater counselling and treatment services
as part of the real-time prescription monitoring
initiative. I hope it is enough, and I hope the
government will review it to see how well it is working.

What the bill does, as it states, is that real-time
prescription monitoring will require doctors and
pharmacists to view patient records of access to highrisk, addictive medicines before prescribing or
dispensing. This information will help doctors and
pharmacists make better informed, safer clinical
decisions for patients and may provide opportunities for
counselling and intervention where necessary. The bill
does a number of things, including providing a statutory
basis to create a database to monitor prescriptions and
mandating the use of the database via prescribers and
dispensers. That way you can really have that control of
those Victorians who have got an addiction, are
requiring assistance and are getting that intervention as
required.

I would like to take this opportunity to acknowledge the
importance of the hard work done by frontline alcohol
and other drugs (AOD) workers. Ending an addiction is
a long, hard slog, and AOD workers help people take
that journey and get them back in control of their lives.
Real-time prescription monitoring is not the whole
story. It is one of the many things that we need to
pragmatically deal with the drug problem, but it is a
step in the right direction, and for that reason the
Greens will support this bill.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (19:08) —
I am very pleased to be able to make a contribution this
evening to the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Amendment (Real-time Prescription
Monitoring) Bill 2017. I do so — and I was just talking
to Mr Davis about this actually — because it was in fact
the former coalition government that, under his
guidance and management in overseeing the very
important health portfolio, undertook a business case,
provided millions of dollars in funding to get this
system up and running, and took it obviously to the
2014 election. Unfortunately the Labor government did
not match that policy. In fact Victoria is not the first
state to do it. Tasmania has done it, to my
understanding, and the government is continuing on
with that very good work that was commenced under
the former coalition government.
I am very pleased that that is the case because, as others
have said and others have described in their
contributions to the debate, too many people are
accessing very dangerous drugs on a formal basis and
on an occasional or irregular basis, and sadly they are
contributing to their own demise and causing a whole
range of different health issues as well. It is my
understanding from others who have contributed to this
debate that there are quite literally hundreds of people

Sadly in Victoria at the present time we do not have
enough drug rehab centres. There are waiting lists, and
that is having a real impact on a lot of social problems
and other health-related issues for many individuals. Of
course when you look at what we have got in the
streets, we have got an increase in homelessness
especially around the CBD, with people who might
have mental health but also substance abuse issues, and
we see the sad indications of what occurs in relation to
those people that do not have the proper intervention or
the ability to access any of those rehab centres.
In my portfolio areas that I have responsibility for —
not only homelessness under housing, but also youth
justice — many young people cannot get the proper
access that they require. They are in a life of crime, and
often that is contributing to a lot of the crime that they
are undertaking, and these crimes are serious. We have
seen that. We have seen the state have the crime wave
that has occurred — very serious, brazen crimes — and
often some of these people are highly charged on
various substances, whether it be ice or other drugs. Of
course that is leading to what we have seen in this outof-control crime wave, but if you are looking at what
we are talking about here too, it is those other
pharmacological agents or medications that are
provided, and people are often shopping around to get
what they need, whether it is an oxycodone-based
medication or some sort of other pharmacological
derivative that is relevant here.
The bill requires a prescriber or dispenser of high-risk
drugs to review a patient’s previous use of high-risk
drugs. In other words, as I have just described, if it is an
oxycodone or morphine-based type of medication and
somebody has got some other drug use, then this is how
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that assessment can be made. I think that is a very good
thing, because a cocktail of drugs can have that lethal
component and cause a drug overdose.
The bill requires prescribers and dispensers to update
records of a patient’s access to high-risk drugs on a
database and allows for exemptions from a requirement
to review a patient’s previous use of high-risk drugs —
for example, if they were an inpatient in a hospital or a
residential aged-care facility, in palliative care or a
prisoner who had shopped around for those prescription
drugs. Therefore this would make it less difficult and
more unlikely that that scenario would occur, and again
I think that is a very good provision of the bill, such that
we are trying to protect those people from accessing
this lethal combination of drugs and being able to either
use them themselves or again of course also onsell
those drugs to others who might be drug affected or
have a drug addiction.
The bill also creates penalties for misuse of the database
or failure to properly maintain the database.
Arrangements for schedule 8 treatment permits will be
reviewed and streamlined, and there will be a removal
of some other administrative burdens. Again, this is
going to make a far more effective process.
I mentioned the high-risk drugs like codeine-based
types of drugs, but the high-risk drugs include all the
schedule 8 and schedule 4 drugs, which include
benzodiazepines. For those that do not know, they have
a very high tendency for addiction — that is, to be
easily addicted to. We know that codeine is found in
various over-the-counter medications in many
instances, and I for one know — not that you need be a
regular user of it — that it is a very common drug to be
able to access and is highly addictive. So that is another
provision of the bill. Regulations will list which
medicines in addition to the schedule 8 medicines
should be considered to be monitored poisons and will
be included in the scheme also. That database I spoke
about earlier is intended to give dispensers and
prescribers the ability to avoid inappropriate or multiple
prescribing events.
The scheme has got support from a number of
stakeholders. There has been wide consultation, to my
understanding, and that includes those stakeholders that
would be using these types of drugs on a regular basis.
Of course that includes doctors and others —
physicians, surgeons, psychiatrists, pharmacists — that
are involved in the dispensing or prescribing of these
drugs.
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There is a wide stakeholder engagement that is
supportive of the scheme. I must say that when I was
doing a little bit of background on it I looked at the
national scheme that the Turnbull government spoke
about undertaking — and I think they commenced
earlier this year — and I was pleased to see that the
federal government had committed $60 million to a
national rollout of a real-time monitoring system that
will be in addition to what is happening here in Victoria
and will give additional support to those that are
involved. I was alarmed to learn that across Australia I
think there are around 600 deaths a year of those who
have accidentally overdosed on strong prescription
drugs such as morphine, OxyContin or fentanyl. That
was highlighted by the federal health minister when he
was speaking about the national scheme that they are
undertaking.
There seems to be a wide and broad degree of support
for this, which is a good thing. I, for one, having seen
people who have been sadly addicted to these sorts of
drugs and seen how their addictions can have some
terrible health and mental health consequences, think
this is a very good thing. It will give those doctors and
also the pharmacists the guidelines that they require.
But I would also say, and I take on the point made by
Ms Kealy in the other place, that there are not enough
drug and rehabilitation beds. The government has
ignored this fact. We have got some serious concerns
with too many people that have got drug and alcohol
problems, and it is becoming an ever-increasing
problem that the government has ignored. They need to
be doing far more in addressing that very real concern,
because if you cannot get them into the rehabilitation,
counselling and other services, then really this issue
will only be perpetuated and we will have many other
drugs coming onto the streets and many other issues
that will arise from that. But in the case of these drugs
that we are talking about in relation to prescription
drugs or over-the-counter drugs that involve codeine
and other substances, really this will give assistance to
the prescribers and the dispensers — doctors and
pharmacists. With those words I will conclude my
contribution.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (19:20) —
I rise to make my contribution to the Drugs, Poisons
and Controlled Substances Amendment (Real-time
Prescription Monitoring) Bill 2017. This is one of the
most important bills. Prescription medicines are as
deadly as heroin or illegal drugs, and maybe even more
so. They are readily available on a doctor’s prescription
and are accessed in many cases by certain healthcare
card holders incredibly cheaply.
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It is a well-known fact that for years prescription drugs
have been used as currency on the streets. Some drugs
are acquired for under $8, and then pills are resold for
about $15 to $20 each. This bill will end the trafficking
of legally prescribed drugs. Doctor shopping has been
around for decades. It is a common practice for people
to acquire multiple scripts and fill them at pharmacies
spread far and wide. Pharmacists do not have access to
information other than the scripts they have already
previously dispensed for any individual.
This bill will literally save lives by implementing a realtime prescription monitoring system. In the late 1990s a
committee consisting of doctor and pharmacist
associations was established under the Howard Liberal
government to look at installing a nationwide database
available to all pharmacists. This was done in
consultation with the Pharmacy Guild of Australia. The
software was designed by a pharmaceutical computer
company, and when everything was ready for rollout
nothing happened.
For all the right reasons I wholeheartedly support this
bill. For too long many Victorians have lost loved ones
needlessly to prescription drug overdoses. The
mortality rate at the present time is shocking, and
looking at the research is a real eye-opener. In 2016
prescription medicine overdose resulted in
372 Victorian deaths. This is higher than the number of
overdose deaths involving illicit drugs — 257 — and
even higher than the road toll of 291. The fundamental
difference with this bill is that prescribers and
pharmacists will have the ability to check the database
prior to any prescription being written as opposed to a
patient presenting themselves at a pharmacy and a
pharmacist having all the responsibility for refusing to
dispense a prescription.
This bill has been structured with appropriate
widespread consultation. This has occurred between
relevant stakeholders to ensure maximum participation
in the application of this new and, in all probability,
life-saving pharmaceutical database. In conclusion, this
is a combined effort by prescribers and dispensers to
minimise the appalling abuse of prescription medicine.
I commend the bill to the house.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (19:24) — I
too would like to make a brief contribution to this bill.
Real-time prescription monitoring is a no-brainer. It is
something that other jurisdictions have been doing for
years, if not decades. Certainly, as someone who is a
member of the drug law reform inquiry, I have seen
numerous submissions about the urgent need for this.
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In fact the Coroners Court has recommended the urgent
need for real-time monitoring over 30 times. It has
made 30 recommendations, so I am very pleased to see
that we are going down this path. As many of the other
speakers have said, more people die from an overdose
of prescription drugs than from being run over by a car
or being in a car accident. Our road toll is now less than
our prescription drug toll. However, we spend a lot
more on trying to prevent people dying on the roads
than we do on trying to prevent people dying from drug
overdoses. This bill I think does go a long way. I have
concerns about what happens with the success of this
bill. What happens when we successfully find the
people who are using or misusing prescription drugs?
What do we do when we find them?
I have been fortunate enough to travel with the drug
law reform inquiry overseas where we have seen the
absolute devastation of the overuse of prescription
drugs and the addiction and dependency that people
have found themselves entering into. In Vancouver,
where we were just a couple of months ago, four people
overdose on opioids every day. In some ways this bill is
about monitoring and ensuring that we pick up people
who are doctor shopping, people who are misusing
prescription drugs and doctors who might be
overprescribing these drugs. In the submissions and
conversations that I have had about this, we put these
people who have a terrible accident, go to hospital, get
put on OxyContin, become addicted and then start
doctor shopping into the kind of ‘good people who
have become dependent on drugs’ group. We separate
them from the other people who, through life’s
misfortune, abuse, trauma or neglect, have become
dependent on drugs for other reasons.
While I certainly support this bill and I certainly
support prescription monitoring, I want to make sure
that this becomes part of our continued conversation
around the issue of drug dependency and how we as a
society are going to deal with the people who are
openly using drugs in North Richmond because they
are homeless and dependent on drugs, not just the
lovely soccer mum who through no fault of her own
became dependent on OxyContin and now will be
picked up by this bill.
I do think this bill is a good one, and I know it has been
a long time coming. We have certainly heard from the
health department that they are well advanced in the
implementation of this structure. We have certainly
seen the implementation of this structure in Tasmania,
in Canada and in many other jurisdictions, and it has
been successful. But we also need to be, as I mentioned,
concerned about that success. What are we going to do
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when we find those people who are dependent? How
are we going to train our doctors and our medical staff
to ensure that they know how to cope with that person
who has become dependent on a prescription drug? We
certainly need to be ensuring that we fund our alcohol
and drug centres around Victoria well to deal with this.
We may be looking at putting — I use this term and I
apologise for using it — our soccer mums on
methadone, because we are going to be trying to take
them from OxyContin and we are going to have to find
some form of opiate replacement treatment for these
people. I think it is very important that as we go
through this system that we are providing the services.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
Sitting extended pursuant to standing orders.
Ms PATTEN — I think that this actually provides
us with an opportunity. It provides us with a great
opportunity to properly fund our alcohol and drug
treatment and to consider the pathways to recovery for
people who have become dependent on OxyContin,
other opioids or other prescription medicines but also
for those other people that have taken a different path to
that dependency. For many of them the stigma is what
prevents them from accessing treatment. We need to
deal with that stigma, and I would suggest that while
this bill goes a long way the training and the important
wraparound services that this bill will require to be
developed for our medical professionals and our
alcohol and drug services will see a change in the way
we look at people who are dependent on drugs — so
that we look at dependency as a health issue, not as a
criminal one. At the moment we quite often think of a
person who is dependent on opioids as a druggy or as a
junkie. This bill I think in some ways will actually help
us recognise that people come to be dependent on drugs
for a whole range of reasons. This will be the outcome
of this bill. We are going to have to look at the stigma
of drug dependency, and we are going to have to look
at how we are going to address that. I hope that leads us
to law reform around the possession of drugs and the
use of drugs and that we treat that not as a criminal act
but as a call for help or as a health issue.
I support this very important bill and this very
important move to real-time prescription monitoring. I
hope this lays another step in the path towards
progressive, useful drug law reform in Victoria. I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (19:33) — I am
pleased to rise this evening to make a contribution on
the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Real-
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time Prescription Monitoring) Bill 2017. I would like to
state from the outset that The Nationals will be taking a
‘not oppose’ position. I will work through some of the
purposes and contents of the bill and put it in a little bit
of a historical context, but I will also then highlight a
coroner’s report on a very unfortunate and tragic death
of a young man in my electorate and draw on some of
the coroner’s findings as a way of supporting this bill
going through.
In terms of the purpose of the bill, the real-time
prescription monitoring will require doctors and
pharmacists to view patient records of access to highrisk and addictive medicines before — and I think this
is the key — and at dispensing. I think it is at the
dispensing end that it is really important to trace where
people are collecting their different drugs. Often it can
be across the state, and certainly between towns, so
they can be lost in translation, in that their local
pharmacist cannot keep eyes on what is happening. So
this real-time dispensing is very important.
The information will help doctors and pharmacists
make better informed and safer decisions for patients
and may provide opportunities for counselling and
intervention where necessary, so it will help to really
pick up on what an individual is consuming in, I guess,
their role to medicate themselves. The bill provides a
statutory basis to create a database to monitor
prescriptions and mandates the use of the database by
the prescribers and the dispensers.
In terms of context and historical background, back in
2013 the Victorian government released the National
Pharmaceutical Drug Misuse Framework for Action
(2012–2015), a report which identifies the lack of realtime information available for prescribers and
pharmacists in order to make these decisions regarding
medications. It was the former health minister, the
Honourable David Davis, who made an election
commitment in 2014 of $7 million to deliver a real-time
drug prescription monitoring system in terms of
schedule 8 drugs.
Moving forward, I would really like to drill down into a
particular coroner’s findings about a death in my
Eastern Victoria Region that I would like to draw on.
Between 2012 and 2016, 20 coronial findings have
called for the implementation of a real-time prescription
monitoring scheme. Moving forward again, in 2016 the
current Labor state government announced an
investment in this real-time prescription monitoring,
and only a few months ago in 2017 the Turnbull
government announced a $16 million rollout also in
terms of real-time monitoring across a national
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spectrum. From doing some research and reading I
think that certainly a national spectrum is very
important. Cross-state communication is also very
important because people travel. They can live
anywhere in eastern Victoria and travel over a border,
and at this present time there would not be that level of
communication, so I think a national scheme is very
important.
It is alarming to note in terms of deaths due to
pharmaceutical overdoses that in 2016 there were 372,
and I know others have mentioned that. It is interesting
to note, coming from a health food perspective, that
when I owned and ran a retail health food outlet, we
were often berated for — I do not know — providing
herbs and vitamins that could hurt people. I always
found it quite ironic that in many ways the worst thing
that some vitamin C or even some slippery elm or
evening primrose oil could do was not work, whereas in
many cases we can see that pharmaceutical drugs,
because of incorrect administration or as we see in
these incidents because of overprescribing and mixed
drug taking where there is a lack of communication
between different physicians, can result in death.
I would like to discuss a particular coroner’s findings
and report. This was delivered on 17 December 2014
and the coroner was Jacinta Heffey. I will speak about
it in just general terms, in terms of the key participants,
but I think it can highlight some important issues. Very
tragically, there was the death of a gentleman in his late
30s who was well loved by his family and who lived in
Central Gippsland. He, sadly but as we see all too often,
had a hard drug dependency. The coroner stated:
From all accounts he was a kind person who, at times, was
taken advantage of. His two treating doctors … were clearly
fond of him and were distressed by his death.

He had multiple complications in his make-up. He
certainly had a physical drug dependency. He had
other, I guess potentially associated, medical
conditions. He was an insulin-dependent diabetic, he
suffered from asthma, he had hepatitis C, he often had
bronchitis and chest infections — he was a smoker —
and combined with that he had mental health issues.
This highlights the fact that all too often there is a
multilayered effect: when people become drug
dependent there are other things that go wrong with
their body.
This gentleman had two main doctors. One was a drug
dependency doctor. He had been under the care of that
doctor for a number of years. Close to the time of his
death he requested a change to his medication and
moved on to — I think it was — a benzo component.
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He also had a normal GP who looked after his mental
health problems and had been treating him since 2002.
But one of the key things that the coroner found was
that neither of these doctors had ever met or spoken to
each other and that there had been no communication
between their practices. They only knew of any details
of each other’s respective roles in this patient’s
treatment to the extent that the patient had actually
communicated them to them.
The drug doctor had gone on and changed the patient’s
medication and transferred him onto a methadone
program. The gentleman told the mental health doctor
that he had mislaid some medication called Rivotril and
asked for some more, but the doctor said that this was
not advised and he put him on Valium.
I am painting here the picture that there were two
separate doctors whose only lines of communication
had been through the patient and a combination of
various drugs had been supplied to the patient.
Unfortunately over successive days toward the end of
January 2012 the patient suffered a heightened state of
being and had difficulty breathing. His sister advised
him to call an ambulance. The ambulance officers were
apparently very supportive and wanted to take him to
hospital but said he was not having an asthma attack.
They took him to the pharmacy to obtain some more
Ventolin. Subsequently, days later, his sister said he
still did not sound right. After that, very tragically,
someone walking in a park found him dead on the
ground.
The doctor who completed the autopsy made a number
of comments. The patient’s GP said he felt very
isolated in his practice, being ‘the only doctor in the
Latrobe Valley with an interest in mental health’. He
listed various doctors who now had left the region. He
told the court:
I wish I could share the load around a bit but … no other GPs
are willing to take on mental health issues.

I think that highlights very much the difficulty patients
in regional areas have in being able to consistently see a
doctor who can oversee their case in the long term and
also the workload that our current rural GPs have to
suffer, and this gentleman certainly felt that.
The other comment that I might finish off on is that the
coroner stated that each doctor ‘knew of the
involvement of the other’ but that it seems they
depended on the patient, a layperson, to keep them
informed of the treatment being provided by the other.
In many respects this bill hopefully will be able to make
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that bridge to enable separate doctors or pharmacists to
have eyes on the patient.
If I could just go to the comments from the coroner
right at the end of the finding, the coroner stated
regarding the rural issue — and I think this is
important — that:
Greater communication and professional exchange between
practitioners in a particular rural area could be beneficial for
coordinating patient care, and could also assist in reducing the
experience of isolation that can accompany practising
medicine in a rural setting.

In another comment in relation to real-time prescription
monitoring the coroner said:
The former Victorian health minister David Davis announced
a commitment to funding the implementation of … real-time
prescription monitoring … if re-elected.

She went on to say:
The electoral outcome was a change of government.

She finished off by saying, to summarise, that she
hoped to draw the new minister’s attention to this issue
and the universally acknowledged need for a real-time
prescription monitoring system to reduce the harms and
deaths associated with pharmaceutical drugs. Lastly,
the coroner went on to say:
As a matter of urgency, the Victorian Department of Health
must implement a real-time prescription monitoring system
that records information on dispensing of all schedule 8 drugs
and all schedule 4 drugs of dependence in Victoria and makes
this information available to … Victorian pharmaceutical
drug prescribers and dispensers so they can use this
information to inform their clinical practice and reduce the
harms and deaths associated with pharmaceutical drugs.

I think that very clear comment from the coroner in that
particular finding highlights multiple occasions where
this system could better serve our population in Central
Gippsland and the vulnerable people who have high
dependency on drugs and also allow them to be traced.
Some of the final comments that I would like to make
are in terms of the software and IT package needed in
order for this to go through. If we are going to look at a
future interstate or national approach, any software that
would be utilised in Victoria would need to be
compatible with other jurisdictions as it comes on
board. Certainly that is key. Also there has to be a
reality context. Many times doctors come out on
emergencies, need to prescribe something there and
then but do not have a laptop at their disposal, so there
would be need to be some exemptions to that
requirement.
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Again I would just like to highlight that it is very
important in the country to get good healthcare
services. We appreciate our doctors and rural GPs,
particularly our mental health and drug abuse doctors,
but all too often they are under stress, and unfortunately
it seems to be an area of growing need in rural and
regional Victoria. As I said, The Nationals will take a
‘not oppose’ position on this. I hope it is implemented
and can be utilised in a very positive way.
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (19:47) — I too rise
to speak on the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Amendment (Real-time Prescription
Monitoring) Bill 2017. I will not take too long — there
is clearly agreement across the house about this bill —
but there are some things I want to talk about on what I
see as the focus of the bill.
I am very fortunate to be on the Law Reform, Road and
Community Safety Committee, and like Ms Patten, I
have had the opportunity to travel, albeit not quite as
extensively as she and others have, as part of the drug
reform inquiry that we are undertaking and to speak
with people in other jurisdictions about their approach
to drugs. Without going improperly to aspects of that
committee’s work — it is yet to report, and it would not
be appropriate for me to speak about such matters — I
will say that the theme that has come through loudly
and clearly as we have listened to witness after witness
is that this problem is best approached from a harm
minimisation perspective, treating the issue of misuse
of drugs, be they prescription or illicit drugs, as a health
issue.
For many, many years in this country and right around
the world the tendency was to drive people into the
criminal justice system, and that system has clearly not
worked. That is not to say that anybody is sanctioning
illicit drugs; that is not what we are about. What we are
about is saying that addiction or misuse of drugs in
many instances is often associated with other factors
such as mental health or alcohol abuse. It has a lot to do
with, for example, the socio-economic circumstances of
many people, so the appropriate approach is to treat
these things as a health issue and from an approach of
harm minimisation.
I also take up Ms Patten’s point that I think she made
very, very well, and that is that when you look at the
statistics of overdose deaths here in Victoria, just in
2016, 372 Victorian lives were lost to prescription
medicine overdose compared to 257 from illicit drug
misuse. I think there is often labelling that goes on in
our community at large, and it would be a surprise, I am
sure, to many Victorians to learn that there are almost
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50 per cent more deaths associated with prescription
drug use compared to illicit drugs.
Can I quickly turn to the issue that was raised by
Ms Bath, Ms Patten and I think Ms Crozier as well, and
that is in relation to this not being a panacea and not
being the magic solution to dealing with what are
significant issues in society, and of course it is not. The
government has invested, through the 2016–17 budget,
$29.5 million over four years on this particular area of
policy, with a further $2.8 million in ongoing funding.
That is not just to implement a real-time prescription
monitoring system, because a computer system in and
of itself just simply will not fix the problem; what it
must be combined with is a number of aspects
including public awareness. There has to be an
education program that we embark upon with
Victorians so that people clearly understand that the
overdose and misuse problem of substances in this state
is far bigger than just illicits and that we all need to be
aware of the dangers and the risks that are associated
with prescription drugs. So to that end we do need an
education program.
We also need some extensive workforce training for
our medical professionals, who do such a wonderful job
in this state. They have been operating in an
environment which is completely different to the one
that is being proposed with this real-time monitoring
system. As has been drawn to our attention by other
speakers, what are we going to do with people when we
identify them as having an issue through this real-time
monitoring program? How are we going to treat those
people? What do the doctors and what do the
pharmacists do when we identify some of those people
who are finding themselves in areas of great health
difficulty because of their addiction to or misuse of
prescription drugs?
That is why prior to this system being implemented we
will be launching a public awareness campaign in the
second quarter of 2018, three months prior to the rollout
of the IT system in quarter 3 of 2018. It will include not
just a public awareness campaign but also very
important workforce training for the medical
professionals who we will be asking to engage with this
system. They will obviously be on the front line of
identifying people who, for whatever reason, whether it
is through doctor shopping, whether it is through
whatever circumstances they are confronting, are
perhaps being overprescribed. We need to importantly
provide our professionals with the necessary training.
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In preparation for today I was reading a previous
contribution made in the other place about a very tragic
circumstance. A young man back in 1994 who was a
very healthy young man had a car accident at the age of
18 and passed away some 16 or 17 years later because
of his addiction to prescription pain medications, which
were all the result of this terrible tragedy that occurred
some 17 or so years earlier. Hopefully what this system
will do is identify young people, as well as everybody
else, who are on strong prescription pain medication
and are having a problem. Hopefully this will identify
that these people need support from the medical
fraternity and the community to assist them in getting
well. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (19:56) — I too
would like to make a contribution to the Drugs, Poisons
and Controlled Substances Amendment (Real-time
Prescription Monitoring) Bill 2017. I note that the
opposition is not opposing this bill. I also note that in
fact this has been coalition policy since 2014. What is
of interest is that it has taken so long for this legislation
to come before the house. We can go back to 2012,
when we were receiving information in relation to a
considerable problem in relation to prescription drug
overdoses.
I note that in the second-reading speech, which
Mr Gepp referred to, there was mention of a young man
who became addicted to prescription drugs due to a car
accident which required him to be heavily medicated. I
also note in the second-reading speech that prescription
medicine overdoses in 2016 resulted in the loss of
372 Victorian lives. I think that is more than the road
toll, from memory, so while there is a lot of focus on
reducing the road toll, as there should be, a silent killer
is taking away a lot of our youth — our next
generation — due to the misuse and overdose of
prescription medicines.
I particularly wanted to focus in my contribution on the
fact that I chaired a joint parliamentary committee from
2010 to 2014, and one of the inquiries we undertook
was into the supply and use of methamphetamines in
Victoria. We took about nine months to do that
investigation work. What we found was that codeine —
even though it is not in schedule 8 or schedule 4 at this
time; I hope it will be — was being bought by domestic
manufacturers and drug dealers to make crystal meth.
One of the base products was codeine. What we found
was that they were getting quite smart about purchasing
codeine. They would actually go and buy small
amounts from a whole range of pharmacies across
Victoria so they would not be tagged as a buyer buying
amounts of prescription drugs to use as base materials
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for illicit drugs, like methamphetamine, and they were
not being red-flagged by either the anti-crime agencies
or the Pharmacy Guild of Australia, which during that
inquiry strongly represented that we make
recommendations for real-time prescription monitoring
(RTPM).
This issue, as I said, has had a long history. It is
disappointing that it has taken the Andrews government
three years to finally bring legislation to the house,
which we will support tonight, and so it will become
law very quickly.
As has been said by other contributors, the purpose of
the bill is to have real-time prescription monitoring,
requiring doctors and pharmacists to view records of
patients who have access to high-risk addictive
medicines before prescribing or dispensing. This
information will help doctors and pharmacists make
better informed and safer clinical decisions for patients
and will hopefully provide opportunities for counselling
and intervention where necessary. That has already
been stated in relation to the need for an education
program. The bill also provides a statutory basis to
create a database to monitor prescriptions and mandates
the use of the database by prescribers and dispensers.
The committee I chaired had as one of its more
significant recommendations to put a database in place.
At that time we looked at potentially a national
database, because as we know the purchase of
prescribed drugs has no real boundaries from a state
perspective. It was important, we felt at that time, that
we get support for a national database, with which we
would be able to have oversight over all state
jurisdictions. In 2012 it was pleasing to see the federal
Minister for Health sign a licensing agreement with the
Tasmanian Department of Health and Human Services
to use their existing controlled drugs monitoring system
as the platform for a national system.
In 2013 we saw the National Pharmaceutical Drug
Misuse Framework for Action released, which
identified the lack of real-time information available to
prescribers and pharmacists. This made it difficult to
make informed decisions regarding patient medication.
As I said, this was coalition policy in 2014. At the time,
we made an election commitment of $7 million to
deliver a real-time drug prescription monitoring system
for schedule 8 drugs. It is unfortunate that at the time
we did not see a matching commitment made by the
Andrews government. However, in December 2014 the
now Premier said the Minister for Health was receiving
advice on the matter and thought the real-time
prescription monitoring system required a national
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coordinated response. Well, we could have told him
that. He did not actually need the Minister for Health to
do another review, given that there was a plethora of
investigations and advice from a whole range of leading
stakeholders, not to mention a joint parliamentary
committee supporting a national approach to real-time
prescription monitoring.
As I said, from 2012 to early 2016, 20 coronial findings
called for the implementation of a real-time prescription
monitoring scheme. It was only in April 2016 that
Labor announced a budget investment of just under
$30 million to implement a real-time prescription
monitoring system in Victoria.
In July 2017 the Turnbull government announced it
would invest over $16 million to deliver a national
rollout of real-time prescription monitoring, so we have
gone from 2012, when a national rollout was first
discussed, to 2017 — it has been five years. The wheel
turns ever so slowly in providing for this, when there is,
I would have thought, a fairly substantive argument for
a national approach to what we could see, going back to
our inquiry in 2014, was a total misuse of prescription
drugs, particularly for their use as base materials for
illicit drugs, as we found, as I have indicated, in the
inquiry we conducted into crystal methamphetamine.
A Victorian Alcohol and Drug Association (VAADA)
report of 2016 indicated that pharmaceutical drugs
contributed to more than one fatal overdose per day —
and I think Ms Wooldridge has already gone into some
detail about that — which culminated in the 372 deaths
in 2016 that I have already referred to. Approximately
eight out of 10 fatal overdoses involved prescription
pharmaceuticals, and over half of all fatal overdoses
involved benzodiazepines.
The main provisions of the bill require prescribers or
dispensers of high-risk drugs to review a patient’s
previous use of high-risk drugs, require prescribers and
dispensers to update records of the patient’s access to
high-risk drugs on a database and allow for exemptions
from a requirement to review a patient’s previous use of
high-risk drugs — for example, hospital inpatients,
residential aged care or palliative care patients or
prisoners, for whom prescription shopping would be
difficult and unlikely. Patients in emergency
departments or those being discharged are included in
the scheme. The bill also creates penalties for the
misuse of the database or failure to properly maintain it,
which was actually a recommendation of the pharmacy
guild. In this bill the penalty is 100 penalty units.
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Arrangements for schedule 8 treatment permits will be
reviewed and streamlined, and some of the other
administrative burdens will be removed. This will be
rolled out from 1 August 2018 over an 18-month period
via selected geographies. For the two to three months
preceding 1 August 2018 and throughout the 18-month
grace period, it is envisaged that the database will
achieve a critical mass of information that will serve to
be valuable to prescribers and dispensers.
As I said, nearly $30 million has been spent on the IT
system, additional alcohol and drug treatment funding,
public awareness programs and training, and I think
that is a good thing.
High-risk drugs include schedule 8 drugs and all
schedule 4 benzodiazepines, which are considered to
have a high potential for abuse and addiction. Codeine
is recommended to be included at a later stage due to its
current upscheduling from over-the-counter to
schedule 4, and I think that is important. I certainly
hope that codeine will be part of schedule 4 sooner
rather than later. Regulations will list medicines in
addition to schedule 8 medicines, which will be
considered monitored poisons and included in the
scheme. Listing monitored poisons in regulations rather
than legislation will allow flexibility and adaptability in
the future.
The database is intended to empower prescribers and
dispensers to avoid inappropriate multiple prescribing
‘events’. There are no mandatory requirements for what
should or should not be dispensed to patients. This
scheme will cover 1900 medical clinics,
1300 pharmacies and over 200 hospitals throughout
Victoria, with up-to-the-minute dispensing histories of
patients, including during consultations — hence the
requirement for a very robust IT system to allow that
real-time prescription monitoring.
I congratulate the Turnbull government on its work on a
national RTPM scheme. Even though Victoria will
have its scheme underway, there is no doubt that the
$16 million commitment to a national rollout that the
Turnbull government has committed to — as I said, it
will be a national scheme — will cross all jurisdictions
and stop the potential of doctor shopping across state
boundaries. This regulation may have the adverse effect
of moving addicts from prescription to other drugs, but
this is where the alcohol and drug centres will play a
significant role in their support services.
I have talked about the fact that codeine is not included
currently, but hopefully by February 2018, when it is
declared a prescription-only drug by the Therapeutic
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Goods Administration, we can expect that to come onto
the schedules.
This is an important bill. As I said, it is disappointing it
has taken so long, given what we have known, even
dating back to 2012 with a lot of coronial inquiries. We
have had joint parliamentary committees. We had the
Minister for Health in the former government, David
Davis, committing the coalition to the establishment of
real-time prescription monitoring. We have had the
federal government commit substantial funds, and to
their credit the Andrews government committed
$30 million particularly to the IT that is required to
provide the real-time monitoring. I am quite sure we
will work very closely with the Turnbull government
on the national rollout, which really will provide the
greater benefit for the outcomes that this bill is to
achieve. In closing, the opposition will not oppose this
bill.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(20:10) — I am very pleased to also be able to speak on
the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
Amendment (Real-time Prescription Monitoring) Bill
2017. There was an interesting report released only last
month by the Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS),
which echoes many of the issues that Mr Ramsay has
just spoken of through his experience in parliamentary
inquiries and his knowledge of the history of this area.
The Australian Bureau of Statistics released its annual
report on the leading causes of death in Australia, and it
indicates that Australia has recorded its highest number
of drug-induced deaths in 20 years. New data shows
that two-thirds of these deaths were a result of
prescription drug abuse. That is an astonishing figure,
but one that I know will be of no surprise to people like
Mr Ramsay, who have been aware of these issues on a
practical level and as legislators for some time.
An article has appeared in response to this, and it quotes
a man called Jack Nagle, who had a drug addiction that
lasted for some time. He used a range of drugs,
including alcohol, marijuana and ice, but he says it was
actually prescription drugs that almost killed him. The
article states:
‘They can be viewed as something that’s not as bad because
they are legal or given to you by a doctor at times’, Mr Nagle
told SBS …

He went on to say:
The effects can be catastrophic. It’s definitely a massive
problem and there’s a lot of them out there.
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It is good that he has turned his life around. He is now
running his own company, which educates young
people about the dangers of drug abuse.
The ABS figures show that there is still a massive,
massive issue to deal with. Around 70 per cent of drugrelated deaths in Australia in 2016 were caused by
prescription drugs. Prescription painkillers such as
oxycodone and morphine caused 30 per cent of deaths.
Benzodiazepines, which are prescribed for anxiety,
caused some 37 per cent of drug-induced deaths.
We have had comments as well from Professor Michael
Farrell, who is the director of the National Drug and
Alcohol Research Centre, who says that more needs to
be done to address this problem.
What we see in the bill before us today goes some way
to addressing these issues that have been highlighted in
such a dramatic form by the ABS. The bill, as
Mr Ramsay has said, puts in place a process and a
framework to allow real-time prescription monitoring.
What this means is that it will be harder for people to
doctor shop — getting multiple prescriptions and filling
them at different places and getting way more drugs
and in proportions that are not at all what any individual
medical practitioner would anticipate that a person
would need.
Obviously it has taken some time to get to this point,
and that is a regret. As we have heard tonight, Mr Davis
as health minister in 2012 committed to this. The
federal government has provided some funding, and
this bill represents one part of the equation in terms of
addressing our drug problem, and obviously physicians
support this bill. It comes into effect on 1 August next
year. Plainly there are some things that need to be put in
place before it can be effective and fully operational,
but I am very glad that the IT aspect of this is evidently
being funded and is anticipated to be ready for this
rollout.
The bill in essence enables the Secretary of the
Department of Health and Human Services to establish
and maintain a monitored poisons database, and that is
for monitoring and recording data relating to the supply
of monitored poisons as defined. This includes records
of the supply, permits, notifications and warrants in
respect of these poisons and controlled substances and
any other information that is required. I think that the
way this has been constructed is largely very practical.
It really comes down to how pharmacists will use it. It
requires a pharmacist to take all reasonable steps to
check the monitored poisons database before supplying
a monitored supply poison, unless the regulation
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otherwise provides, and there is a penalty for failing to
do this. It is also the intent that a pharmacist will check
the database and consider the information in it before
making a decision to supply a monitored supply poison
to a patient. It is intended that the database be a clinical
decision support tool, not a system that tells a
pharmacist what to do, what to supply et cetera — that
judgement still needs to be made by the doctor and the
pharmacist. It provides a reference framework for them
to make an educated judgement on what someone has
and therefore what they need.
The regulations may prescribe exceptions for
circumstances where the risk of prescription shopping
is low — for example, in the case of a hospital
inpatient, a prisoner or a resident in an aged-care
service. Obviously the situation is going to be different
for people in those circumstances. Proposed new
section 30F requires a registered medical practitioner to
take all reasonable steps to check the monitored poisons
database before prescribing or supplying a monitored
poison, unless the regulations provide otherwise. Again
there is a significant penalty for breaching that
provision.
There are a range of different definitions that have been
inserted. For example, there is a new definition of
‘hospital’, and this includes a day procedure centre
within the meaning of the Health Services Act 1988.
That is included in the definition, along with a public
hospital, a denominational hospital and a private
hospital within the meaning of that act. That is a similar
sort of update to what we saw in legislation earlier this
evening, and it ensures consistency in that regard. There
is also a new definition of ‘reportable drug event’, and
the definition of ‘notification of drug-dependent person’
is repealed. These are in the form of an update to ensure
consistency between different forms of legislation.
I want to draw the house’s attention to clause 9, which
substitutes section 34D of the principal act with a new
section that provides for an exception to the schedule 8
permit requirement in the case of specified
circumstances. What this entails is that a registered
medical practitioner or nurse practitioner is authorised
to administer, supply or prescribe a schedule 8 poison
during a continuous period greater than eight weeks
without a permit if it is to treat a person, who is not
drug-dependent, in the circumstances specified by the
secretary in accordance with section 35A. So there is an
element of flexibility inserted in here, because it is
anticipated that there are circumstances where that may
be necessary.
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As I mentioned, the bill has got to this point after a
great deal of discussion. Earlier, Mr Ramsay sort of
recounted some of the history of this bill. The contents
of the bill have their origins in committee work, work
done by the previous government, work done by the
federal government and work done by the current
government. It is something that people who share
concern about the impact of prescription drug addiction
have been calling for for some time. Obviously though
there is nervousness within government about IT
systems and planning something with this sort of detail.
It has to be done right. So it is a very good thing that we
have finally got to the point where this bill is before us.
As I said earlier, this bill represents one part of the
equation in terms of addressing our drug problem and
in particular our prescription drug problem, which is
extensive. The opposition will be supporting this bill.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (20:19) — I thank members for their
contributions on what has been a very important debate,
and I take this opportunity to congratulate the Minister
for Health on what is really a groundbreaking reform in
our health system. I do so having had experience as a
member of a parliamentary inquiry many years ago
under the previous Labor government, where there was
an inquiry into benzodiazepines. I remember being a
member of that inquiry, and in fact it did make some
recommendations in relation to this issue. I had the
opportunity to see such a system in operation in another
jurisdiction. So I am pleased that the Minister for
Health is taking action in relation to this issue,
implementing a real-time prescription monitoring
system in Victoria to reduce prescription shopping and
the harms, including deaths, from the misuse of
prescription medicines. We know that prescription
medicine misuse is a major public health concern. In
2016 pharmaceutical medicines contributed to 372 drug
overdose deaths in Victoria, which is higher than the
number of overdose deaths involving illicit drugs and
higher than the road toll.
I want to commend the minister for consulting with and
listening to the advocacy of professional bodies such as
the Australian Medical Association, the Pharmacy
Guild of Australia, the Royal Australian College of
General Practitioners and the Pharmaceutical Society of
Australia, whose members have been advocating for
the need for such a real-time prescription monitoring
system for some time. I also note that there have been
coronial inquest findings which since 2012 have either
made or supported a recommendation for a real-time
prescription monitoring system. So rather than talk
about the issue — as occurred under the previous
government — and not take any action on this, the
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government did in fact put funding in the budget last
year to make this reality.
In the time I have available to me I will seek to respond
to some of the issues that have been raised in the
debate. Unfortunately I do not think I am going to have
sufficient time to canvass everything, but I will
certainly endeavour to come back to these matters at the
next opportunity when we consider this bill further.
What I can say is that in relation to the issues that have
been canvassed by Ms Wooldridge in particular around
the need for interoperability with other jurisdictions and
a potential commonwealth system, I make the point that
Victoria is committed to the implementation of a
national governance framework and national datasharing arrangements to reduce the risk of cross-border
prescription shopping. The bill enables Victoria to enter
into agreements or memorandums of understanding
with any jurisdiction or the commonwealth in future to
facilitate the exchange of information between
jurisdictions for the purposes of such a national system.
I make the further point that on 28 July this year the
federal Minister for Health announced a
commonwealth commitment of $16 million for the
development of such a system over the next 18 months.
While Victoria is now progressing with an alternative
platform, it continues to work with the commonwealth
and other jurisdictions to progress the establishment of
a national governance framework and national datasharing arrangements to prevent cross-border
prescription shopping. I make the point that the funding
the Andrews Labor government made available in the
budget last year way exceeds what the commonwealth
has been prepared to put on the table for the entire
country. So obviously that is an issue for them to
address as well. However, the software that Victoria
builds will be robust enough to scale up to deliver a
national platform for all states and territories to use.
Other states and territories are at present committed to
using the commonwealth software, but there has been
interest in Victoria’s software, and our government will
be negotiating the case for others to join us.
Issues have been raised in relation to the availability of
alcohol and drug services post the point of individuals
coming into contact with such a system, and
particularly the kinds of support that our health
workforce will have around these issues. What I can
advise is that when the system is implemented it will be
primary health clinicians, GPs and pharmacists who
will be charged with responding to patients who are
revealed to be prescription shopping and therefore at
risk of prescription medicine misuse. Workforce
training and support initiatives will focus on
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strengthening the ability of primary health clinicians to
intervene early to prevent prescription medicine misuse,
to provide basic drug counselling, to taper the
prescription doses and to propose non-pharmacological
alternatives for managing pain and other issues, such as
insomnia and anxiety. Only the more complex patients
will need to be referred to the alcohol and drug
treatment sector.
In acknowledgement of the potential increase in
demand, we will implement some minor enhancements
to the alcohol and drug treatment sector to increase its
capacity to respond to patients experiencing addiction
to prescription medicines. Further, I make the point that
in relation to workforce training and support packages
this is intended to include training programs to ensure
clinicians can use the system effectively as well as
enable clinicians to be more confident and skilled at
safely managing patients with addiction problems. It
will also go to the development of a network of GPs
specialising in pain and addiction medicine to assist in
the management of patients with more complex needs
in primary care and to make additional enhancements to
counselling and referral services for patients with
prescription medicine addiction to assist GPs if
additional support is necessary.
A consortium has been contracted to develop and
deliver the training. The consortium includes all
Victorian primary health networks, led by the Western
Victoria Primary Health Network, along with the
national prescribing service, which is a non-government
organisation that develops casual training for health
practitioners. Training will be conducted from the
second quarter of 2018, three months prior to the
commencement of system implementation in the third
quarter of 2018, and will continue to be rolled out in
advance of each stage of system implementation across
all different regions in Victoria.
Further in relation to these issues, I can also advise of
the enhancing of these alcohol and drug treatment
services from the real-time prescription monitoring
budget. Some $916 000 over four years, plus recurrent
funding of $416 000 per year, has been allocated
towards these minor enhancements to the alcohol and
other drugs treatment sector to respond to any increase
in patients being referred for addiction to prescription
medicines. However, very few people who currently
access alcohol and other drugs services identified
prescription medicine as a primary drug of concern. It is
expected that the majority of people identified as
misusing prescription medicines will be treated within
the primary health sector. This is why there will be a
focus on workforce support initiatives that will
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strengthen the ability of primary health clinicians,
particularly GPs, to respond to the needs of patients, to
provide basic drug counselling, to taper prescription
doses and to propose non-pharmacological alternatives
for managing pain and other issues, such as insomnia or
anxiety.
In addition to the real-time prescription monitoring
budget, the Victorian government is supporting a major
expansion and improvements across the entire alcohol
and other drugs treatment system. In 2017–18 alone the
government will provide $220.1 million in drug
services across the state. This represents an increase in
funding for alcohol and other drugs services of 33 per
cent in just three Labor budgets. This includes
expanded community treatment services so that more
people across the state can get critical services like drug
counselling.
There were issues that were raised in relation to codeine
and whether it is going to be within the scope of the
medications to be covered under these changes. I can
advise that the bill will enable the system to monitor all
schedule 8 medicines. Medicines classified as
schedule 8 carry the greatest risk of misuse, and there
are additional regulatory controls in their supply and
use. These medicines include strong opioid painkillers
such as morphine and oxycodone, as well as stimulants
such as dexamphetamine. The bill will also enable other
high-risk medicines to be included for monitoring
through prescribing these medicines in regulations.
The Victorian government has agreed with the
recommendations of an expert advisory group
comprising GPs, pharmacists and pain addiction
medicine specialists on what additional schedule 4
prescription-only medicines should be monitored. The
schedule 4 medicines recommended included all
benzodiazepines, such as diazepam, as this class of
medicine is involved in the most number of prescription
drug-related deaths in Victoria. Other schedule 4
medicines that are emerging as causing significant harm
in the community through misuse, such as zolpidem
and zopiclone, which are sleeping tablets, and — I will
have to spell this one for Hansard — quetiapine, which
is an antipsychotic, were also recommended to be
included in the system.
In relation to codeine, codeine will be included in the
real-time prescription monitoring system. A decision
made by the Therapeutic Goods Administration (TGA)
late last year rescheduled over-the-counter medicines
containing codeine to prescription-only medicines from
February 2018 as a measure to reduce the harms from
codeine misuse. Given that this TGA decision will have
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a significant impact on doctors and pharmacists, the
Victorian government has agreed with the
recommendation from the expert advisory group to
include codeine for real-time prescription monitoring at
a later stage after health professionals have adjusted to
the changes. There have been recent calls for the
commonwealth to reconsider the upscheduling of overthe-counter codeine, and we will be monitoring the
issue closely.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Thank you, Minister. I have to interrupt business. It is
8.30 p.m. Do you want to put the question?
Ms MIKAKOS — I have attempted to cover I think
the vast majority of issues raised in the course of the
debate. It is really a question for the members opposite,
but I imagine that they may want me to continue on.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

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) (20:31) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Health, and it
concerns the plight of two of my constituents,
Shepparton couple Jeffrey and Cheryl Keen. Minister,
will you give a commitment to establish and fund
appropriate radiotherapy services at Goulburn Valley
Health to prevent Shepparton cancer patients, including
the Keen family, from having to travel long distances to
access life-saving treatment?
I was recently contacted by Cheryl Keen, a 74-year-old
pensioner who, along with her 76-year-old husband,
Jeffrey, has recently had her life turned upside down.
Jeffrey has just been diagnosed with cancer in his right
lung. Already suffering from Parkinson’s disease and
diabetes, Jeffrey faces 20 radiotherapy treatments over
five weeks to fight this terrible disease. Cheryl and
Jeffrey are asking the usual questions that patients and
their families ask in this situation: ‘Why us?’, ‘What’s
going to happen?’ and ‘Am I going to die?’.
Another question Cheryl is asking is why her husband
has to travel to Albury, a round trip of over 4 hours per
day, four days a week, to receive a 10-minute
radiotherapy treatment. She wants to know why Jeffrey
cannot receive the treatment locally at Goulburn Valley
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Health, which is less than 5 minutes from their family
home.
Cheryl and Jeffrey have many more questions, most of
which can only be answered by their doctors, but
Cheryl also wants to know how they are going to
financially afford the costs associated with travelling to
Albury for radiotherapy. Their plan is to travel the 4hour round trip, but that will cost a fortune in petrol.
Cheryl realises that sometimes the radiotherapy will
make Jeffrey too ill to travel and they will be forced to
stay in Albury for days at a time, which means she will
have to find money for food and accommodation. Like
most age pensioners, Cheryl and Jeffrey struggle with
normal day-to-day cost-of-living pressures, and now
they face more financial hardship from being away
from home and the emotional cost of being away from
the support of family and friends.
Cheryl Keen is scared, but she is also angry — angry
that the man she loves has to endure a 4-hour round trip
by car to receive a 10-minute radiotherapy treatment
that will hopefully save his life. She is angry that these
services are not available locally at Goulburn Valley
Health. She is angry that her husband, like so many
others, must face his battle away from home without
the support of his family and friends, and she is angry
that they have the added financial burden of having to
travel to receive the treatment that will save Jeffrey’s
life.
The prognosis for Jeffrey is good because his doctors
are saying they caught the cancer early, but Cheryl’s
anger is entirely understandable, not just for her and her
husband but for many other cancer patients in the
Goulburn Valley. We know that over a two-year period
more than 600 patients from the Goulburn Valley
Health catchment area were forced to travel long
distances to receive radiotherapy treatment. The lack of
support from loved ones, the pain associated with
treatment and travel, and the huge financial toll on
patients and their families are just not fair.
The Goulburn Valley community deserves better.
Minister, will you give a commitment to establish and
fund appropriate radiotherapy services at Goulburn
Valley Health to prevent Shepparton cancer patients,
including the Keen family, from having to travel long
distances to access life-saving treatment?

VicRoads
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (20:34) —
My adjournment matter this evening is directed to the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety, Luke Donnellan,
and it relates to VicRoads and car registration. A
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constituent of mine has had a most unsatisfactory
experience in relation to car registration, following her
daughter being pulled over by police saying that the car
she was driving was unregistered by six days. My
constituent had purchased the car a year ago from a
dealer but never received the registration renewal
notice, which was due on 30 September, in the mail
from VicRoads.
She has not moved address in the last 12 months, has a
locked mailbox, has held a licence for over 34 years
and has always paid her registration on time. Despite
being told by VicRoads that a notification had been sent
to my constituent on 19 August, she is adamant that it
was never received. VicRoads has been plagued with
problems such as this. In 2015 it admitted a computer
glitch had occurred, and it was reported that ‘Some
ownership transfers were not fully processed’ and that
‘Further IT issues have prevented some drivers
receiving renewal notices six weeks before their
registration expires, as is customary’.
My constituent at the time of the police pulling over her
daughter was told she would have to pay the car
registration of $800 on the spot and incur a fine of
$793. Despite paying the registration immediately, she
was still fined. I have no doubt my constituent is telling
the truth when she says she did not receive a
notification. VicRoads has form here, and there is
evidence that these problems still exist two years on
given all the issues they have previously had. My
constituent phoned VicRoads and firstly explained that
she had never received notification, to which the
response was, ‘We will add you to the list of people
who have also experienced this issue’.
How is it fair and reasonable that someone who has a
stellar record in paying their registration, who claims
they never received any notification from VicRoads
and with a registration being overdue by only six days
is hit with a substantial financial cost requiring payment
of a total of almost $1600? For many Victorians who
are going about their business in a legitimate fashion,
being penalised with such an onerous penalty system is
unfair and wrong. Why is there no mechanism for
VicRoads to send out a reminder email or text to alert
them that their payment is almost due? Surely we want
people to continuously register their vehicles and not
incur such prohibitive fines.
I acknowledge that there are too many Victorians who
have flouted the law by driving unregistered vehicles
and also that there are mechanisms for people to be able
to have their fines waived due to hardship. If that is the
case, then why can there not be a fair and reasonable
approach to allow those law-abiding Victorians who are
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affected by an oversight or failure of VicRoads and/or
Australia Post to deliver a notification to have some
flexibility?
The action I seek from the minister is that he provide
me with the number of Victorians who have been added
to this VicRoads list that I spoke about of people who
have phoned and complained about not receiving their
registration notification and have incurred a subsequent
huge fine since 2015, as my constituent has.

North-east link
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (20:37) — In
August a member of the government relations team of
the North East Link Authority provided me and my
staff with a briefing on the proposed toll road. They
were not equipped to answer any questions at the
meeting and committed to take questions on notice,
which were supplied within 48 hours by my office.
Seven weeks later I am still waiting on a response. The
opaque approach of the Andrews government and the
North East Link Authority is unsettling for residents in
the north-east and east. It is unacceptable that planning
for this major project is taking place under a veil of
secrecy and in the confusion of presenting four
potential routes.
The action that I seek is that the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety make public the following information:
origin and destination data from comprehensive traffic
surveys; input data and assumptions used in the Veitch
Lister Consulting Zenith model; any preclusion of
future mass transit infrastructure, including Doncaster
heavy rail or Doncaster bus rapid transit; any preclusion
of expansion or improvement to the Doncaster park and
ride; and the methodology and comprehensive results
from the survey conducted by the North East Link
Authority.

STEM Sisters
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (20:38) — The
matter that I wish to raise this evening is for the
attention of the Minister for Education in the other
place, Mr Merlino, and it relates to a recently held event
in Gippsland, the STEM Sisters program, which is
designed to encourage girls and women to consider a
career in science, technology, engineering or
mathematics. We know that these programs do in fact
work to provide incentives and to demystify a career
that is often considered to be a very masculine pursuit,
and that this is in fact incorrect and that women can and
do make a wonderful and very positive contribution to
the science, technology, engineering and mathematics
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(STEM) sector industries and to the employment
opportunities that exist within that.
To coincide with the work that has been undertaken as
part of the STEM Sisters program and the work of the
Baw Baw Latrobe Local Learning and Employment
Network, I would ask that the minister give active
consideration to additional incentives and work that
could complement programs such as the STEM Sisters
program within the Gippsland area to encourage more
girls and women to become acquainted with potential
career opportunities, professional development
opportunities and skills and training opportunities to
enter the world of STEM, particularly as it relates to
technology in the primary industries that have been
identified for Gippsland, namely health care and aged
care, as well as food and fibre technology and new
energy technology.
We know that these are pathways which can and will
create meaningful employment, and to make sure that
women have the best possible opportunities to avail
themselves of careers in these areas I would ask that the
minister do all the work that can be done to
complement the work of programs such as the STEM
Sisters program. I congratulate them on continuing to
bring these issues to the fore in a part of the world
where we do want to encourage gender equity across
the board and to give our young women as many
opportunities as they might desire to pursue the careers
of their choice.

Police vehicle ramming
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (20:41) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the attention of
the Minister for Police. I believe that is Ms Neville, the
member for Bellarine in the other place. I note that
there has been a significant spate of police car
rammings across the state of Victoria, and more
particularly in Ballarat there has been a significant
number of police car rammings. There was one again
just last week.
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Minister Neville said on 9 August that legislation with
regard to police car rammings to be introduced by the
government was just weeks away. Now 9 August is not
just a number of weeks away. It was months ago that
the minister said this, and in spite of the time that has
passed and the recurrence of police car rammings, the
government has failed to act, which is terribly
disappointing not just to the community at large but of
course to Victoria Police. I note the Police Association
Victoria has been very strong in advocating for this
type of legislation.
I note that it is not permissible to call for legislation in
the adjournment debate, but the action that I would seek
from the minister is that she detail to the community
and to Victoria Police when it is that this legislation is
going to be introduced so that the community and our
hardworking policemen and women have some
certainty around when it is they can expect some
protection by this new law being introduced.

La Trobe University international students
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (20:43) —
My adjournment matter is for the minister responsible
for international education, the Honourable Philip
Dalidakis. International education is Victoria’s largest
service export sector. Victoria also has over
175 000 international students studying at our
universities and vocational education and training
sector providers. As the minister will be aware,
La Trobe University’s main campus is located in
Bundoora within Northern Metropolitan Region. The
action that I seek from the minister is to advise me what
support services have been put in place to help
international students while they are studying at
La Trobe University.
The PRESIDENT — Mr Elasmar, that was a
record-breaking contribution. I think the only shorter
contribution was Mr Nguyen on a previous occasion,
who said, ‘I agree with the bill’.

Wonthaggi Secondary College
Fortunately in all of the instances so far in Ballarat there
has not been a police officer or a member of the
community seriously injured to this point, but I do fear,
and certainly my colleagues on this side of the house
fear, that if police car rammings do continue in the way
they have to date it will place police officers at
significant risk of being injured. That is why
Mr O’Donohue, the shadow Minister for Police,
introduced legislation to deal with this specific offence
and give a very strong signal to criminals that if they
are going to commit this offence, there will be very
serious consequences for these actions.

Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (20:45) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Education, the Honourable James Merlino, in the other
place. The action I seek from the minister is that he
commit to the funding of a new Wonthaggi Secondary
College in the 2018–19 budget. I ask the minister to
contact the principal, Darren Parker, and commit to
funding the new school on the site of McKenzie Street
in Wonthaggi in next year’s budget. The plans have
been approved, and the community is 210 per cent
behind this vital educational facility.
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This afternoon here at Parliament I met with Darren
Parker, principal; the school council president, Geoff
Robertson; Terry Earl, the secretary of the Wonthaggi
Business and Tourism Association; the mayor of Bass
Coast Shire Council, Pamela Rothfield; along with two
former student leaders who are leading the call for a
new Wonthaggi college. There is strong community
backing behind their call for a new college. They are
encouraged by the wide support from across the Bass
Coast for the push to secure this long overdue, major
redevelopment of the college and creation of a new
education precinct.
Today’s visitors to Parliament have collated a petition
that has been signed by almost 3000 people. This is a
significant number when we look at the township and
surrounds being around 10 000 people. Over 10 years
ago in a former career I taught at the junior campus of
the Wonthaggi Secondary College and visited the
senior campus on many occasions. Having toured the
college on a number of occasions recently, I see that the
school president, the school principal and the school
community have been putting bandaids on this ailing
infrastructure for a long, long time. The school
continues to have asbestos-riddled buildings. It
continues to have classrooms that are not conducive to
a modern teaching environment. There are poky
corridors and far too many non-disability-compatible
steps. To accommodate the growing student population,
they have put only recently a double portable on the site
of what was once the oval. This also increases the
issues in relation to overcrowding and giving students
enough space at recess and lunchtime.
The school has had in the past and continues to have a
magnificent culture of student-centred learning and
putting the student at the heart of their educational
needs, but this building is no longer fit for purpose. It is
antiquated and out-of-date, and it does not suit a
21st century learning environment. Infrastructure
should enable rather than hinder student learning, and
that is why the Andrews Labor government needs to act
to support the Bass Coast community, and again I call
on the minister to contact the principal, Darren Parker,
and commit to funding the new school in next year’s
budget.

Sunbury Road, Tullamarine, upgrade
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (20:48) — My
adjournment for this evening is to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety. I have to point out right at the
beginning that the people of Sunbury and surrounds of
the north-western suburbs have put up with a great deal
over the course of the widening of the Tullamarine
Freeway. We have come across a situation where the
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freeway has been closed at regular intervals. We have
constantly been subject to changing speed limits, where
we may be going from 80 to 60 to 40, back to 80 and
down to 40 again, all in the space of 150 metres.
This is not a rare event at all unfortunately, but I really
have to draw to the minister’s attention the state of the
Sunbury Road extension onto the Tullamarine Freeway.
The surface could probably best be compared to a Third
World goat track. It is nothing short of disgraceful. It is
causing a number of vehicles damage, and I just cannot
believe that anyone could expect my constituents to
travel on this road. We know that Sunbury Road has its
own set of problems created by the government’s
refusal to duplicate that road, and we know that the
added traffic from Sunbury and the Macedon Ranges to
the airport is creating major problems there, but the
extension itself onto the Tullamarine Freeway, I have to
say, is probably the worst surface I have ever seen on
any road.
It is truly disgraceful. I do not know if it is VicRoads
and I do not know if it is Transurban who are doing
this, and quite frankly I do not care. I just want it fixed,
because this has been going on now for many weeks. I
do not know exactly how or with what they have
caused the surface of this road to be the way it is. They
must have put a lot of time and a lot of effort into it, and
if they put that much time and effort into creating this
shocker of a road, then surely they can put a little bit of
time into fixing it.
I am asking the minister to ensure that a proper surface
is restored to Sunbury Road where it meets the
Tullamarine Freeway, and if the minister would like me
to line up thousands of people who are prepared to give
evidence as to the state of the road and the state of the
surface of the road, then I am very happy to do that as
well. But I ask the minister as a matter of urgency to
ensure that a proper surface is restored to Sunbury Road
and Tullamarine Freeway.

Queenscliff cultural hub
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (20:51) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Regional Development, the Honourable Jaala Pulford,
and the action I seek is funding from her department for
the Queenscliff cultural hub.
As its name suggests, the hub would be a central focus
for the town and would bring together the Queenscliff
library and Queenscliff historical museum and expand
and modernise the visitor information centre. I would
like to acknowledge the work that the former member
for the Assembly electorate of Bellarine, Garry Spry,
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has done in relation to his advocacy for the Queenscliff
hub. Despite a number of applications through Regional
Development Victoria and in fact the federal National
Stronger Regions Fund, unfortunately those
applications have been rejected. Nevertheless, as we
know, Garry is still confident that funding will be
provided, and he has asked me to advocate on his
behalf as strongly as I can through the minister to
obtain funding for this very important hub. We also
have the local police station at Queenscliff, which could
be moved down to this hub, where there would be
higher visibility of the police presence in the township
of Queenscliff and far better customer service than that
provided at the current station, which is not fit for
purpose and is not operating during the hours promised
by the Minister for Police, Lisa Neville.
The people of this community deserve action. I was
delighted to attend the Victorian Regional Achievement
and Community Awards gala presentation dinner on
Friday night, and I note that many of my coalition
colleagues also attended but sadly none from the
government attended. Even the patron, the
Honourable Jaala Pulford, was not in attendance. Of the
10 categories, I was proud to see that eight of the
winners were from Western Victoria Region. Included
in those eight were the volunteers at the Queenscliff
visitor information centre, who won the customer
service award, and while they have gained recognition
from their community, unfortunately the government is
continuing to fail to acknowledge their needs.
During the term of this government, as I said, funding
applications to support the hub proposal have been
knocked back, and it is hard to believe that this pivotal
project is not good enough for a successful application,
but then maybe Queenscliff is not quite on the radar at
this current time in relation to seats that need to be
saved. The last application sought $2.8 million, and
while this government is busy pork-barrelling in
Northcote and inner-city Melbourne, country
communities like Queenscliff are being ignored. The
sad fact is that the cost of this project has increased by
$300 000 in 18 months, so it is important that there is a
commitment by the Andrews government to the
Queenscliff hub, which is strongly supported by the
whole community and region of Queenscliff. That is
why the action I seek from the minister is for her
department to approve the now current application for
funds to allow this hub to eventuate.

Mouse control
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (20:54) —
My adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Health, and the action I am seeking from the minister is
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to facilitate with the Department of Health and Human
Services (DHHS) mouse bait mixing to be undertaken
in Victoria.
Mice as we know create a hell of a problem for farmers,
and with the grain harvest about to be undertaken, the
mice plague is continuing to build and continuing to
cause problems for grain farmers, particularly up in the
north and in the Mallee. One of the farmers called me
in just the last couple of days saying that he is about to
start baiting for the fifth time, and because of the crops
being so advanced he is having to actually get an
aeroplane in to drop the poisonous grain onto his crops
to try and keep the mouse numbers down. This same
farmer was telling me that he has to travel over into
New South Wales to actually get the grain that is
poisoned with a chemical called zinc phosphide. This is
a schedule 7 chemical, so it does require some safety in
terms of the way it is handled, but it is handled very
well and very efficiently over in New South Wales, so
there is no reason that it cannot be used in Victoria. At
the moment you cannot actually get zinc phosphide
mixed with wheat because of the regulations between
the Department of Economic Development, Jobs,
Transport and Resources (DEDJTR) and the DHHS.
The action I am seeking is that the minister work with
her department to negotiate the enormous amount of
bureaucracy required to get to a position where we can
have a group or company set up here in Victoria able to
mix the chemical with the grain and make it available
for farmers so they can protect their crops, which are
obviously their lifelines and where they make their
money. There was a reasonable grain harvest last year,
which has meant there has been a reasonable amount of
grain on the ground so mice have bred up. There is
going to be a reasonable harvest again this year, so it is
a huge asset that is currently out in the paddocks, and if
the mice are to explode in numbers, they will eat the
stalks of the crop and that drops onto the ground and is
unable to be harvested. Then we have got the sowing
season coming up early next year, so it is very
important that we get on top of the mice so that they do
not continue to breed and create a problem for farmers,
which would take away the important wealth that they
would create not only for themselves but also for this
state.
If the minister can work with her department to
overcome the bureaucracy to allow for mouse bait
mixing to occur in Victoria, that would be much
appreciated by all farmers in northern Victoria.
Ms Shing — On a point of order, President, I note
that on the adjournment Mr O’Sullivan directed his
matter to the attention of the Minister for Health. It
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would just seem to me that in the event that this relates
to pest control within an agricultural context, that might
be something that is more appropriately directed to
Minister Pulford given that the Minister for Health does
not have direct jurisdiction for the management of pests
in an agricultural setting, or indeed I seek some
clarification about the way in which this has an
interface with the minister’s portfolio.
The PRESIDENT — Mr O’Sullivan, that actually
exercised my mind as well.
Mr O’Sullivan — On the point of order, it is a
matter for the Minister for Health to allow that
chemical to be used for that purpose in Victoria, and I
think if you spoke with the Minister for Agriculture she
would agree with that. I actually raised such an
adjournment matter with the Minister for Agriculture in
March of this year and she referred me to the Minister
for Health to look at the use of the schedule 7 chemical
in terms of its being able to be used for that purpose
here in Victoria.
The PRESIDENT (20:58) — I will accept
Mr O’Sullivan’s explanation, and clearly if he has
directed it to the wrong minister it obviously is a
problem in terms of the response. However, as I
indicated in terms of Ms Shing’s original point of order,
it did exercise my mind as to whether pest control
actually fell within the responsibility of the Minister for
Health. But anyway, an explanation is there from
Mr O’Sullivan. He has already steered a course. We
shall see.

Responses
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (20:59) — This evening I have received
adjournment matters from Ms Lovell directed to the
Minister for Health, from Ms Crozier directed to the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety, from Ms Dunn
directed to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety,
from Ms Shing directed to the Minister for Education,
from Mr Morris directed to the Minister for Police,
from Mr Elasmar directed to the Minister for Trade and
Investment in his capacity as having responsibility for
international education — I take this opportunity to
congratulate Minister Dalidakis on his new
appointment, from Ms Bath directed to the Minister for
Education, from Mr Finn directed to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, from Mr Ramsay directed to
the Minister for Regional Development and from
Mr O’Sullivan directed to the Minister for Health. I will
refer all those matters to the relevant ministers for
response.
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In addition, I have written responses to 28 adjournment
matters this evening.
The PRESIDENT — Thank you, Ms Mikakos. On
that basis, the house stands adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 9.00 p.m.

PETITIONS
Wednesday, 18 October 2017

Wednesday, 18 October 2017
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Kingswood golf course
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made to the state government for access to the rail
corridor; and
iii. that the Minister for Planning review his decision
to grant planning amendment C170 and revisit this
decision with a view to reducing the scale of
construction allowed by his planning amendment.

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

To the Legislative Council of Victoria:

Crime prevention
That the undersigned call on the Legislative Council, the state
Labor government and the Minister for Planning to strongly
oppose any development and rezoning of the Kingswood golf
course in Dingley Village.
Kingswood golf course is an environmental asset and serves
as open space of the highest quality, rich in native flora and
fauna and must be conserved as such. The proposed rezoning
and development, however, will cause traffic havoc on local
streets and place an unreasonable burden on local
infrastructure and services.
The petitioners therefore request that the site be placed into
the green wedge as it directly abuts the south-east green
wedge to protect the golf course from development.

By Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(419 signatures).
Laid on table.

Ormond railway station development
To the honourable the President and members of the
Legislative Council assembled in Parliament:
We, the undersigned citizens of Victoria, call on the
Legislative Council of Victoria to note:
planning minister Richard Wynne’s decision to grant a
planning approval through planning scheme
amendment C170 to allow high-rise intense
development including a 13-storey tower above the
Ormond railway station;
the scale of this development is inappropriate for the
Ormond township and is not supported by the local Glen
Eira community and therefore calls on the minister and
the Andrews Labor government to:
i.

ii.

given that the Ormond level crossing was funded in
the coalition’s 2014–15 state budget in May 2014,
calls on the state government to explain where the
money collected from Ormond transport-oriented
development will be spent;
release the full contractual details and
arrangements struck by the state government and
its agencies with the developer of the Ormond
tower, including the length of time of the
concession granted and all details of agreements
struck with developers including payments to be

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.
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)
(9 signatures).
Laid on table.

PARLIAMENTARY DEPARTMENTS
Reports 2016–17
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan), by leave,
presented reports of Department of the Legislative
Council and Department of Parliamentary Services.
Laid on table.
The PRESIDENT — I would indicate that both of
those reports are worth a read in terms of capturing the
work of the Parliament. I think we are actually very
fortunate with the staff that we have both in this
department and in the Department of Parliamentary
Services, so I would commend those reports to
members.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Agriculture Victoria Services Pty Ltd — Report, 2016–17.
Architects Registration Board of Victoria — Minister’s report
of receipt of 2016–17 report.
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Auditor-General’s Report on Victorian Public Hospital
Operating Theatre Efficiency, October 2017 (Ordered to be
published).
Barwon South West Waste and Resource Recovery Group —
Minister’s report of receipt of 2016–17 report.
Dairy Food Safety Victoria — Report, 2016–17.
Grampians Central West Waste and Resource Recovery
Group — Minister’s report of receipt of 2016–17 report.
Greater Sunraysia Pest Free Area Industry Development
Committee — Minister’s report of receipt of 2016–17 report.
Infrastructure Victoria — Victorian Infrastructure Plan and
Technical Report, pursuant to section 42 of the Infrastructure
Victoria Act 2015.
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PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Clerk — I lay on the table 10 documents in full
and three documents in part received in response to the
resolution of 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.
I have also received a letter from the Attorney-General
relating to the Attorney-General’s decision not to refer
Jason Roberts’s petition for mercy to the Court of
Appeal, copies of which can be obtained from the table
office. The letter is as follows:

Loddon Mallee Waste and Resource Recovery Group —
Minister’s report of receipt of 2016–17 report.

I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 9 August
2017, seeking the production of certain documents relating to
my decision to deny the petition for mercy made on behalf of
Mr Jason Roberts.

Melbourne Market Authority — Report, 2016–17.

Response to the Council’s order for production

Murray Valley Wine Grape Industry Development
Committee — Minister’s report of receipt of 2016–17 report.

The government has identified 54 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.

Phytogene Pty Ltd — Minister’s report of receipt of 2016–17
report.
PrimeSafe — Minister’s report of receipt of 2016–17 report.
Regional Development Victoria — Report, 2016–17.
Royal Botanic Gardens Board Victoria — Report, 2016–17.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament —
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — No. 103.
Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Act 2005 —
No. 101.
Water Act 1989 — No. 102.
Surveyors Registration Board of Victoria — Minister’s report
of receipt of 2016–17 report.

In final satisfaction of the Council’s order, the government
has determined to:
(1.) produce 10 documents in full (enclosed);
(2.) produce 3 documents in part (enclosed); and
(3.) not produce 41 documents in full.
The government considers that producing the documents
referred to in (3.) above, and 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
schedules.

Sustainability Victoria — Report, 2016–17.
Trust for Nature (Victoria) — Report, 2016–17.
Veterinary Practitioners Registration Board of Victoria —
Minister’s report of receipt of 2016–17 report.
Victorian Building Authority — Report, 2016–17.
Victorian Environmental Water Holder — Report, 2016–17.
Victorian Small Business Commissioner — Report, 2016–17
(Ordered to be published).
Westernport Region Water Corporation — Report, 2016–17.
Zoological Parks and Gardens Board — Report, 2016–17.

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.
Additional information for the benefit of the Council
I have examined the Hansard contribution of
Mr Rich-Phillips in moving the documents motion and,
notwithstanding the claim of executive privilege outlined
above, I have determined to provide the Council with
additional information.
Mr Rich-Phillips, in his contribution, expressed a desire to be
satisfied that political considerations played no part in my
decision to deny the petition for mercy made on behalf of
Mr Roberts.
I can assure the Council that political considerations played
no role in my decision to deny the petition for mercy made on
behalf of Mr Roberts. Furthermore, none of the material
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subject to the assertion of executive privilege outlined above
deals with political considerations in any way.
Mr Rich-Phillips also expressed a desire to be satisfied that
my decision was made based on the information before me.
Members must be cognisant of section 327 of the Criminal
Procedure Act 2009, which provides that the
Attorney-General may refer a petition for mercy to the Court
of Appeal and that any such referral is at the sole prerogative
of the Attorney-General. The matters to be considered by the
Attorney-General in assessing petitions for mercy under
section 327 are not specified. Determinations made in
response to petitions of mercy are at the sole discretion of the
Attorney-General and there is significant authority that such
determinations are not reviewable.
Members should also be cognisant of the fact that, in
considering the exercise of the prerogative of mercy, an
Attorney-General is assessing applications from convicted
persons who have, in most circumstances, exhausted their
appeal rights. The judicial process should provide finality for
victims and, consequently the prerogative of mercy is one
which is exercised rarely.
I propose to set out below the process that was adopted in
relation to Mr Roberts’ petition. I do not propose to canvas
the substance of the advice given to me.
In this matter I received advice in early January 2017 from the
Department of Justice and Regulation (DJR) accompanied by
Mr Roberts’ petition and an opinion of counsel.
On balance, the initial recommendation from DJR in that
advice was that referral to the Court of Appeal would be an
appropriate exercise of my discretion under section 327.
As the Council may appreciate, I gave serious consideration
to determining this matter in accordance with the initial
recommendation of the department. It would have been open
to me to do so without seeking additional information from
DJR or from any other source. Equally, it would have been
open to me to entirely reject the department’s
recommendation at first instance. I did neither.
Instead, I formed the view that the information contained in
the brief was insufficient to ensure that the correct decision
was made. Accordingly, I returned the brief without making a
decision and formally sought additional information and legal
advice, with a view to having the matter return to me for
consideration once further material had been obtained. I
invited a submission from the Chief Commissioner of Police.
Such a submission had not been obtained by DJR in the
preparation of their initial brief. I considered that to be a
significant omission from the totality of information I
expected to have before me.
A comprehensive submission was received from the Chief
Commissioner of Police approximately 3 weeks later and this
was forwarded to DJR for consideration. A further 6 weeks
later I received a further brief from DJR incorporating that
submission and providing me with the additional legal advice
I had sought. On the basis of all of the advice and information
including the additional material that I had asked for, DJR
recommended against referring Mr Roberts’ case to the Court
of Appeal.
Some members may conclude that in fulfilling his or her
responsibilities under section 327, an Attorney-General
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should uncritically accept the recommendations of the public
service. This is not my view. Responsibility for
determinations under section 327 resides with the
Attorney-General and I believe it is incumbent on
office-holders to seek additional information where they
believe it necessary to discharge their responsibilities in a
diligent manner. That is the approach I adopted in this matter
and the approach I adopt in all such matters.
It would be regrettable if the Council treated the provision of
this information as a precedent. It is entirely undesirable for
convicted persons to expect that they have an entitlement to
the information attorneys-general consider when exercising
prerogative powers. Such an expectation will cause untold
distress to victims of crime who have a powerful interest in
the finality of matters that have been before the courts.
However, given the nature of the public commentary on this
matter, I consider it necessary to place this information before
the Council.
I conclude by repeating comments I have made previously.
This is a matter that has previously been dealt with in the
Supreme Court, the Court of Appeal and the High Court.
Mr Roberts has availed himself of every avenue of appeal
available in our legal system. None of the assertions referred
to in media reports amount to matters that could not have
been adduced at trial. Considering the detailed explanation I
have provided to the Council and the ongoing anguish the
continued ventilation of this matter is causing to the families
of the deceased police officers Sergeant Gary Silk and Senior
Constable Rodney Miller, I request that the Council not press
for further production of documents.

JOINT SITTING OF PARLIAMENT
Legislative Council vacancy
Message received from Assembly informing Council
that they have agreed to joint sitting to choose
Legislative Council member.

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Early childhood education
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Early Childhood
Education) (09:47) — This week the importance of
early childhood education was further recognised with
the creation of the early childhood education portfolio.
Since our election in 2014 the Andrews Labor
government has been investing in the early years to
ensure that every Victorian child gets the best start in
life. Earlier this year we launched Victoria’s first-ever
comprehensive plan for the early years, our Education
State Early Childhood Reform Plan, and it is backed
with $202.1 million, the largest single investment from
a state government in early childhood ever.
The creation of this portfolio is an exciting
development for all of us who care passionately about
early childhood learning and development. I have been
contacted by a number of excited educators, parents and
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academics since the announcement was made. Like this
government, these stakeholders recognise that the
establishment of a standalone portfolio reflects the
special nature of early childhood as the most important
time for emotional and cognitive development and of
high-quality early childhood education as the
foundation for healthy, happy and fulfilling lives.
It also reflects that tangible commitment of this
government to early childhood education. Over the past
three years we have introduced landmark reforms to
provide more and better support for children, their
parents and early childhood professionals. The plan sets
out a range of nation-leading reforms and our long-term
vision for the early childhood system in Victoria, a
high-quality system that is accessible and inclusive. It
recognises the importance of providing families with
the support they deserve so that their children are ready
for kinder, ready for school and ready for life. This
includes $55.3 million in school readiness funding, an
Australian first, so that children who need extra support
get it.
We are already implementing the initiatives in the plan.
We are not wasting a minute, in contrast to the four
years of those opposite. I congratulate those in the early
childhood sector for this important piece of recognition.
The new portfolio is the result of the great partnership
that we have with a broad range of early childhood
leaders and stakeholders, from local government to
early childhood peak bodies, unions, services,
professionals and academic researchers.

Victorian Youth Week
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Youth Affairs)
(09:49) — I rise to update the house on the investment
the Andrews Labor government is making to recognise
the valuable contributions young people make to
Victoria. We all know and understand the importance
of empowering young people and connecting them to
community and economic life. I had the opportunity to
attend Youth Affairs Council Victoria’s ‘Front + centre:
the role and future of youth work’ conference this
morning and to meet so many passionate youth workers
from around the state. I took the opportunity to inform
them and I take the opportunity now to advise the house
that today I am opening the state’s first Victorian Youth
Week grants round, which will run next year from 13
until 22 April. It is disappointing that the Turnbull
government has cut funding for National Youth Week,
which highlighted Australia’s young people.
To support young people and celebrate this important
week, our government will be almost doubling its own
investment for Victorian Youth Week 2018.
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Underpinned by $200 000 in funding, we are
acknowledging and celebrating the inspiring and
motivated young people across the state. Community
organisations, councils and schools working with
young people will be able to apply for small grants for
activities to engage young people during that week.
Applications will open from today, and more
information will be available online via the Youth
Central website.
This builds on our Youth Policy: Building Stronger
Youth Engagement in Victoria, which is the centrepiece
of our approach to ensuring that young people can be
better engaged in the community across our state. We
are also implementing a range of programs that support
vulnerable young people to strengthen their health and
wellbeing and to engage with their communities as well
as in education, training and employment.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Australian marriage law postal survey
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western Metropolitan)
(09:51) — I rise today to speak about the current debate
surrounding same-sex marriage. Like everyone here, I
have been keeping a very close eye on the debate, and
although what I have seen has been concerning, it has
not been surprising. Mainstream media bias seems to be
getting increasingly worse. Reporting has been
selective, skewed and far from neutral. Many media
outlets have overstepped, and we have seen the
consequences of their actions ripple through. Sadly,
responsible reporting is becoming a thing of the past.
The mass media is not the only institution we have seen
affected. Time and time again we have seen the
infiltration of the ‘Yes’ campaign into spheres of
society where it has no place. From the AFL to the
chief commissioner of Victoria Police, organisations
that we trust to remain impartial have bowed to the
pressure of the ‘Yes’ campaign. It is a campaign that
seeks to vilify, shut down, intimidate and accuse
anyone with a different opinion. It seeks to make the
words ‘I disagree with you’ synonymous with ‘I hate
you’, leaving no room for respectful discussion.
As Senator Cory Bernardi has highlighted, everyday
people are being labelled bigots and homophobes ‘for
daring to point out that some things are wrong and that
marriage is right between a man and a woman’. Quite
frankly, people are sick of the political class telling
them what they are allowed to do and what they are
allowed to think. The ‘No’ campaign should not be
silenced or attacked for valuing the current marriage
laws of this country. This is not the Australia we want.
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This is not the Australia we are proud of. It is time for
us to find a better way, to rise above our differences and
to allow ‘No’ voters to voice their very real concerns
without fear or vilification.

International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear
Weapons
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as this, for any Australian entity or individual to be
recognised with a Nobel Peace Prize is an extraordinary
achievement, and we do need to acknowledge that
achievement in terms of the global community. So I
will be organising a small event to acknowledge ICAN
and that achievement.

Gas supply
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan)
(09:53) — ICAN, the International Campaign to
Abolish Nuclear Weapons, has taken out the world’s
most prestigious award, the 2017 Nobel Peace Prize.
Many people may not be aware that in fact this
campaign started from Melbourne with a number of
people such as Professor Tilman Ruff and several close
friends of mine who have been very involved in the
campaign over the years.
ICAN describes itself as a coalition of non-government
organisations in 100 countries promoting adherence to
and implementation of the United Nations Nuclear
Weapons Ban Treaty. The global agreement was
adopted by 122 countries, but not Australia, in New
York on 7 July this year. It has been advocated at the
United Nations and parliaments around the world,
bringing the stories of those impacted by nuclear testing
and the survivors of Hiroshima and Nagasaki bombings
to the world stage.
I had the opportunity to go to Hiroshima, and it is quite
devastating to realise just how many people, especially
young people, lost their lives during the bombing of
that city. It also needs to be noted that, considering this
is an Australian organisation that has had a great deal of
involvement in winning the Nobel Peace Prize, Prime
Minister Malcolm Turnbull did not bother to
congratulate them — because clearly he is in favour of
nuclear war.
Ms Lovell — On a point of order, President, I
believe the statement made just then actually impugns a
member of Parliament in another Parliament. I think the
remarks were offensive, and I would ask that the
member withdraws them.
The PRESIDENT — There is a difficulty where
there are matters attributed to a member of another
Parliament. We are really not in a position, I think, to
seek the withdrawal of that statement. It is a statement
that could well be contested in this place, but I do not
believe there is an opportunity for me to request a
withdrawal of that statement at this time.
Might I say that I am working on an acknowledgement
of ICAN in this place, because irrespective of divergent
views that might apply in terms of an organisation such

Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (09:57) — Last
week the Victorian coalition announced a sensible
energy policy that will keep this state operational. It
allows for onshore conventional gas exploration. It will
keep the lights on and ensure that power in this state
remains affordable and reliable. In contrast the
Andrews government is forging a contrived, expensive
and unreliable outcome that is already hurting this state.
Instead of investing in health care, it has left hospitals
having to pay $44 million more for power in this year
alone.
The coalition policy provides leadership to other
governments. It enables natural pressure gas extraction,
determined on a case-by-case basis, and farmers’ veto
rights in regard to social, environmental and financial
outcomes. A landholder will get 10 per cent of the
royalties for gas found under their land. The gas will be
quarantined for use in Victoria, securing the state’s
ability to function and attract investment.
This policy is good for the state. It is good for farmers.
It is good for business. It is good for every home. It is
good for our future. This policy does not support
hydraulic fracking, and I do not support fracking. Labor
wants Victorians to believe that fracking would
proceed. Labor is the only party that has approved
fracking permits in Victoria. Baseload power is vital,
and this policy provides for that. The closure of
Hazelwood power station and the predicted early
closure of Yallourn power station will remove 44 per
cent of Victoria’s baseload power. It is a flippant,
ego-fuelled decision that will cripple and demoralise
Victoria. Labor cares for headlines; the coalition cares
for communities.

Walk the Walk for the Homeless
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) (09:58) — In
recent days Major Brendan Nottle arrived in Canberra
after walking all the way from Melbourne. It took him
40 days. He did this great feat to bring attention to
homelessness and particularly to calls for a bipartisan
national approach to addressing homelessness. In
Victoria — and I am one of those who does it — we
make big heroes of sportspeople. I think that is fair
enough, because as I said, some sportspeople are heroes
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of mine. But I think we need to broaden our scope to
people like Brendan Nottle, who is a Victorian hero. He
spends most early mornings out looking after the most
vulnerable Victorians that we have. He has been
frustrated at having to do that every morning. He has
walked up to Canberra to call for a strategy from all
levels of government to do our best to break as many of
the cycles that these people find themselves in, for as
many of these people as possible. As I have said, I have
no doubt Brendan Nottle is a true Victorian hero.

Veronika Kozeniauskas
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (10:00) — I
would like to acknowledge the sad passing of Veronika
Kozeniauskas, a stalwart of the Liberal Party in
Gippsland for many, many years. She came to Australia
for a better life, for freedom and the rule of law and was
a great advocate of Liberal values. Living in Moe, she
was engaged in many activities in the Latrobe Valley
and throughout the wider Gippsland region. She was a
great advocate and support to me, and she will be sadly
missed by many throughout Gippsland, not least the
other Liberal Party members in that area.

Crime Stoppers
Mr O’DONOHUE — I would like to acknowledge
the 30th anniversary of Crime Stoppers, established
under the directive of then Chief Commissioner of
Police Mick Miller in 1987. Crime Stoppers has been a
great vehicle for the community to provide information
to police. This followed former Victoria Police media
director, Geoff Wilkinson, in examining the work of
crime stoppers in New York in the USA.
We need a multifaceted approach to get on top of
crime. Crime Stoppers is a key part of that in the way it
empowers the community to relay information which
police can then use to solve crime. I want to take this
opportunity to congratulate Crime Stoppers on
everything they have achieved and wish them all the
best for the future.

Battle of Passchendaele anniversary
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(10:02) — On the walls of the Caulfield RSL, where
my paternal grandfather was a founding member and
my dad was also a member for many years, is a series
of photos from the First World War. I always look at
these photos. It is amazing how clear they are, and you
can look into the faces of the people in them. One of
those photos has always struck me. It is a famous one
of five men walking on wooden planks across a flooded
moonscape of mud and leafless tree trunks, taken at
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Chateau Wood, Ypres, in October 1917 at the Third
Battle of Ypres, otherwise known as the Battle of
Passchendaele.
On 18 October 1916 my maternal grandfather, Walter
Edward — Ted — Reid passed his medical at Victoria
Barracks, Sydney, and enlisted in the Australian
Imperial Force (AIF) field engineers. Like thousands of
other Australians, he boarded a troop carrier in May
1917, arrived at Plymouth on 23 July 1917 and was
deployed to the Western Front where he found himself
embroiled in the horrors of the battles of Passchendaele.
Who knows what he saw and experienced in those
terrible months that stayed with him all his life.
The battle was emblematic of the cruel, pointless and
tragic slaughter that characterised World War I. It ran
from July 1914 to November 1917, with total casualties
estimated at up to half a million; 38 000 of those were
Australians, including 12 000 dead. For Australia, 1917
was the worst year of the war, and October 1917 was
the worst month, with 6000 Australians killed.
My grandfather died when I was very young, but I
remember feeling safe and happy around him. My
mother, Margaret, says he was a quiet and loving
family man.
The Battle of Passchendaele, 100 years ago, should
remind us all in these days of escalating brinkmanship
and provocation of the horror and folly of going to war.

Dustin Martin
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (10:04) — I want to
make a different contribution to some of the
self-indulgent offerings made yesterday by a couple of
my friends opposite. I want to talk about a young man
from Castlemaine, in my electorate of Northern
Victoria, who on 30 September this year capped an
extraordinary year in AFL football. I speak, of course,
of Dustin Martin. It is not just me who claims that it
was one of the greatest years on record; of course that
claim is made by none other than Leigh Matthews,
widely regarded as actually one of the greats of all time.
Dustin, of course, this year won the Brownlow Medal,
the AFL Players Association most valuable player
(MVP), the AFL Coaches Association MVP and the
Richmond footy club’s best and fairest, as well as all
reputable media awards, and capped it on 30 September
with not only a premiership medallion but a Norm
Smith Medal for best on ground, as well as winning
Richmond’s first flag in 37 years.
Like Mr Finn said in his contribution yesterday, I also
had the opportunity to witness and enjoy the game with
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one of my children, my son, who has been coming to
the football with me for 25 years. That made it all the
more special. Congratulations to Richmond and to all in
this chamber who support the mighty Tigers. I want to
let the Castlemaine community know that whilst I will
not support the renaming of Castlemaine to
Martintown, anything short of that and I am on board.

Shepparton business awards
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (10:05) — It was
an honour to be in attendance at the Shepparton
Chamber of Commerce and Industry business and
service excellence awards, held recently at the Eastbank
Centre in Shepparton. Sponsored by White King Pental
and 95.3 Triple M Shepparton, the awards have been
running for 22 consecutive years and are a chance to
celebrate the achievements of local businesses within
Greater Shepparton.
A highlight of the night was the induction of the Lynas
family, owners of Purdeys Jewellers, into the
Shepparton Chamber of Commerce and Industry Hall
of Fame. Purdeys Jewellers has been providing
exceptional customer service to the local region since
1969 and continues to be a giant within the Shepparton
business landscape. Congratulations to Stewart and
Pam Lynas, Jo and Michael Kearney and their staff on
this most prestigious honour, and congratulations to all
award winners.

Eltham Community and Reception Centre
Ms LOVELL — It was great to join the community
of Nillumbik shire recently to celebrate the launch of
the redeveloped Eltham Community and Reception
Centre. A crowd of over 200 people celebrated the
redevelopment, with fantastic entertainment from
Mahalia Barnes and her band, The Soul Mates, and
Miss Lizzy and The Night Owls. The $3.43 million
refurbishment saw upgrades, including water
harvesting, solar power, improved lighting, new
amplifiers, the installation of a commercial standard
kitchen and a new landscaped amphitheatre, all
ensuring the centre remains the shire’s premiere
function venue into the future. I would like to
congratulate the Shire of Nillumbik on the
refurbishment of what is a wonderful asset for the local
community. I would particularly like to thank the
mayor, Cr Peter Clarke, and the deputy mayor,
Cr Karen Egan, for the invitation to join in the
celebrations.
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Women in sport
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(10:07) — I rise this morning to speak about women’s
equality in sport. This week I have a work experience
student with me by the name of Maggie Hutchins, who
is also a very talented young sportswoman from
Ballarat. Maggie told me that she feels that many local
sporting clubs can be less focused on their women’s
teams, which has left her feeling as though her sporting
opportunities are less than those of a boy of her age. In
saying that, Maggie said that she has seen the many
investments made by the government towards levelling
the playing field for women in sport. She said that they
have not gone unrecognised or unnoticed, while
acknowledging that more can always be done. Maggie
believes that local sporting clubs and associations need
to better focus on changing gender stereotypes
throughout clubs, as well as providing adequate support
for local clubs to further introduce more all-female
sporting teams and leagues.
I was pleased to discuss with Maggie our newly
launched $6.7 million Active Women and Girls for
Health and Wellbeing Program, which, alongside a
number of other initiatives, is very much a step in the
right direction for women’s equality in sport; the related
work that government is doing, including providing
funding for the Changing Our Game — Advancing
Gender Equality in Sport for Women and Girls
Program, which is backed by female sport stars from
the AFL Women’s League, the Women’s Big Bash
League and the Women’s National Basketball League;
and our $14 million investment in our program to
upgrade and build even more new women’s change
rooms at all grassroots clubs all over Victoria, as well
as the establishment of Victoria’s first Office for
Women in Sport and Recreation.
These programs combined will ensure that women and
girls have access to modern, safe, welcoming and
inclusive facilities that will support them to thrive and
realise their dreams. I would like to also thank
Ms Hutchins for her assistance in the preparation of this
members statement.

National Carers Week
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) (10:09) — Today I
wanted to do a members statement on a lovely event
that I attended on Monday, which was the regional
launch of National Carers Week. I was fortunate to be
in Heathcote and was joined by the CEO of Carers
Victoria, Glenn Campbell; the manager of Carers
Victoria, Annie Hayward; the wonderful Vicki Forde,
coordinator of Heathcote Community House; Dan
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Douglass from Heathcote Health; Rose Miles from
Bendigo Health; and more importantly the many, many
carers from the region who came to tell me their stories
about their caring responsibilities for mostly family
members.
Each year Carers Week gives an opportunity to
celebrate the dedication and hard work of our thousands
of unpaid carers. Heathcote is a great place to have a
celebration like this — it is a very caring community.
They are also very conscious of their elderly
population, and they of course have a proposed
dementia village that is supported by a feasibility study
that is being funded by the Victorian government. It is a
great little community that is committed to those in
their community that might need a bit of extra help.
Many of the carers that were there on Monday have
participated in some consultations, and this has led to
the government announcing that it will be developing a
comprehensive wideranging strategy to support carers
and better reflect their needs, particularly in relation to
the rollout of the national disability insurance scheme.

FIREARMS AMENDMENT
(ADVERTISING) BILL 2017
Statement of compatibility
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Firearms
Amendment (Advertising) Bill 2017.
In my opinion, the Firearms Amendment (Advertising) 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 purpose of the bill is to amend the Firearms Act 1996
(the Firearms Act) to allow persons other than licensed
firearms dealers to advertise that a firearm is for sale and for
other purposes.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
Section 25(1) — A person charged with a criminal offence
has the right to be presumed innocent until proven guilty.
Deeming provision
Clause 3 of the bill will amend the Firearms Act to provide
that a must not publish or cause to be published an
advertisement which advertises that a firearm is offered for
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sale unless the advertisement contains the serial number of the
firearm and the firearm licence number of a person whether
or not they are a licensed firearms dealer.
Currently, section 101 provides that a person must not publish
or cause to be published an advertisement which offers a
firearm for sale unless the advertisement is placed by a
licensed firearms dealer and includes the dealer’s licence
number.
The evidential onus (which currently exists in section 101) is
associated with the administration of firearms regulation and
any individual who chooses to lawfully possess and use
firearms, choose to be subjected to that regulation by virtue of
owning and using those firearms and as such do so by
knowingly complying with the legislation.
Other jurisdictions do not restrict the advertising of firearms
for sale to only licensed firearms dealers and such an
amendment would align Victoria with the principles of the
National Firearms Agreement.
In conclusion, I consider that the bill is compatible with the
charter.

Second reading
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (10:12) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Victoria is the only state in Australia that doesn’t allow
law-abiding shooters to move with the times and
advertise their legally held firearms on the internet.
Other states still require minimum information to allow
the advertising of firearms legally, subject to all
transfers still being done via a licensed firearms dealer
with a permit to acquire being obtained, but the fact is
that they still allow it.
My bill proposes that we amend the Firearms Act 1996
to allow licensed shooters to sell their legally registered
firearms on the internet subject to the same terms and
conditions as if you were selling it face to face or via a
printed magazine. You must be appropriately licensed,
you must complete the transfer through a licensed
firearm dealer, you must get a permit to acquire and
you must store your firearms to the satisfaction of the
legislation.
So this bill is really only a couple of things, the first
being the alignment of Victoria with all the other states,
and the bringing at least part of the legislation into the
21st century.
Back in 1996 the internet wasn’t as all-encompassing as
it is now. In fact, there were many households not
connected at all, and the concept of being able to
control household devices from anywhere in the world
was just fanciful and would have earned you a derisive
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look if you’d been silly enough to say it. Now we have
smart phones and even internet-enabled fridges.
So it is no surprise that the Firearms Act of 1996,
though its date of creation would have been much
earlier given how swiftly it was presented, has no
regard for the internet in it. In Victoria a licensed
firearm owner cannot advertise legal firearms for sale
on the internet. This is of course unless you’re a
criminal and working on the so called dark net as you
don’t care about laws.
Technically, you may only advertise a legal firearm via
a printed shooting magazine. Printed magazines, as we
all know, are on the decline and sooner or later will be
consigned to history and antique shops. This means that
we have an opportunity to modernise some of the
legislation to at least reduce the pain of those who do
the right thing. Ironically, if the website is hosted
somewhere other than Victoria, there is an issue of
jurisdiction, which means that it’s not entirely clear as
to what the police are able to do. We can fix this.
Much is made of Australia’s national gun laws, though
the nation-wide laws aren’t always in sync. This isn’t
unusual, as despite relatively recently aligning all road
rules in Australia, there are still some marked
differences, this being the joy of having states and not
one central overarching government. Without labouring
the point too much, we can fix a little part of it with this
bill.
There are those that will use this opportunity to bore us
with their usual ideological dribble about how
law-abiding firearm owners are bad, whilst refusing to
support tightening laws on actual criminals, and we
have to ban this and that, and despite all evidence to the
contrary that we have the best gun laws in the world
and cannot weaken them, but the reality is that we
law-abiding shooters aren’t the problem and
over-regulating us will not do much more than make
people feel like something’s been done.
This bill will not weaken any laws, it will not
precipitate any crime wave and will not do anything
except allow a bit of legislation to move into 2017.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms SYMES
(Northern Victoria).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 25 October.
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CHILDREN, YOUTH AND FAMILIES
AMENDMENT (YOUTH OFFENDERS)
BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 December 2016; motion of
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan).
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (10:15) — I rise
today to speak in relation to the private members bill,
the Children, Youth and Families Amendment (Youth
Offenders) Bill 2016. I would like to go through the
way in which this bill has set out a number of
provisions as they relate to community safety, the work
that is already being undertaken by this government to
address the issues that surround youth offenders in the
current regulatory and legislative framework and the
way in which we have needed to provide a better
framework for parole and for assistance that creates the
best opportunities possible for young offenders to
receive the assistance that they need and deserve in
order to make their way into the world in a more
responsible, better supported and more mindful way,
relating to moving away from the circumstances which
have caused them to offend in the first instance or
which have contributed to their offending as it stands
and as it is addressed by the courts.
In noting at the outset that the government will not be
supporting this private members bill, it is important to
go back over a number of components of the discussion
on youth justice and youth offending, the way in which
our court system has addressed young offenders in the
past, the parliamentary process which has led to the
discussion of this bill and the time which has lapsed
between the date at which the bill was first put onto the
notice paper and where we are now.
We have seen this private members bill languish on the
notice paper since December last year. That is
important. It is important because were it to have been a
matter of the highest priority, as those opposite and
around the chamber will no doubt claim, then we would
have in fact had the opportunity to debate and discuss
this bill well before now. But to see that nearly a year
later we are only just in a position to be able to talk on
this particular bill is something that smacks of political
opportunism. It is an issue which deserves and warrants
a greater level of care, of scrutiny and of examination
than that which the private members bill proposes.
What it does do is it sends a message that issues that
relate to young offenders and issues that relate to the
way in which support, assistance, diversion and
deterrence are administered to young offenders are a
mechanism by which to advance a political narrative,
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and for many others around this chamber they are not
much more.
What we are seeing is that those opposite and those
around the chamber will go to all manner of lengths to
refer to matters already before the courts and to
misunderstand the purposes of parole, the way in which
the Youth Parole Board works, the fundamental
objectives of the Youth Parole Board in the work that is
undertaken by its members and the primary principles
that underpin parole in the first instance.
This is in essence one of the great divisions between
those who sit opposite and the Andrews Labor
government. To misunderstand the purpose of parole
and how the Youth Parole Board works is something
which more readily allows a base political opportunity
to emerge, which is in fact what we have seen with this
private members bill.
For the sake of clarity and for the sake of completeness
in talking to this bill it is important to talk about the
objectives that underpin parole in the first instance.
Parole is in fact there to reduce recidivism by ensuring
that supports are in place for young offenders leaving
custody and transitioning back into the community.
What we have seen as far as the recidivism rates are
concerned is that typically there is a long tail on
recidivism rates beginning to turn and to increase where
support is dropped and funding is reduced. There is a
direct correlation to this. Any of those opposite who
would seek to disagree with this should simply look at
the recidivism figures, at the way young offender rates
began to rise and the way general offender rates began
to rise and recidivism rates began to rise where that
correlating investment was not made in parole and
parole-related initiatives and programs to enable a more
effective, a more robust and a more durable transition
back into the community.
The issue of the administration of justice is not
something which is simply a point-in-time exercise in
accounting or triple bottom line economics; it is in fact
the whole-of-life study in providing people — once
they have received the sanction or conviction or
treatment by the courts for an offence or offences which
they have been found to have committed — with the
support, guidance and assistance that they need and that
they in fact deserve to receive to find a proper sense of
accountability and responsibility in that transition back
into the community. We know that where that
investment is made and is done properly recidivism
rates in a correlating fashion reduce. All of the evidence
tells us that it achieves better results for community
safety if a young person is supported as they move back
into the community following their time in custody.
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What we see in particular is that where specific
supports are provided to young people who have got
particular individual or family circumstances, where
they are tailored to the offender, where they are tailored
to the young person who is seeking to rebuild a life,
they stand a much greater chance of success. What we
do know is that where programs are tailored to people
in regional areas, to culturally and linguistically diverse
community groups, to Aboriginal community members,
we can see that the tailoring of those programs has a
direct and positive impact on the chances of
non-recidivism in the future. Correspondingly the
results are worse if a young person is simply shown the
door at the end of their sentence.
It is very easy, as I indicated earlier, for those opposite
and those in the community to reduce the issue of youth
offending to a slick three-word slogan and to abandon
the fact that treatment and rehabilitation and
accountability and responsibility for young offenders is
best achieved over a period of time. This is hard work,
and it is hard work because so often it is necessary for a
young offender to receive guidance and support and
accountability over time. This takes resources. It takes
effort. It takes more than simply standing and posturing
about the problem to actually address issues which are
often many, many years in the making and often arise
from a lesser capacity to be involved in education, in
participation in the workforce and in receiving and
accessing effective and good healthcare services.
What we see in the work of the Youth Parole Board is
that it already considers a range of issues when it is
looking at paroling a young offender. The various
considerations that are analysed by the Youth Parole
Board prior to making a decision are specifically there
to enable it to make a decision which is in the interests
of the community and of public safety on the one hand
and on the other hand in the interests of that person as
he or she grows and matures by making sure that he or
she has the best prospects possible of being able to turn
his or her life around and become a positive,
contributing member of the community.
We see time and time again that where this effort is
made and where young offenders can access
programs — which might range from positive role
modelling and mentoring on the one hand through to
understanding the impact of their actions on the
other — as part of a parole board consideration, the
results show they work. We see that where young
people are in a position where they are operating
without support, where they are moving through the
community without a proper understanding of what is
expected of them, that the results are not reflected in a
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non-recidivism, which we as good government see as
being imperative.
To try to decouple the issues of resources and support
and assistance into the parole structure from the issues
of the offence and the nature of the offending in the first
instance is an exercise in flawed logic. It is an exercise
in flawed logic which in fact does little to advance our
understanding of how better to support people, not just
after they have finished a process through the courts or
through proceedings but as they continue to move
around within our community.
Looking at the way in which we can elevate community
safety and provide better protections for the
community, we need to make sure that this is a priority
when a young offender is being sentenced by the court.
That is precisely what we are doing. We have in fact
recently seen the Children and Justice Legislation
Amendment (Youth Justice Reform) Bill 2017 pass the
Parliament. Again, just to clarify for the avoidance of
any doubt of those opposite who might try to claim that
nothing has been done in this area, it contains a suite of
legislative measures that crack down on serious
offenders and that in fact toughen sentences for serious
and violent crimes and increase consequences for
young offenders.
What we did see when this debate occurred in this place
on that bill before it became legislation was an attempt
by the Liberals, in the name of their agenda and
narrative on crime, to try to scuttle this bill, to try to in
fact water down the work which we are doing. When
we look at not what a party or a section of the chamber
is doing but why, it becomes relatively clear. Like this
private members bill, which again has existed and been
listed on the notice paper since December 2016 but has
not come to our active attention until now, those
opposite sought to scuttle the work that was being
undertaken through the bill recently passed that does
provide that greater level of accountability, that does
provide a crackdown for serious offenders, that does
provide a holistic approach to the administration of
justice and to the protection of community safety, as
well as to the prevention of crime through active and
proactive measures designed to reduce further instances
of engagement by young offenders in the justice
system.
To move through to the statistics in this regard, there
were more paroles cancelled due to reconviction in both
2010–11, with 36, and 2011–12, with 36, than there
were in the past financial year. Let us walk that back a
little bit. In 2015–16 we had 34 paroles cancelled due to
reconviction. If we compare and contrast what
happened under a government of which Ms Crozier
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was a member, under the former coalition government
the reconviction rates were higher. There is no getting
around that. There is no getting around the fact that in
2010–11, when the coalition government was at the
helm, there were 36 cancelled paroles due to
reconviction and in 2011–12 there were also 36.
Mr O’Donohue — Actually that is half yours —
2010–11 was half yours under the Brumby government.
Ms SHING — I will take up the interjection from
Mr O’Donohue. He said the number in 2010–11 was in
fact half of that under the Brumby government. Thanks,
Mr O’Donohue. It is still 36, so for the first six months
of the former government led by the coalition the
number was still higher, and in the following year you
were at least consistent. You were at least consistent in
relation to the number of paroles cancelled, again being
36.
Now we see a situation where, for a matter which is so
screamingly urgent that the private members bill has
been on the notice paper since December last year,
Ms Crozier all of a sudden wants to change the law,
when the coalition government effectively did nothing
for four years, while in fact the reconviction rate of
parolees was higher than it is now. So let us look at
what that means. What that means is that this bill says,
‘Do as I say and not as I do’. This bill says, ‘I am in fact
more than happy as a coalition opposition to put
something forward for nothing more than bad faith — a
cheap bottom line, tawdry political narrative’.
We can see what the coalition did when they were in
government: they invested nothing. The coalition
opposition now attempt to bring out a tagline, and I get
a sense that perhaps the coalition’s tagline might be
‘Caring for communities’; it seems to be something
around protecting communities. I do not know whether
they have actually settled on it, but their current leader,
Matthew Guy in the other place, has indicated that it is
all about protecting communities.
Ms Pulford — Did you say their current leader?
Ms SHING — I did say the current leader. Thank
you, Ms Pulford, just for any avoidance of doubt. It has
been a little shaky and there have been more than a few
tremors, but for the avoidance of doubt let us just look
at what has happened in the context of the crime rate as
it occurred and as it unfolded under the coalition
government. The coalition when they were in
government between 2010 and 2014 in fact saw an
increase in the crime rate. They will not talk about this
very often, because it is pretty inconvenient. It is in fact
inconvenient to have to face the fact that a
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tough-on-crime approach does not actually yield the
results that those opposite would have us believe. The
crime rate has not simply gone up because of — as
claimed by those opposite, as claimed by anyone who is
a member of the Liberal-Nationals coalition in the
Victorian Parliament — the Andrews Labor
government.
What is yet to be seen — and I cannot wait for this day
to come because it will be an exercise in just about the
most delicious irony that any of us have seen in some
time — is any claim by those opposite that in fact the
recent drop in the crime rate is due to initiatives of the
coalition and in fact has nothing to do with the work
that this government is putting in. We have seen time
and time again initiatives that go beyond the rhetoric,
that go beyond the three-word slogans, that go beyond
the cheap political pointscoring by those in the
opposition, who are prepared to, as is evidenced by this
bill that we are debating here today, implore us to do as
they say and not as they do.
We have unrolled a number of initiatives that are
designed overall to not just address the crime rate as it
occurs in a reactive fashion but tackle it in a proactive
way, such as the 3135 police officers and the
$1.9 billion being invested into wiping out the scourge
of family violence. What we did see is that when
initiatives such as these were announced, the current
Leader of the Opposition and others from the coalition
were very quick to say that there was nothing in the
budget to tackle law and order. In fact nothing could be
further from the truth. When we look at the fact that
40 per cent of police work is being undertaken in
relation to family violence work, we can see that those
opposite are again after a cheap headline. When we see
that those opposite are in fact, as Ms Wooldridge was
quick to condemn, very happy to decry the Royal
Commission into Family Violence as ‘a lawyers
picnic’, when we see that those opposite are not
prepared to acknowledge that the scourge of family
violence is the number one law and order issue in our
community, then what we see is that it is all too
convenient for those opposite to go to what they see as
the cheap shots to garner the most populist response
without in fact understanding these issues or being
prepared to join with the Andrews Labor government in
getting behind a multipartisan approach to support for
initiatives such as these.
I am still waiting, as are so many others, for the
coalition to get out publicly and support the work of the
Royal Commission into Family Violence. I am still
waiting, as are so many others — from peak bodies to
community organisations to the victims and survivors
of domestic and family violence and abuse. What we

Wednesday, 18 October 2017

see is the quibbling around the edges and the dismissal
of family violence as a non-issue when it comes to law
and order. What we see is that this does not neatly fit
within the narrative of those opposite — the narrative
that includes things such as this private members bill,
things that distil the issue of law and order and of crime
to a neat little package of a narrative that seems to
always boil down to the coalition claiming to be tough
on crime and the coalition claiming that Labor does
nothing about it. For the reasons that I have outlined
already, nothing could be further from the truth.
What we see is that, to move back to the work at hand
with this bill, the information set out in the Youth
Parole Board annual report 2015–16 indicates very
clearly that the work being undertaken by the Youth
Parole Board is extremely extensive, extremely
transparent and extremely comprehensive. I would
invite those opposite to read the annual report of the
Youth Parole Board: it is a publicly available document
and it is probably something that would assist the
coalition in better understanding the work of the parole
board without simply reading from a dot point crib
sheet of why it is that they support a bill that in fact has
not really moved on the notice paper since the end of
last year. The Youth Parole Board already reports
extensively on parole orders issued by the board. It
already reports extensively on warnings issued by the
board and on cancellation of parole, on the special
conditions attached to parole plans and on the
characteristics of young offenders. It reports on these
things because we need to understand the work of the
board, the individual matters that are considered by the
board — I will not go into any detail on those
considerations and I will not go into any detail on
matters that are before the court, and I would, as an
aside, sincerely hope that nobody else in this place in
the course of this debate will refer to matters that are
before the court — and the special conditions that are
attached to parole plans.
Understanding the characteristics of young offenders is
key to making sure that we can reduce and wherever
possible remove the risk of reoffending. Understanding
those characteristics and providing conditions and
providing solutions through programs and through
service delivery that take them away from the habits or
circumstances that may have led to the offending in
first place will maximise the chances of those young
offenders being able to not only not go back to habits
and patterns of behaviour that may have contributed to
their offending in the first place but also contribute
positively to the community over a lifetime.
We see that the Youth Parole Board details the number
of offenders released on parole and those that have had
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their parole cancelled due to compliance and
reconviction. This is where it is clear that the numbers
of paroles being cancelled due to reconviction were in
fact lower over the 2015–16 year than they were under
the former government.
When we actually look at the number of persons
convicted of a serious offence, as defined by section 72
of the Corrections Act 1986, that was committed while
they were released on parole, it adds no value to the
youth justice system to include those numbers. It would
in fact likely create an extremely onerous
administrative burden for the Youth Parole Board. The
decisions of the Youth Parole Board are, for example,
in swiftly revoking parole when parole officers notify
about poor compliance. These decisions demonstrate
that the board considers parole breaches to be a serious
matter. That is something which does not appear to be
appreciated by those opposite — not when they are in
government and certainly not when they are in
opposition. Should these concerns be identified, the
board has discretion to swiftly issue a warrant to return
the young person to custody — for example, when they
are found or plead guilty to a serious offence.
As I indicated earlier in my contribution, we have made
significant efforts in work undertaken to change the
way in which we support and provide initiatives and
incentives to the Youth Parole Board to make decisions
that get outcomes which are durable and which enable
people to continue to live and to transition back into the
community at minimal risk to community safety and
security.
The work in addition to this that we have done through
enacting the legislation that we did — the Children and
Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice Reform)
Act 2017 — does contain, as I indicated earlier, that
suite of legislative measures for a crackdown on serious
offenders, tougher sentences for serious and violent
crimes and an increase in consequences for young
offenders. So that work is already there. For anyone to
claim that is in fact not the case — for anyone to claim
that this is a lacklustre process that does not deal with
young offenders understanding the consequences of
their crime or their offending — would be at its highest
an exercise in bad faith.
The board when it is considering the range of matters
before it bases its decisions on information from a
range of sources. That information includes comments
by the sentencing court and reports from custodial staff,
parole officers, psychologists and psychiatrists, medical
practitioners and other professionals working with that
young person. This is not a process undertaken by the
board in a vacuum; in fact it is quite the opposite. The
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board also considers requests put forward by the young
people themselves, and the parole plan which is
presented to the board by the parole officer is required
to include comprehensive information about that young
person’s plans for living in the community on parole.
Again, it is not a dump-and-run situation; it is not a
situation which occurs in a black hole. It is a situation
which is informed by the views and the positions of
professionals associated directly with that young person
and by people whose expertise and knowledge lies in
the system itself and in assessments of young offenders.
It is a system which is also geared toward
understanding that the young person’s own
circumstances and position must be considered as part
of a parole board decision. On the day of parole itself
the board will interview each young person and explain
the conditions of their parole. The young person in
question then signs the parole order, indicating that they
understand and consent to the expectations and
conditions of parole. Youth parole orders have at their
heart core terms and conditions that are also prescribed
in statute, as set out in the Children, Youth and Families
Regulations 2007. Those terms and conditions are as
follows:
(a) the parolee must not break any law;
(b) the parolee must be supervised by a parole officer;
(c) the parolee must obey any lawful instructions of his or
her parole officer;
(d) the parolee must report as and when reasonably directed
by his or her parole officer;
(e) the parolee may be interviewed by his or her parole
officer at any reasonable time and place that the parole
officer directs;
(f)

the parolee must advise his or her parole officer within
2 days after the change if the parolee changes his or her
address;

(g) the parolee must not leave Victoria without the written
permission of his or her parole officer;
(h) the parole officer of the parolee must not unreasonably
withhold written permission under paragraph (g).

These terms and conditions as they are set out work
alongside the recently passed Children and Justice
Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice Reform) Act
2017. As I indicated earlier in my contribution, this act
is part of Victoria’s largest ever suite of legislative
measures to keep the community safe. Community
safety is the very highest priority for the work that is
being undertaken across the spectrum of these
legislative measures. Community safety is at the heart
of a responsible government’s work when it comes to
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issues relating to family violence and when it comes to
issues that affect access to law enforcement services
and to response on the ground from the middle of
Melbourne to our most remote and rural communities.
We need to make sure that we have the right mix in
place and not only a system that keeps our community
safe and provides better resources, training and support
for people who work on our front line every day to
make and keep Victorians safe but a system which is
geared toward more than a sugar hit for the sake of a
headline. We need a system which is not just focused
on a single point in time but which is in fact focused on
whole-of-life work to ensure that offenders — and, as
relevant to this bill, young offenders — understand the
consequences of their actions, the impact of what they
have done, the gravity of the offences that they have
committed and the nature of consequence as it applies
to them. But it is important that they are also able to
become better with support and assistance through the
provision of programs that enable them not to return to
offending wherever possible, not to compromise
community safety and not to compromise the wellbeing
or the lives of others around them but in fact enable
them to be better, because where we abandon that
responsibility we lose sight of what the role of good
government is about. Where we fail to take account of
the impact of particular decisions or the pathway
through a particular regulatory or legislative
framework, judicial process or legal proceeding, again
like recidivism figures, it can have a long tail, and we
fail to take up the opportunities to minimise reoffending
and to drive the recidivism rate down.
What we see and what we will continue to see where
there is not this corresponding investment in a
long-term framework to improve the way in which
young offenders are treated, not just in the course of
their legal proceedings but in the way in which parole
conditions are set, regulated and enforced, is an
abandonment of that responsibility, and that has a
knock-on effect for community safety and it has a
knock-on effect on the confidence of the public in the
legal system. That in fact does not help to make sure
that the tough-on-crime components of the legislative
reforms that we have introduced that have passed this
Parliament will have the desired outcome. It takes more
than one particular position or one particular legislative
process to prevent a young offender from reoffending.
It takes more than simply cheap shots to make and keep
the community safe.
What we have seen in the recent reduction in the crime
rate in Victoria is the work starting to have effect. That
is the work of a historically high investment in energy,
resources and engagement to understand the drivers of
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crime and of offending; the way in which we can
improve the court system and the administration of
justice; the way in which we can tailor considerations
of bodies such as the parole board to offenders
themselves; and the way in which we can, to the best
extent possible, prevent crime being committed by that
young person either immediately after or at any point
after they have worked their way through the system as
it relates to any previous offences.
What we did see, as I indicated at the outset — and
again I ask why this bill is on now, some 11 months
after it was first put on the notice paper; asking ‘why’
rather than ‘what’ is an important driver of this —
when we were debating the government’s bill, was an
attempt by the Liberals to scuttle it at every
opportunity. They proceeded with a reasoned
amendment. Unlike those opposite, the government has
not waited to take the action necessary to deal with the
immediate issues. As I indicated earlier and as I have
indicated on a number of occasions, and as the minister,
other cabinet members and the Premier have all
indicated on numerous occasions, serious violent
offending will not be tolerated. That is very clear.
What we do have is work being undertaken by the
government already to make provision for specific
circumstances to be considered in the course of setting
terms and conditions. What we do see, as I indicated
earlier, is that the parole board itself has the capacity to
include various components of a better administration
of justice in the orders and the terms and conditions that
are set by the board.
What I would like to do is to take the house, if I may, to
the Youth Parole Board’s annual report 2015–16 and to
the factors that are able to be considered by the board
beyond those that are set out in the regulations that I
listed earlier. It is an inclusive list, so there is a broader
discretion to consider other relevant matters and other
material considerations, but those factors include:
interests of/risk to the community;
victims’ wellbeing;
interests of the young person;
age of the young person;
capacity for parole to assist the young person’s rehabilitation;
intentions and comments of the sentencing authority;
the nature and circumstances of the offences;
outstanding charges/pending court appearances;
young person’s criminal history;
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previous community-based dispositions and compliance;
family and community support networks;
release plans …

and submissions, including those, as I indicated earlier,
from professionals and people with expertise and an
understanding and knowledge of young offenders
themselves, as well as submissions made by the young
person.
What we do see in this annual report is a very careful
consideration of the work that can be and is undertaken
by the parole board not just to consider the matters at
hand as they relate to the young offender but to make
sure that the parole board has a capacity to engage with
stakeholders and with practitioners in the youth justice
system.
What we do note is that work has been undertaken by
the parole board, including through a parole and
custody forum that took place in June last year to bring
together over 100 key stakeholders and practitioners
involved in the Victorian youth justice system. What
we see is that members of the Youth Parole Board are
able to present their reflections on the strengths and
challenges that face a contemporary youth parole
system in Victoria. What we do know is that an
intensive amount of work is being undertaken in
relation to the considerations of the parole board to
make sure that to the best extent possible its decisions
reflect all of those components that I outlined earlier.
When we look at all the work being undertaken, from
the creation of the parole plan through to supervision,
we can see that there are numerous programs associated
with understanding a young person and a young
offender’s trajectory through the parole process as well
as the work being done to transition them into the
community. What we see is that this work needs to be
adequately supported and resourced. It needs to ensure
that practical supports are provided on the ground
where they are required, that there is clarity and
transparency and that where decisions are taken there is
a level of confidence in the work being undertaken.
For the reasons that I have outlined, the government
will not be supporting the private members bill. It is a
shame that it has languished on the notice paper for
nearly a year. It is a shame that it comes off the back of
a reasoned amendment and repeated attempts by the
coalition to scuttle the legislation now in place. It is a
shame that it comes off the back of a narrative from
those opposite and the Liberal-Nationals coalition to
deny, underplay or refute the work going on across the
spectrum to understand the drivers and causes of
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offending, including as they relate to family violence
and the lack of access to support, services and programs
and as they relate to serious offenders, while
maintaining — the core of what we do — the primacy
of community safety.
It is unfortunate for all of those reasons that we are here
debating this private members bill now. It is not a case
of better late than never. It is an opportunity missed by
those opposite to do the right thing. On that basis, we
will not be supporting the bill.
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(10:58) — I rise today to speak on the Children, Youth
and Families Amendment (Youth Offenders) Bill 2016,
put forward by the opposition. I will go through the
technicalities, predominantly, of the bill. The Greens do
not support either of the two changes this bill would
make, and I will briefly explain why.
The first change, made by clause 3, would require the
Youth Parole Board to publish in its annual report an
annual statistic about the number of young people who
have committed serious offences while on parole. I note
that the definition of serious offence would be the same
as that given by section 72 of the Corrections Act 1986,
which is an interesting piece of legislation to refer to
when we are talking about young people. The
Corrections Act is a piece of legislation about adult
offenders. There are a number of pieces of information
the board already has to publish in its annual report.
These are listed in section 452 of the Children, Youth
and Families Act 2005 and include the number of
young people released on parole every year and the
number of young people whose parole was cancelled.
The board of course publishes a number of other very
useful statistics in its annual reports. For instance, it
provides the only real indication in this state of the
crossover between child protection and youth justice by
publishing data on the number of young people subject
to youth justice orders who were also subject to child
protection orders. That information is incredibly useful
and should really have been published for many years
by the Department of Health and Human Services,
which until earlier this year had administrative
responsibility for both child protection and youth
justice. As I have stated many times in this place, the
fact that nearly two-thirds of children in the justice
system have also been subject to child protection orders
gives some indication of how badly we are failing
young people and children who need the protection of
this state. That is an example of a good and useful
statistic, but the statistic that this bill wants pasted in
each annual report of the Youth Parole Board — the
number of persons convicted of a serious offence while
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released on parole by the board during that period —
could only do much more harm than good.
The Greens are always in favour of improved
transparency about the workings of government and
government agencies, because improved transparency
means that Victorians will know more about what is
being done in our name. What we are definitely not in
favour of is the publication of decontextualised data
divorced entirely from its meaning, and that is what the
statistic the opposition wants in the Youth Parole
Board’s annual report would be. The only effect of
publishing this number would be to give the board
further pause before ordering the release on parole of
each young person from custody.
Time spent in custody is a recognised criminogenic
factor. Time spent in custody increases the risk that a
particular offender will reoffend when they are
released. At the very core of parole is the idea of
reducing the risk of reoffending by managing a
person’s transition back into civilian life towards the
end of his or her custodial sentence. Because the
sentence has not finished, the individual remains
subject to the supervision of corrections. There is of
course a risk that a person released on parole will
reoffend, but this risk of reoffending is much lower than
that of a person who has been released into complete
freedom without any supervision. It is impossible to
reduce this risk of reoffending to zero, as much as
everyone would like to, and occasionally there will be a
shocking and truly tragic event which causes the
needless injury or even death of an innocent person.
Lynda Hansen was doing what most of us do every day
of the week — driving on one of Melbourne’s busy
roads — when she was allegedly hit head-on by a car
and could not be saved despite the efforts of those brave
people who tried their best to help her. We learned that
the car was most likely being driven by a young man
who was on parole at the time. Ms Hansen’s grieving
family and friends, patients and I dare say the entire
Victorian community have of course been wondering
what might have been had that young man not been
released on parole.
I can understand those in the community who have
been calling for an overhaul of the parole system, even
for an end to parole, but it is our job in this place to
resist those very understandable calls and to apply the
best evidence that we know exists. The evidence says
that the risk of reoffending is much greater when a
person is released with no supervision. Parole does not
eliminate the risk of reoffending, but it does reduce it,
and that means fewer victims. By reducing the
likelihood that the board will grant parole in any
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particular case, which is the only effect this clause
could have, this clause could only increase the risk that
a person released from custody will reoffend. This
would have the surely unintended effect that the
community would be far less safe than it is now with a
functioning Youth Parole Board which is mostly
allowed to get on with its very difficult and challenging
job of trying to balance the rehabilitative needs of each
individual with the needs and wellbeing of victims of
crime.
The second change the bill would make is to add new
section 458A to the Children, Youth and Families Act.
Currently the board is given maximum autonomy by
this Parliament to take various factors into account
when making decisions about parole, including about
release, variation and cancellation. The board’s annual
reports provide a list of factors it considers under this
framework. At the top of this list are ‘interests of/risk to
the community’ and ‘victims’ wellbeing’. Among other
factors, this list also includes the capacity for parole to
assist the young person’s rehabilitation; the nature and
circumstances of the original offences; the intention and
comments of the court which originally sentenced the
young person; the young person’s criminal history; any
previous times the young person has been subject to
community-based orders and the young person’s level
of compliance with those orders; the young person’s
family and community support networks; and any
reports, assessments or recommendations made by
doctors, psychologists, psychiatrists, custodial staff,
parole officers and support agencies.
It is very clear that the board is already engaged in a
complex balancing act in which it considers a wide
range of factors, including community safety, when
making decisions about parole. What is wanted under
this bill is for the board to give primary consideration to
one factor in particular, and that is the safety and
protection of the community. It is an entirely redundant
clause at best. In practice, the safety and protection of
the community is given best effect when a young
person who has committed criminal offences is
rehabilitated and re-engages with school and work.
Everyone knows that youth detention centres — which
contain a whole litany of criminogenic risk factors, not
the least of which is the pressure of large groups of
criminogenic peers — are not the best places to
encourage individual young people to re-engage with
school and work.
I am never quite sure whether the Liberal Party
genuinely believes, despite all the evidence to the
contrary, that the community is safer when more people
are sent to prison or youth detention, or whether it is a
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longstanding cynical ploy to encourage fear and
ignorance in the electorate and to whip up panic in the
tabloid media.
The Greens will not be voting for this bill for all of
these reasons.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (11:06) — I
am pleased to rise and speak in support of the private
members bill moved by my colleague Ms Crozier. I
would like to start my brief contribution on this bill by
making a few observations. The good order and
management of this house relies on give and take
between the parties and the management of debate time
to enable different perspectives to be put. Yet again we
see Ms Shing filibustering, speaking for 42 minutes on
a bill that has a total of five clauses. It is most
disappointing that yet again the government, through
Ms Shing, is seeking to waste valuable opposition
debate time on issues that it considers to be important,
and it makes it very difficult when the government then
turns to the opposition seeking its agreement to
facilitate debate.
I would like to address a few of the matters that
Ms Shing raised. She made much of the fact that this
has been on the notice paper for some time. Well, first
of all I congratulate Ms Crozier for offering tangible
solutions and answers as part of a suite of other
initiatives to the youth justice crisis here in Victoria.
This bill is a simple, straightforward bill that offers two
reasonable and good propositions.
When similar private members bills with sensible,
tangible solutions have been presented to this place they
have been defeated on every occasion by the
government — every single occasion. In fact this is not
something that just applies to the opposition and to the
no body, no parole bill, the carjacking bill, the Craig
Minogue keep-police-killers-in-jail bill and the car
ramming bill that the opposition has moved. We even
saw it yesterday with the Greens and Ms Springle’s
private members bill. In a panicked flurry of response
the Premier went on The Project to announce a new
policy. In a similar way, on the day of the debate on the
car ramming legislation from the opposition
Minister Neville went out on 9 August and said, ‘We’re
going our own within weeks — trust us’, and here we
are in mid-October and there is nothing.
Ms Shing had an issue around why we have not moved.
Well, we have offered the solutions and we hoped the
government would pick them up, but yet again it seems
like they will not.
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We had a 42 minute speech from Ms Shing, and
victims of crime were not mentioned once — not once.
Mr Mulino interjected.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Mr Mulino may wish to
make light of issues of victims of crime, and I take up
Mr Mulino’s interjection. He may wish to make light of
issues around victims of crime —
Mr Mulino — On a point of order, Acting
President, I just want to clarify that I was not making
light of victims of crime, I was making light of
Mr O’Donohue’s mischaracterisation of Ms Shing’s
speech.
Mr O’DONOHUE — On the point of order, Acting
President, let the Hansard reflect that in a 42-minute
speech Ms Shing did not mention victims of crime once
in my listening to her.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Thank you, Mr O’Donohue and Mr Mulino. There is no
point of order.
Mr O’DONOHUE — This bill seeks to do two
relatively straightforward things, and one is to make
community safety the paramount consideration in the
decision-making of the Youth Parole Board. Labor and
the Greens are opposing that. What Ms Shing did not
address was the inconsistency then with their support of
the Callinan reforms of the adult parole system in
legislating that community safety be the paramount
consideration. Why did the Labor Party support making
community safety the paramount consideration for the
Adult Parole Board of Victoria in a piece of legislation
that went through this place in the previous Parliament
when it opposes that very same reform for the Youth
Parole Board? It is obvious that community safety
should be the paramount consideration; legislating for
that would give the Youth Parole Board legislative
instruction and guidance.
One of the issues with the adult parole board that was
uncovered by the Callinan review was that procedures
and practices were often not formalised in the way they
should be. By legislating it sends a very clear direction
and message from the Parliament and the community
about the priorities around youth and adult
parole-making decisions. It is a sensible measure that
should be supported. Ms Shing, despite speaking for
42 minutes, did not address why she supports
legislating community safety as a paramount
consideration for the adult parole board but opposes it
for the Youth Parole Board.

CHILDREN, YOUTH AND FAMILIES AMENDMENT (YOUTH OFFENDERS) BILL 2016
5118

COUNCIL

Similarly the amendment that Ms Crozier seeks to
make to increase transparency in the Youth Parole
Board annual report, requiring the Youth Parole Board
to advise of the number of serious offences committed
by those on a youth parole order, is again consistent
with the reporting requirements of the adult parole
board, so why is that requirement for the adult parole
board supported yet opposed for the Youth Parole
Board? Again, this contradiction, this inconsistency,
was not addressed by Ms Shing, despite her speaking
for 42 minutes.
Transparency is a good thing. No-one is seeking the
details of that crime, the details of the perpetrator or
indeed the details of the offence, merely a statistical
figure so that the serious reoffending of those on a
youth parole order can be measured and tracked over
time. Surely that is a worthy goal; surely that sort of
transparency is in the interests of the community,
because, yes, there are many purposes when it comes to
the granting of parole orders and the opposition
understands that very clearly, but we must also
understand what level of reoffending, particularly
serious reoffending, is taking place by persons who are
the subject of a youth parole order.
This is a good piece of legislation. I congratulate
Ms Crozier on bringing it before the house last year.
After hoping that the government would pick it up and,
as they have done on so many other occasions, copy it,
when it became clear that the government was failing to
move in this space, Ms Crozier brought it before the
house today, and I congratulate her on that. I am most
disappointed that both the government and the Greens
will oppose the bill despite the inherent contradictions
in their support for similar provisions with regard to the
adult parole board.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (11:15) — In
rising to speak to the Children, Youth and Families
Amendment (Youth Offenders) Bill 2016 I commend
Ms Crozier for bringing this legislation to the house. I
can express the support of huge numbers of my
constituency who are very much looking forward to
Ms Crozier taking over this portfolio after the next
election. She will be an outstanding minister. I was
going to say that she will be a lot better than the current
minister, but that is damning her with faint praise, I
would suggest to you very strongly. You would not
have to try too hard to be better than this minister,
because let me say that if this government was serious
about community safety, if this government was serious
about youth justice in this state, they would dump this
minister. She would already be out the door. She would
be an ex-minister because she —
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Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr FINN — Indeed. As Ms Crozier points out, she
totally ignored the no-confidence motion that was
passed, and she laughs about it. The Parliament
condemns her. The Parliament passes a motion of no
confidence, and the arrogance of the minister over there
as she just sits there and laughs, as no doubt she laughs
at the victims of the youth crime wave that we have
seen in this state —
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, Acting
President, I take offence at the comment that Mr Finn
has just made in relation to laughing at the victims of
crime. I think if you look at my record and if you look
at the youth justice legislation our government has just
passed, which the coalition tried to scuttle, the record
speaks very strongly for our government’s support for
victims of crime. I ask Mr Finn to withdraw that
comment.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Thank
you, Ms Mikakos. I would ask Mr Finn to withdraw his
comments in relation to laughing at victims, without
qualification.
Mr FINN — Look, I am happy to withdraw, but I
ask: exactly what was the minister laughing at? If she
was not laughing at the victims, what was she laughing
at? When we were referring —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) —
Mr Finn! I ask you to withdraw without qualification.
Mr FINN — There was no qualification, Acting
President, and I have withdrawn.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — You
will proceed with your contribution, and thank you for
that withdrawal.
Mr FINN — It seems we have one rule for one side
and a different rule for the other side. That is fair
enough, I suppose, as long as —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) —
Mr Finn! That comment was out of line and a reflection
on the Chair. I would bring you back to the bill you are
talking about.
Mr FINN — As long as we are aware of the rules
that we are working under. This minister is a disgrace.
She is a disgrace, and I do not think there is anybody in
this state or anybody on the other side of this house, if
they were honest, who would not agree with that
summation of her. She is a disgrace. She has gone from
disaster to disaster in this place on youth justice since
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she took over as the minister. She is lovingly referred to
around the place as the Minister for Pizza and Coke
because she is responsible for basically trying to pay off
young offenders —
Ms Crozier — Bribe them.
Mr FINN — bribe them indeed, Ms Crozier — with
takeaway food, which you would have to say is a novel
approach. It has not worked, but it is a novel approach.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr FINN — Look, calm down. Just calm down. If
you put as much energy into your portfolio as you do
into interjecting, you would go a lot better. You would
go a lot better, let me tell you, and we would all be
better for it. We heard Ms Shing banging on for close to
45 minutes. It was a tribute to her capacity for talking
nonsense — and I cleaned that up significantly. But the
bottom line is even she ran out of steam after about
45 minutes — even she could not keep going. She
continued with the government’s narrative that we do
not have a crime problem in Victoria. Now if the
government is seriously suggesting that we do not have
a crime problem in Victoria, can I suggest to the
minister, can I suggest to the Premier, can I suggest to
any member of the government that they go out and
they talk to Victorians? They should go out to the
western suburbs and talk to people, go out and talk to
people who have had their homes invaded, go out and
talk to people who have been robbed, who have been
carjacked.
Ms Crozier — Like being home invaded.
Mr FINN — Indeed; it is a real issue. I have to say
to you it is the single biggest issue that we have faced in
the last two and a half years; there is no doubt about
that at all. And the government sat on its hands and did
nothing. It is now claiming credit for putting some sort
of plateau on the crime figures. The reality is that we
would not have had the crime issue if the government
had actually done its job to start with, and I am talking
about the Minister for Police, I am talking about the
Attorney-General and I am most certainly talking about
Minister Mikakos. She has been requested time and
time again to do her job properly, and unfortunately for
Victoria and unfortunately for us all — more so than
for her — she has not been able to do that.
I recall earlier this year meeting with a family from
Hoppers Crossing in my electorate. Their son has
autism. Over a period of time he had built up the
confidence and the ability to actually catch the bus
under his own steam — to get on the bus. He had
gained some degree of independence, and it was not
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easy. It is not easy for a young fellow with autism to do
that, but he had done that. He was assaulted by a gang
on that bus: he was robbed, he was bashed. And of
course not only was it an immediate crime — obviously
the crime of theft and physical violence — but it
destroyed his confidence, it removed his independence.
It was a vile and a vicious act that occurred on that bus
in Hoppers Crossing not so long ago. These are the
sorts of issues that this government does not want to
know about. These are the sorts of incidents that the
government seems to be in denial about.
More than any other minister, Minister Mikakos does
not want to know what is going on in the real world;
she just does not want to know. When we point it out to
her, she jumps up and she feigns outrage. She carries on
like a two-bob watch more often than not.
Ms Crozier — She attacks everyone.
Mr FINN — Yes, as Ms Crozier says, she attacks
everyone. She clearly believes that attack is the best
form of defence, and she often gets in first. The fact of
the matter is that she has been a disaster of a minister.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr FINN — And she is sitting over there yapping
away like a little poodle of some type. She is —
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, Acting
President, I just think the language that the member is
using is really unnecessary. I ask him to come back to
the motion we have before us. I do not think referring to
members as being in some way four-legged creatures is
really appropriate to the debate we have before us.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
Ms Crozier! Ms Mikakos, I am trying to rule on your
point of order at the moment. If I have to get on my
feet, I will, but I should not have to. Mr Finn, I ask you
to withdraw your comment — it was unnecessary. I
draw you back to the bill before us today.
Mr FINN — I am happy to withdraw. I was merely
quoting a former prime minister, who I understand
Minister Mikakos idolises — same faction and all. It is
all very well for the Socialist Left to use the dreadful
word ‘poodle’. There, I said it: poodle. Should I spell
it? It is all right for the Labor Party to dish it out, but
when we use that dreadful word ‘poodle’, we are asked
to withdraw. What a nonsense! But it is indicative of
what this minister has done to her portfolio. The whole
thing is a nonsense.
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Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr FINN — And if she kept her mouth shut for
long enough, she might actually hear what I am saying.
She is sitting over there yapping like a —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) —
Mr Finn, I draw you back to the motion before us.
Mr FINN — Look, I am very happy to go back to
the bill before the house, but I would ask you, Acting
President, to ask the minister to cease interjecting. She
is over there just carrying on, as I said earlier, like a
two-bob watch — and I hope that is not offensive to
anybody. She is over there throwing mud left, right and
centre. I ask you to ask her to refrain from her particular
behaviour, and then I will not be forced to use the
p-word again.
Ms Mikakos — You’re a clown; no-one takes you
seriously anyway.
Mr FINN — You are not serious at all. The fact of
the matter is that underneath Ms Mikakos’s regime
youth justice in this state is stuff-up central. That is
what it is: it is stuff-up central. She has gone from one
disaster to another. Day to day, week to month she has
just stumbled from one disaster to another. She has
totally stuffed up her portfolio. If she was not in the
Premier’s faction, she would already be out the door. If
she was not under the protection of the Premier’s
faction, she would be out like one of her parolees. She
would be on the street. It is just sickening to so many
Victorians to see this minister continue on. I have to say
one of the questions that has been asked of me time and
time again is, ‘How does Jenny Mikakos keep her
job?’. That is what people ask me. I tell you what, if I
had a dollar for every time I have been asked, ‘How
does Jenny Mikakos keep her job?’, I would be a very,
very wealthy man. I would be a very wealthy man, let
me assure you.
Ms Crozier — We know the answer.
Mr FINN — We do know the answer, Ms Crozier.
The fact of the matter is she is under the protection of
the Premier. She is under the protection of the Premier
because she is a member of the Socialist Left faction. If
she was in Labor Unity, if she was in the National
Union of Workers or if she was in any of the other
factions in the ALP, she would be out the door.
Ms Crozier — Ask Mr Somyurek.
Mr FINN — Yes, we should ask Mr Somyurek
what happens if you are in the wrong faction in the
ALP or indeed if you challenge the Premier in any way.

Wednesday, 18 October 2017

But the fact of the matter is that this incompetent,
disgraceful minister is kept in her place by a Premier
who is merely looking after his mates. In the same way
that he looks after Peter Marshall, John Setka and all
the others, he is just looking after his factional mates.
As a result, youth justice in this state has gone to hell in
a handcart. It is a direct result of the Premier’s
protection of this incompetent minister — this minister
who is clearly way out of her depth in this portfolio and
possibly any other, but certainly in this portfolio — that
youth justice has just totally deteriorated in this state to
the point where down in the Parkville youth detention
centre we have had the riots and the destruction of the
place. I understand it is being rebuilt at a cost of
millions of dollars. The damage bill was millions of
dollars as a direct result of what this minister did or
indeed what she did not do. Perhaps she did not get the
pizzas there fast enough on that occasion. Perhaps it
was Coke Zero and not the strong stuff; they might
have objected to that.
So I very strongly support this bill. I commend
Ms Crozier again for bringing this bill before the house.
I, like the overwhelming majority of Victorians, cannot
wait until November next year when Ms Crozier takes
over this portfolio. Once again we will have in this state
a minister for youth justice who actually has the ability
to do the job and is not incompetent. I almost used the
p-word, but I will not do that. Ms Mikakos is just
totally incompetent, and the overwhelming majority of
Victorians cannot wait to see her out the door.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (11:30) — It is rather unfortunate to have to
go on speaking in this debate after Mr Finn, who really
has a reputation as being the laughing stock of this
chamber. Getting criticised by Mr Finn is really like
being hit with a wet lettuce leaf. You would have
thought that by now Mr Finn would be well aware that
during the coalition’s time of government takeaway
food was available to young offenders in youth justice
facilities for four whole years. Ms Wooldridge as
minister did nothing to address this issue, and I put an
end to it. So it is interesting to come to this debate and
have the coalition come in here to try and run the
continuing narrative around law and order — coming
from a party that had a porn library in the Premier’s
office, coming from a party that has its leader dining
with members of the Mafia, having a party that is
failing —
Ms Crozier — On a point of order, Acting
President, the member is slurring a member in another
house on a false allegation, and I ask the member to
withdraw. It is totally ridiculous.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — There
is no point of order. I ask Ms Mikakos to continue.

pulled out now really smacking of political
opportunism.

Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, Acting President. I
know that those opposite are very, very sensitive about
these matters, and we know that Mr Guy is just on
borrowed time. We know it is just a matter of time
before he is replaced as Leader of the Opposition in the
other place, because he is never going to live down that
lobster dinner. His feeble excuses just do not wash with
the Victorian people. But the thing that particularly
galls me is that Ms Crozier has the responsibility as
shadow Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence,
and this is a person from a party that is yet to commit to
the implementation of the Royal Commission into
Family Violence. It is the number one law and order
issue facing our state, and yet it is very disappointing
that we do not have bipartisanship around this particular
issue. So it is no surprise that Ms Crozier is the
25th shadow. She needs to work for free because she is
certainly not value adding at all to the public policy
debate in this state and to championing victims of
crime, in particular family violence victims in this state.

The point that I would make to Ms Crozier, who no
doubt is wanting to connect this bill to other matters in
the public domain, is that the definition of ‘serious
offence’ that she is seeking to insert into the Children,
Youth and Families Act 2005 by virtue of clause 3 of
this bill does not include culpable driving causing death
or dangerous driving causing death or serious injury.
They are not included in this definition at all. So while
she might go out and try to suggest that this bill may
have led to particular outcomes in particular cases, that
is in fact not the case at all.

We have a very strong record on this side when it
comes to community safety. You just need to look at
our record investment on police recruitment. More than
3000 police officers have been recruited by our
government. You just need to look at the investment
that Minister Tierney is making in the corrections area,
modernising our correctional system. You just need to
look at the record funding that we have put into the
youth justice portfolio as well — record funding of
$288 million in the budget this year to build a new
facility that those opposite failed to address. We know
full well that those opposite had a secret plan for
Parkville and that they failed to act on it. They put it in
the bottom drawer, and that is why we have the issues
that we have experienced in the youth justice system —
because those opposite, in modernising the
infrastructure, failed to take the steps necessary around
these issues.
I want to come to the issues of parole as they relate to
this bill. Ms Shing has already provided a stellar
contribution to this debate, and I just want to make
some comments to add to those. Our government will
not be supporting this bill. This bill has gathered dust
on the notice paper since December 2016. It smacks of
political opportunism that it has been brought up now.
If you just look at the fact that clause 2 of this bill has a
default commencement date of 1 July 2017, I think that
says it all. The default commencement date for this bill
has long passed. It is long past because those opposite
had no interest in debating this earlier, and it has been

I think we have seen from the questioning that we had
yesterday that Ms Crozier and the opposition really do
not understand the purpose of parole. We have certainly
seen that in the course of the debate here today. They
do not understand the purpose of parole, and they do
not understand how the Youth Parole Board works.
They clearly do not understand that whether it is the
Youth Parole Board or the Adult Parole Board of
Victoria, they act independently of government. That
means sometimes they might even take a position
contrary to the advice they receive from the Department
of Justice and Regulation. It is important that they act
independently and that they are able to make an
appropriate assessment of the appropriateness of any
particular young offender being placed on parole or, in
the case of the adult parole board, an adult offender as
well.
It is important that those opposite understand that
parole is there to reduce recidivism by ensuring
supports are in place for young offenders who leave
custody and transition back into the community. I guess
the alternative to that is that someone serves their
sentence and they are out on day one back into the
community with no restriction whatsoever, with no
monitoring at all by anybody and with no requirements
to undertake drug and alcohol counselling or to attend
any other program that the Youth Parole Board might
think is appropriate in the circumstances. We need to
understand that, if we are trying to sell through a
political narrative to the community that somehow
parole is never appropriate, the alternative to that is that
people leave prison or leave a youth justice facility and
go out into the community with no conditions
whatsoever and no monitoring whatsoever to ensure
community safety. That is the alternative to not having
parole.
The evidence tells us that having parole can achieve
better results for community safety if a young person is
supported as they move back into the community
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following their time in custody. Worse results are
achieved if a young person is simply shown the door at
the end of their sentence. It is important to emphasise
that the Youth Parole Board already considers a range
of issues when it is looking at paroling a young
offender, and Ms Shing went through those at some
length.
A more effective approach would be to elevate
community safety as a consideration when a young
offender has been sentenced by the court, and that is
exactly what we have done under the Children and
Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice Reform)
Act 2017, which was just recently passed by the
Parliament containing a raft of measures to crack down
on serious youth offenders, to toughen sentences for
serious and violent crimes and to increase consequences
for young offenders committing crimes in custody. I
remind those opposite that this is a bill that they tried to
scuttle in this house when they were just interested in
political posturing on crime. It is a bill that they tried to
scuttle.
We have had Ms Shing present the evidence around the
facts regarding what happens around parole
cancellations at the moment and the data that is already
contained in the Youth Parole Board annual report. It is
clear that those opposite have not looked at the Youth
Parole Board annual report at all in preparing for this
debate. There is extensive information contained within
that report at the moment that leads to greater
transparency. There is already data there about parole
orders issued by the board, warnings issued by the
board, cancellation of parole, special conditions
attached to parole plans and characteristics of young
offenders in addition to details of the number of young
offenders released on parole and those who have had
their parole cancelled due to compliance or
reconviction. That data is already published in the
report. There is quite extensive data in the annual
report.
Ms Shing talked about the data and the trends over time
and the fact that, if you look at actually what happened,
we had more paroles cancelled due to reconviction in
both 2010–11 and 2011–12 than was the case in the
past financial year — that is, the 2015–16 financial
year. It is important to ask why Ms Crozier wants to
change the law when her government did nothing for
four years, when the reconviction rate of parolees was
actually higher than it is at the moment. Clearly they are
only interested in talking about law and order when
they are in opposition, and they have a lot to say about
it at that time and do nothing when they are in office.
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I have referred already to the fact that the definition
Ms Crozier is seeking to insert of ‘serious offence’,
which comes from section 72 of the Corrections Act
1986, does not include culpable driving causing death
or dangerous driving causing death or serious injury,
and inserting this definition into the legislation adds no
value to the youth justice system; rather it adds more
work for the Youth Parole Board. The bill could even
have linked to the definitions of category A and
category B serious offenders that we have just inserted
into the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005, but no,
she has gone and referred to definitions in the
Corrections Act.
It makes me wonder whether Mr O’Donohue had a
hand in drafting this in referring to the Corrections Act,
because the opposition have made it very clear that they
intend for the corrections minister to run the youth
justice system if we have the misfortune of having a
change of government. So in fact it would be
Mr O’Donohue seeking to have responsibility for these
matters and not Ms Crozier at all. So she may have a lot
to say about it in opposition, but if it comes to the
crunch, she will never actually have the responsibility
for any of these matters that she just likes to talk about
in this house.
We have seen Ms Shing already outline quite
extensively to the house in the course of the debate the
very extensive factors that the Youth Parole Board
already takes into consideration, including the interests
of or risk to the community, victims’ wellbeing and a
range of other factors that are all set out in considerable
detail in the Youth Parole Board annual report. It goes
to balancing the safety of the community with the
rehabilitative needs of the young offender. So what they
are seeking to do is prioritise one over all else and not
have regard to the board considering each case on its
merits.
This is a bill that clearly has not been well thought
through. We are going to oppose it for that reason. We
are making the changes necessary to strengthen our
youth justice system, something those opposite failed to
do for four whole years, and we are also putting the
investment into ensuring we can put a greater focus on
rehabilitation, including the $50 million I announced
recently for the biggest ever expansion of rehabilitation
programs in our state.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (11:45) —
I am very pleased to be able to sum up on this debate
after listening to the government in relation to their
rationale of why they would not support such a
commonsense measure that can be applied. We have
just heard from the minister, a minister who has
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presided over a youth justice crisis the likes of which
this state has never seen. There have been dozens and
dozens of very serious riots causing extensive damage
costing tens of millions of dollars and there have been
failed court cases. There was a mass escape where
young offenders went on a rampage across the state,
invading homes and carjacking, and this affected
women in particular. People were terrified, and where
were you? The minister was absolutely silent and did
not come out.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Ms CROZIER — This is youth justice, and the
minister has again demonstrated why she does not
understand what the community understands. One of
her comments in her contribution to the debate was that
this is continuing the narrative on law and order. Yes,
the Liberals and The Nationals will continue to talk to
the community about the issues at hand. The minister
referred to very serious incidents that have occurred
recently in this state involving somebody about whom a
lot of questions need to be asked. The minister referred
to that, as did Ms Springle — to offenders who are out
and have caused extensive serious distress, mayhem
and the death of innocent Victorians.
This is something that is pretty obvious, and why would
you not consider it when you are looking at a young
person’s eligibility to be on parole, taking into
consideration those matters that have been raised that
the Youth Parole Board takes into consideration? And
yes, the government might mock. It might attack the
person, it might attack us, it might mock us, but that
does not take away from what the Victorian community
wants. They expect the government to stand up for
victims of crime, and we have seen time and time again
that this government has failed victims. As
Mr O’Donohue said, in Ms Shing’s 42-minute
contribution there was not one mention of victims of
crime — after what has occurred in this state.
Ms Shing — On a point of order, Acting President,
in fact that is not correct, and I would seek that
Ms Crozier withdraw it.
Mr Finn — On the point of order, Acting President,
there is clearly no point of order. That was a point of
debate, and there is nothing in the standing orders
which covers the point of order that Ms Shing is
attempting to make.
Ms Shing — Further on the point of order, Acting
President, verballing is unparliamentary. I would seek
that Ms Crozier withdraw it.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — There
is no point of order on the matters that Ms Shing
sought.
Ms CROZIER — That demonstrates just how
sensitive the government is about this. It has continued
to defy us on what is of concern to the Victorian
community, and that is the crisis that is occurring in law
and order and unfortunately the brazen serious crimes
by young offenders that have occurred. We have seen
so many brazen attempts at repeat offending. I look at
the jewellery store robberies that have caused so much
mayhem for those businesses and those people who
work in those businesses. It has just been horrendous,
and yet there has been little regard for it by the
government.
Why would you not put in such a commonsense
measure that reflects what the Callinan review
recommended for the Adult Parole Board of Victoria?
That is the point here — that is, that community safety
be paramount.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Ms CROZIER — Ms Mikakos, that is the point. If
you can learn from reviews like that, these crimes that
are being committed by young offenders are just as
dangerous and just as serious as those by adult
offenders. That is the point. Community safety should
be the paramount consideration, so the government is
denying this provision, which would mean Victorians
could have faith that the Youth Parole Board would
take this into consideration. I see that the Youth Parole
Board talks about their charter, and of course we know
that. It is on the Department of Justice and Regulation
website:
The Youth Parole Board is committed to the rehabilitation
and best outcomes for young people under their jurisdiction.
The board makes decisions within a framework that balances
the needs of the young person with community safety
considerations.

That is the issue. What we are saying is that surely
community safety should be paramount in balancing
those considerations when there is rehabilitation,
counselling or supervision when a young person is out
on parole. There is nothing wrong with that. We do
have those provisions in place to give those young
people the best chance, but if there is any risk or any
doubt that the community is at great risk, then surely
that should be the foremost consideration in that Youth
Parole Board decision. That is what this bill is about.
It is extremely disappointing that the government does
not understand community concerns in relation to
parolees. I think they have had enough. They have seen
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the soft-on-crime approach that has occurred and the
crisis in crime that has enveloped our state; it has gone
right across our state. We have got serious issues. The
government might talk about rehabilitation, counselling
and drug and alcohol services, which were mentioned
by Ms Mikakos. When I ask a question of the minister
in relation to what is available for young offenders —
our youth justice clients — in the provision of
counselling and rehabilitation in drug and alcohol
services, the answer I get back is:
The Department of Health and Human Services does not
maintain waiting lists for drug and alcohol treatment services.
Wait times for individual clients can vary by location, service
type and clinical need.
Youth justice clients have designated pathways and
prioritised access to treatment services.

I understand they have prioritised access to treatment
services, but what are those lengths of time? What is
that priority? Do they jump the queue before everyone
else? I mean, that is the base answer we get from this
government, and they do not understand that there is
consideration that needs to be taken into account for a
whole range of services and why the community itself
is very concerned about the direction that the
government is taking.
Now, the Youth Parole Board obviously has discretion
to determine parole eligibility, and each one is taken on
its own merits. We understand that. I understand that.
The opposition understand that. That is not what we are
basing this on. But this bill would have kept Victorians
safer by requiring the Youth Parole Board to consider
the obvious, and that is: is the community at risk if this
young person is granted parole? Is this young offender
a risk to the safety of Victoria if they are on parole?
That is what this bill is asking.
I am extremely disappointed that the government is not
supporting this bill. I think, in light of recent matters
about the seriousness of crime that has occurred in this
state, that this would be something that they would
support or at least, as Mr O’Donohue highlighted with
the private members bill that he has brought in, that
they would support at a later stage. Let us hope that
they do this, because this is what Victorians expect and
this is what Victorians deserve. Community safety
should be paramount on every parole decision, whether
in the adult system or in youth justice.
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House divided on motion:
Ayes, 18
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr (Teller)
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr (Teller)
Fitzherbert, Ms

Lovell, Ms
Morris, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Young, Mr

Noes, 18
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms (Teller)
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

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

Pairs
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Eideh, Mr
Greens vacancy

Motion negatived.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Winton Wetlands
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) (12:02) — My
question today is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change represented by the
Leader of the Government. Minister, a large sum of
money has been spent on the Winton Wetlands project
near Benalla in the interests of environmental tourism
whilst discriminating against a large group of visitors
who are a proven financial boon for regional areas.
Interestingly no analysis of lost visitations through the
exclusion of hunters has been conducted. When will the
government recognise that environmental tourism does
not always drive visitation and reinstate hunting to the
Winton Wetlands?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:02) — Mr Young, there is nothing to stop people
who actually think of themselves as recreational
hunting people going to the Winton Wetlands and
enjoying the passive and environmental values that are
there. There is no discriminatory policy in place; they
are most welcome.
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Supplementary question
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) (12:02) — I thank
the minister for his answer. By way of supplementary,
Minister, the Winton Wetlands continue to be a sore
point for those very people who are not allowed to
participate in their chosen recreational activity as they
are excluded users since the government has handed
over management. Questions have been raised about
the legitimacy of visitation figures that have been
produced, however. Figures provided by the
government suggest that nearly 100 people a day visit,
which is at odds with accounts relayed to me by locals
and, might I add, my own anecdotal experiences of
never seeing more than two or three people around
during any of my many visits. But these figures are also
at odds with the figures provided by the annual report
for the Winton Wetlands, which are much higher.
Minister, has the government or the wetlands
committee inflated these figures in order to give
validity to a failing project?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:03) — Mr Young, why don’t we go and have a
look?

Wannon Water
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) (12:04) — My
question is to Minister Jennings representing the
Minister for Water. The Premier, many ministers and
over 300 locals attended the regional partnership
meeting in Portland last week. At the end of the first
break I was amazed at the number of cups of tea that
had been left practically full, but when I tried a cup of
tea I could see that the Portland town water is the
problem. Bore water in Portland, Heywood and Port
Fairy is practically undrinkable. Therefore my question
to the minister is: does the government have any plan to
force Wannon Water to improve the taste of bore water
in these communities?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:05) — I thank Mr Purcell for his question and the
variety of issues that I am obviously going to get an
opportunity to talk about today. Given that I might have
had a bit of a warning, because obviously this may or
may not have been raised at the regional partnership
meeting, my ministerial colleague the Minister for
Water provided me with a response which indicates that
the water in Portland, Port Fairy and Heywood has not
changed and has been the same for many decades. I do
not think that is literally true. It may well be that the
water supply has actually been consistent over that
period of time, but probably precipitation, consumption
and a whole range of water uses mean that it is not
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exactly the same water. Nonetheless, the way in which
it is actually sourced has been consistent over that
period of time.
I understand that the water supply, most importantly,
does meet the safety standards that actually should
apply under water regulations to make sure that it is
safe for drinking purposes, so that is one thing I need to
clarify. Another issue I need to clarify is that this issue
has been raised on a number of occasions and Wannon
Water have done a couple of things in the last couple of
years in relation to testing with their customers what
they think of the water supply, and so while it is
reasonably well recognised that the water is somewhat
salty, 94 per cent of customers of Wannon Water
believe that the water is satisfactory. How satisfactory it
is may be a debatable point.
The second issue is that, when consumers were asked in
2016 whether they would actually be prepared to pay
for any improvements in terms of the filtration or
treatment of that water supply to actually reduce the
salty taste, those consumers made it very clear that they
did not necessarily want to pay for those improvements,
so it is not at this moment a consumer-led issue. But I
certainly know, obviously because of this backstory
that I am now more aware of that I am sharing with
you, that this is an ongoing consideration for Wannon
Water in terms of the reliability of, safety of and
customer satisfaction with their water supply, and
obviously it is under review by Wannon Water, but in
fact I am not privy to actually talk about any specific
proposals that may be designed to alter that water
supply.

Poker machines
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan)
(12:07) — My question today is for Minister Dalidakis
on behalf of the Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation. It was revealed today
in the Senate that there has been a systematic rigging of
pokie machines at Crown Casino, and we do not know
if it is just at Crown. The government is currently
seeking to lock in pokie licences for the next 25 years.
Will the minister put the gambling bill on hold until
there is an independent audit of pokie machines across
the state?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (12:08) — I thank the member for her
question. I would like to point out that it is an
allegation, not an assertion, as may have been construed
from the question by the member. As is my practice
representing the minister in the other place, I will

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
5126

COUNCIL

certainly take that question on notice and seek to get an
answer for you as quickly as I can.
Supplementary question
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan)
(12:08) — I will be writing to the Ombudsman today to
ask for an investigation into the Victorian Commission
for Gambling and Liquor Regulation given today’s
allegations. Will the government join me in calling for
such an investigation?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (12:09) — I will refer the substantive and I
will certainly pass that supplementary on to the minister
in the other place.

Fire services
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (12:09) — My question is to the Leader
of the Government. The select committee into fire
services completed its inquiry in just seven weeks,
respecting the government’s desire to deal with the
Country Fire Authority legislation expeditiously and
ahead of the fire season. Almost nine weeks have now
elapsed since the committee reported. Why has the
government failed to progress its legislation?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:09) — Thank you, Mr Rich-Phillips, for your
question. Mr Rich-Phillips would be aware that he
actually has had a pivotal role in a couple of select
committees during the course of this Parliament, one of
which was in relation to the port of Melbourne leasing
arrangements and made many, many recommendations
that ended up being considered by this Parliament, and
then some months later — months later — that bill
ultimately was passed by this chamber. So there is not a
linear and necessarily a truncated period of time
between a select committee making recommendations
and the time passage of pieces of legislation.
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — Well, we certainly did, and to
that extent I can actually thank Mr Rich-Phillips and the
committee for working very assiduously to complete
that task. But just as the dynamic took place for months
after that other select committee made its work
available — the government entered into discussions
and considerations of those recommendations and the
way in which a bill may be in a position to be able to
pass the Parliament — just as we did in that case, we
are doing exactly the same thing in relation to the fire
services.
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Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (12:11) — I thank the minister for his
answer. But it is a fact, Minister, that the government
has considered the recommendations of that select
committee and responded to them and has also
foreshadowed amendments that it is proposing to make
as a consequence of the work of the select committee
and other input. One of the constant themes of evidence
before the select committee was the desire for certainty
as to the outcome either way — one way or the
other — as to the future of the legislation, given the
pending fire season. Given that the government has
now stated its position on amendments and its response
to the select committee, will the government now bring
the legislation on for a vote so that certainty can be
provided to the people associated with the fire services
at the earliest opportunity?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:12) — My intention is that when the bill is brought
on there will be certainty. That is my intention. I do not
think necessarily bringing the bill on at this time would
actually provide certainty.

Victoria University
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan)
(12:12) — My question today is for Minister Tierney,
and I ask this question on behalf of a good friend of
mine, Paul Adams. Victoria University (VU) has
targeted Paul Adams, David Garland and Stuart Martin,
all local National Tertiary Education Union (NTEU)
officers, for redundancy. This is happening just before
the enterprise bargaining agreement negotiations begin.
The behaviour of VU over the last few months in terms
of the way they have handled the redundancies has
been quite brutal. My question to you is: what do you
believe the state government can do to stop VU’s
union-busting tactics?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(12:13) — I thank the member for her question and her
ongoing interest in Victoria University. As the member
would know, the industrial relations matters that are
dealt with at the university are the province of the
university, and the Victorian government’s industrial
relations policies do not indeed cover the university as
such. I am advised that in terms of the current
agreement it expires later this year, and in the current
agreement there is the provision for change and
redundancy and such matters that Ms Hartland referred
to in terms of those who are having difficulties with
their employment at Victoria University.
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The allegations that you have raised are very serious
allegations. Obviously I would imagine that those
involved are seeking assistance from the NTEU, their
union, but I would also imagine that they are also
seeking advice from industrial relations lawyers, labour
lawyers, as to what their options might be and indeed
generally their issues relating to concerns about their
conditions of employment.
Having said that, I am aware that some of these issues
were canvassed in some media earlier this week and I
do understand that the department is making inquiries
of Victoria University management to better understand
the issues that are being raised in the public realm. Of
course we are wanting to know what the impact of any
of these measures is on students and on courses and
their availability, and of course we are wanting to
protect the best interests of students and indeed see
whether those interests are being protected and
promoted.
I also note that neither the university nor the union itself
has contacted the department about this issue. It has
been primarily raised, as I said, in the media, and I am
looking forward to understanding more about what the
department has been able to gain from its inquiries with
management of Victoria University.
Supplementary question
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan)
(12:16) — Thank you for that answer, Minister. One of
the problems that I understand will be the implication
of all of these redundancies is that courses such as the
master of communication and bachelor of marketing
will be left without staff next year, and this is because
there are simply so many redundancies that they have
nobody to teach them anymore. I was a student of VU
as a mature-age student, so I have quite an attachment
to this organisation, but when I went there they actually
seemed to care about their students and their staff, and
now they seem to have just abandoned their staff, their
students and their commitment to the western suburbs.
What action do you think you can take as minister to
address what I now see as quite destructive behaviour
by Victoria University management?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(12:17) — I thank the member for her question. In
terms of what action I can take, I understand the action
is quite limited because of the act by which the
university is covered and commonwealth
responsibilities. However, as I said in my substantive
answer, the department is making inquiries and I have
asked for a full list of courses that may be impacted as a
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result of other actions that may be taken at the
university in respect of academic and support staff.
Once I have received that advice I will be happy to
have a further discussion with you.
The PRESIDENT — Just in respect of the question
posed by Ms Hartland, I think it is pertinent for me to
make a remark. I note Ms Hartland’s opening comment
was that she was putting that question on behalf of an
individual, and I would caution members against that
practice. In the context that Ms Hartland posed it, I do
not have a particular problem with her question today. I
think those words were perhaps better not mentioned as
such, but I do not think there was any particular intent
that goes to the point that I wish to make.
We have seen in other parliaments around the world
issues of cash for questions, where in fact members of
Parliament have received inducements to ask questions
on behalf of particular people, sometimes lobbyists and
so forth. I think it is very important that members bear
in mind that when they raise questions they are
exercising a judgement which may well go to the issues
associated with an individual or any organisation or
community group, but they are exercising their
judgement on the legitimacy of that question as a matter
of public interest, not simply trying to put a question on
behalf of a person, whether or not there is an
inducement or suchlike. In other words, the opening
statement gave me a little cause for concern as a
practice, albeit that I do not think Ms Hartland putting
that matter today was a problem in itself. I would just
caution members in that respect, though.

Mr Eideh
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:19) — My question is to the Leader of the
Government representing the Premier. Yesterday
Mr Eideh stood aside as the Deputy President pending
the conclusion of certain investigations, citing his desire
not to detract from the standing of the house. Has
Mr Eideh also stood aside from his role as special
adviser to the Premier on trade and business
development in the Middle East?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:20) — I do not know the answer to Mrs Peulich’s
question. I will clarify that matter.
Supplementary question
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:20) — It is a little difficult to come up with a
supplementary question, because on the one hand
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Mr Eideh thought, and I quote from the letter that was
read by the President:
… I am conscious that allegations about matters involving my
electorate office result in unhelpful speculation about my role
as Deputy President, which may detract from the standing of
the house.

Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — Can you just put a sock in it and
let me ask the question? If Mr Eideh continues in the
role, is it appropriate for Mr Eideh to continue as
special adviser on trade and business development in
the Middle East given that this position reflects on the
government and the Parliament both in the community
and internationally, and if the answer is that he has
stepped aside, could we find out the precise nature of
the role and activities in which Mr Eideh was involved
domestically and internationally during his tenure?
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Ms Stephenson’s income stopped at midnight on
Monday last week, when the government revoked her
taxi licences. Minister, is the government’s policy
approach adequate or fair when, despite purchasing
licences from earlier state governments, Ms Stephenson
has been paid just 20 per cent of the previous value of
her licence assets and she has now lost their
income-earning potential, forcing her to face poverty in
her old age?
Ms Shing — On a point of order, President, I am
just wondering, given the way you have recently
expressed a view about questions being asked as they
relate to specific individuals, if you might provide some
guidance about that in the context of the question that
Mr Davis has just asked, which would seem to go into
the same territory as the question that prompted your
comments around Ms Hartland’s earlier question. It is a
simple request for clarification.

The PRESIDENT — I do have some trouble with
the supplementary question in that I think that it is quite
broad compared with the substantive question. In
making those remarks, I would invite the minister to
respond in that context.

Honourable members interjecting.

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:21) — President, we all heard Mrs Peulich throw
out the line and then — we may not have heard it — a
very long trawl that she created in relation to her
expectations about many of the multiplicity of answers
that she will receive on this matter. But given that I do
not know the position at this minute, which I indicated
in my substantive answer, let me just clarify with the
individuals in question what the status is of her
substantive matter before I start responding to the trawl.

The PRESIDENT — Mrs Peulich, 15 minutes.

Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President, the
trawl is not a trawl. There are two distinct lines of
questioning: one if the answer is yes and the other if the
answer is no. So in actual fact the supplementary
question is halved depending on what the answer is to
the substantive question.

The PRESIDENT — Mr Dalidakis, 15 minutes.
Mrs Peulich interjected.

Mr Dalidakis interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Mr Dalidakis, it could be
longer.
Mr Dalidakis withdrew from chamber.
Mrs Peulich withdrew from chamber.
The PRESIDENT — It is a valid point of order in
respect of the remarks that I made. I would just reiterate
that I was not reflecting on Ms Hartland’s position
earlier; I think her question was an absolutely
appropriate question. It was just the phraseology that
she used as an intro that just made me think that it was
worth alerting the house to the judgement that members
exercise in terms of posing questions in this place.

Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Thank you. If I looked
bemused, I am.

Taxi and hire car industry
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (12:23) — My
question is to the minister representing the Minister for
Public Transport, and I refer to the case of Faye
Stephenson, who is here today, an 86-year-old who had
worked since age 15 and, with her husband, owned
three taxi licences in the Geelong region.

In respect of Mr Davis’s question, even after those
remarks, I would be quite certain that Mr Davis has not
been offered any inducement or been encouraged to ask
that question and that in fact he has exercised the
judgement based on some interviews or meetings that
he has had that have led to him having an
understanding of this person’s circumstances — and
indeed, as I understand, a number of other people in
similar circumstances. I think it is in that context that he
has provided that question and indeed linked it to a
real-life example. I believe that he has posed that
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question consistent with my remarks earlier in the sense
of a judgement of a matter of public interest.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:26) — I thank Mr Davis for his question for
Minister Allan, the Minister for Public Transport. I will
seek a written response from Minister Allan to
Mr Davis’s question.
Supplementary question
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (12:27) —
Thank you, Minister. Because of the complexity and
intrusive requirements of your so-called Fairness Fund,
former taxi licence owners, like Ms Stephenson, have
been forced into an uncertain and impoverished future,
and I therefore ask: will the government review the
draconian rules and inadequate funding for the unfair
Fairness Fund?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:27) — I thank Mr Davis for his further question.
The government certainly knows and understands well
the challenges faced by members of the community as a
result of the changes that have occurred in the way that
people access transport services — taxis — and some
of the significant disruption that has occurred as a result
of new technologies. The government is certainly
seeking to provide a legislative framework that
provides certainty, compensation and a level playing
field for the industry in what is a very different
technological environment in which we all live and in
which many industries are experiencing change.
As I indicated in response in my substantive answer,
this is a question for the Minister for Public Transport,
and I can assure Mr Davis and Ms Stephenson and
others who have an interest in these issues that I will
seek a response from the responsible minister.

Corrections system
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:28) —
My question is for the Minister for Corrections.
Minister, Fairfax alleged today, and I quote:
The shooting execution of a young man on a suburban
Melbourne street is suspected to have been organised by an
underworld figure from behind bars.

Minister, this allegation is not the first time it has been
asserted that organised crime can continue to operate
from within prison. Minister, what are you doing to
stop crime bosses continuing to run their crime empires
from jail?
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Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:29) —
I thank the member for his question. Of course there is
a lot of intelligence that is gathered within the prison
system. In fact that is why we do not call prison officers
prison guards — because their role is much broader
than just watching over prisoners. Indeed there are a
number of intelligence measures that are in place on a
day-to-day basis, on a moment-by-moment basis, and I
am not in a position to actually go into detail in relation
to this because it only provides information to the
criminal element.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:30) —
Minister, the same article says the wife of the prisoner
who allegedly ordered this execution was banned from
prison visits after smuggled drugs were found but the
ban was later lifted. Minister, what are the protocols
that determine whether an associate of a criminal is able
to visit a prisoner?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:30) —
I thank the member for his question. These are
operational matters that are in the hands of Corrections
Victoria, and they deal with these. It is very difficult to
respond in a fulsome way, Mr O’Donohue, when you
are relying on a newspaper report which is pure
allegations at this point in time.

Police vehicle ramming
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (12:31) — My
question is to Minister Tierney representing the
Minister for Police. On 16 June the secretary of the
Police Association, Wayne Gatt, told media:
We have been saying for some time police require support
through legislative amendment so this trend is stopped dead
in its tracks.
Our members are being rammed every other day.
It is only a matter of time before one of them is seriously
injured or killed.

The police minister issued a media release on 9 August
which said:
The Andrews Labor government will introduce tough new
laws in the coming weeks to protect our dedicated police and
emergency service workers from violence and harm.

It is now 10 weeks since the government issued this
media release and many months since Police
Association Victoria called for urgent action, yet police
cars are still being rammed virtually every week.
Minister, why have there been such significant delays

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
5130

COUNCIL

to introducing this legislation when our police are under
attack?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(12:31) — I thank Mr Morris for his question. It is a
question that has had community interest for some time.
I will seek an answer from the Minister for Police on
this matter, and that will be done within the guidelines.
Supplementary question
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (12:32) — Thank
you, Minister, for that response. Minister, just last week
a police vehicle in Ballarat was rammed in a driveway
on Park Street, Redan, after officers arrived at the
house. Minister, what do you say to these police that do
not have the legislative protection they should because
of your government’s dithering and inaction?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(12:32) — Again, in terms of the tenuous link with the
substantive question, I will refer this matter to the
Minister for Police for a written response.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:32) — I have two written responses to questions on
notice: 11 439, 11 484.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Written responses
The PRESIDENT (12:33) — In respect of today’s
questions: Mr Young’s question to Mr Jennings, the
supplementary question, two days; Ms Hartland’s first
question to Mr Dalidakis, both the substantive and
supplementary questions, two days; Mrs Peulich’s
question to Mr Jennings, the substantial and
supplementary questions, two days; Mr Davis’s
question to Ms Pulford, substantive and supplementary,
two days; Mr O’Donohue’s question to Ms Tierney, the
supplementary question, one day; and Mr Morris’s
question to Ms Tierney, both the substantive and
supplementary questions, two days.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Questions on notice
The PRESIDENT (12:33) — I have also received a
letter from Mr Ondarchie, seeking the reinstatement of
the following questions — numbers 11 721, 11 722,
11 723 and 11 724. They are in respect of ministerial
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travel reports that might have been lodged with the
Premier. The responses simply refer the member to
various departmental websites, which in my view is not
sufficient because those websites actually do not
provide the detail that was sought in these questions.
Therefore I order reinstatement of those four questions
on notice.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Western Victoria Region
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) (12:34) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. According to VicRoads the roads in
western Victoria are the worst in the state, and I agree.
It is not only the secondary roads but also the main
highways, including the A1 Princes Highway in
western Victoria, which is also bad. On 26 August this
year Betty Rendell, a long-term resident of Port Fairy
on her way to dialysis treatment in Warrnambool, hit a
pothole on the Princes Highway near Tower Hill. The
incident destroyed her tyre and wheel and caused $1075
worth of damage. However, on reporting this to
VicRoads, Mrs Rendell was told ‘Bad luck’, as
VicRoads only considers paying for damage over
$1400. My question is: while VicRoads are not denying
their roads are causing this damage, what is the
justification for setting the limit at $1400?

Eastern Victoria Region
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:35) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Education.
The Gippsland Tech School is anticipated to open in
early 2018. The Andrews government website spruiks
that the tech school will be a high-tech learning
environment and that its innovative education programs
will link with local industry to deliver real-world
learning. The Gippsland Tech School will also have an
education focus aligned to industries that are predicted
to experience strong economic and employment
growth: food and fibre, health, new energy and
advanced manufacturing. However, the only actual
independent industry body on the list of partners is
Agribusiness Gippsland. Completely lacking are
independent industry partners in the fields of health,
advanced manufacturing and new energy. Constituents
have raised with me that we have many outstanding
organisations that could make a contribution to
real-world learning. My question is: why are there no
local industry partners in the fields of health, new
energy and advanced manufacturing in the tech school
partnerships?
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Northern Victoria Region
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (12:36) — My
question is for the Treasurer regarding the payroll tax
changes in the 2017–18 budget in some of the major
towns in my electorate of Northern Victoria Region. In
a massive boost to regional economies the payroll tax
rate will be reduced by 25 per cent in regional
Victoria — from 4.85 per cent to 3.65 per cent —
making it one of the lowest rates in the country. This
will slash the cost for 4000 businesses statewide,
support companies in northern Victoria to grow,
encourage job creation and ensure every region shares
in the benefits of the state’s economic growth.
Agribusiness will also benefit, with the budget
removing insurance duty on agricultural products,
making it cheaper for farmers to insure against crops,
livestock and equipment. My question to the Treasurer
is: how many businesses in the cities of Mildura,
Echuca and Shepparton will benefit from these tax cuts,
and has the government received any feedback from
local businesses about these initiatives?

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:38) — My constituency question is for the Minister
for Energy, Environment and Climate Change. The
Greater Dandenong City Council recently completed a
study tour of several waste-to-energy facilities in China.
Discussions are taking place between the council and
the Metropolitan Waste and Resource Recovery Group
aimed at a procurement process for advanced waste
management technologies, which will likely include
waste-to-energy technologies. The Environment
Protection Authority Victoria guidance note on
waste-to-energy states that:
EfW should be considered for ‘residual waste’ and other
wastes for which energy recovery represents the most feasible
option, due to the absence of a market for the waste. ‘Residual
waste’ is the waste that is left over after suitable materials
have been recovered for re-use and recycling.

What measures will the government be putting in place
to ensure that a waste-to-energy incineration plant in
Dandenong would only be used to process residual
waste?

Eastern Victoria Region
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:39) — I
raise a constituency question for the Minister for Police.
I recently had the pleasure, along with the Liberal
candidate for Evelyn, to visit the Mount Evelyn police
station. It was great to receive a briefing from them
about the work they do in the community, but what
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became apparent during our visit, as well as from
representations I received from community members, is
that the police station is tired and no longer fit for
purpose. The constituency question I have for the police
minister is: does she or the government have any plans
to upgrade the Mount Evelyn police station to provide
that community with the contemporary police station
that it deserves?

Northern Metropolitan Region
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:39) —
My question is for the Minister for Housing, Disability
and Ageing. My constituent, a resident of Redmond
Park retirement apartments in Princes Hill, has
contacted me in relation to an issue at that facility, but it
also pertains to the retirement sector regulation more
broadly. At the time of purchase in 2009 residents of
Redmond Park were guaranteed six meals per week in
the restaurant, a kiosk and a weekly doctor, plus other
5-star hotel-like facilities, as described in their
brochures and promotional materials. Fast-forward to
December 2011, and restaurant meals were down from
six to two, the kiosk had closed and weekly doctor
visits had stopped. Levels of service have continued to
diminish since. My question to the minister is this:
should a vulnerable 97-year-old resident living alone,
who bought the apartment because of the restaurant,
doctor and kiosk, be expected to attend VCAT to
dispute these matters, or will the minister intervene on
their behalf?

Western Victoria Region
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (12:41) — My
question is for the Minister for Regional Development,
and it is in relation to the significant job losses that we
have seen in Ballarat under Daniel Andrews’s regime.
Unfortunately an announcement was made overnight
that Oliver Footwear, a longstanding employer in
Ballarat, has decided to cease operation in Ballarat,
which will see the loss of somewhere in the order of
30 jobs. I am reminded of a jobs forum that Labor held
in Ballarat in 2015, which assembled local employers,
interested parties and the like to develop a jobs plan for
Ballarat. It was reported that this particular forum
would see a further piece of work come out from it on
developing a plan for jobs in Ballarat. However,
unfortunately I have not seen any evidence that this has
come to fruition. The question I ask of the minister is:
will the minister detail what it is that has come from the
jobs forum held in Ballarat?
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Eastern Victoria Region
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (12:41) — The
question that I have today is for the Minister for Health,
Ms Hennessy, and it relates to the work being
undertaken by the Asbestos Council of Victoria (ACV),
which also auspices the Gippsland Asbestos Related
Diseases Support (GARDS) group. In this regard the
group, which is staffed entirely by volunteers and relies
upon donations and grants, does have a very significant
set of challenges when it comes to making ends
meet — being able to deliver the educational and
outreach services and support, and being able to
provide equipment to people, many of whom live and
work in Gippsland, who are suffering from asbestosis,
mesothelioma, silicosis and other respiratory diseases.
This is particularly prevalent given the increase in DIY
work as people renovate their own homes. What
support can the minister provide to make sure that ACV
and GARDS are able to continue this work, and how
can we resource them better to give them every
opportunity to continue that really important
community work?

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:43) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Planning. I
refer the minister to the ongoing disintegration of the
buildings atop Jacksons Hill in Sunbury that previously
housed a Victoria University campus. Since the closure
of the university campus during the years of the
Brumby government the grand buildings have sat idle,
and they are rapidly falling into a state of disrepair. The
time has passed for action to protect these buildings and
put them to good use. I ask: what plans does the
minister have to put these buildings back into service
for the benefit of the Sunbury community?

Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:43) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Water. On
behalf of one of my constituents I asked the minister in
March to provide some clarity around who is
responsible for the maintenance of levee banks in the
Strathmerton area. In May I received a reply from the
minister stating that two future options regarding levee
bank maintenance were being considered for inclusion
in a revised regional flood plain management strategy.
The two options being considered were, one, that
landowners or a group of landowners maintain the
levees themselves after obtaining a permit from the
Goulburn Broken Catchment Management Authority;
or two, that the local government authority maintain the
levees.
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My constituent has been informed by Moira shire that
the maintenance of levee banks is not the responsibility
of council. The regional flood plain management
strategy provides no clarity on the issue and is still yet
to achieve its final approval, despite being released in
April 2016. Minister, will you simply answer my
constituent’s query and tell us who is responsible for
levee bank maintenance in the Strathmerton area?

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:44) — I move:
That this house —
(1) notes the failure of the Minister for Families and
Children to comply, to the satisfaction of the Council,
with the following resolutions of the Council requiring
the Minister for Families and Children to table in the
Council certain documents, specifically the resolutions
of —
(a) 8 March 2017 in respect of the proposed new youth
justice facility;
(b) 10 May 2017 in respect of Department of Health
and Human Services Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee (PAEC) briefing documents;
(2) notes that the minister’s failure to comply with the
resolutions of the Council is inconsistent with the
Andrews government’s election commitment to proper
accountability to Parliament by the executive;
(3) further notes the letter from the Attorney-General dated
19 June 2017 in relation to the PAEC documents
outlined in paragraph (1)(b) that ‘the government, on
behalf of the Crown, makes a claim of executive
privilege’ while a freedom of information request for a
subset of the same documents was substantially
provided by the Department of Health and Human
Services on 21 September 2017;
(4) affirms the privileges, immunities and powers conferred
on the Council pursuant to section 19 of the Constitution
Act 1975, and the power to make standing orders under
section 43 of that act;
(5) affirms the right of the Council to require the production
of documents;
(6) is of the firm opinion that the Council is fully entitled to
scrutinise the activities of the government and demand
accountability by the government;
and requires the Minister for Families and Children to table
by 12 noon on the next day of sitting, the documents required
to be tabled by the resolutions of the Council outlined in
paragraph (1)(a) and (b) that have not already been tabled.

This is a very important motion because it actually goes
to the powers of this house in relation to the production
of documents. This motion is about the failure of the
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Minister for Families and Children to comply to the
satisfaction of the Council, if this motion is supported,
with resolutions that were directed to her in terms of the
production of documents in relation to both a proposed
new youth justice facility, which was a motion that was
passed by this house on 8 March 2017, and also in
respect of the Department of Health and Human
Services (DHHS) Public Accounts and Estimates
Commitee briefing documents — a motion that was
passed on 10 May 2017. In both those cases the
documents that were returned — after the regular
holding letter that we get from the Attorney-General,
which says he has not had enough time to comply —
stated that they refused to supply any documents on the
basis of executive privilege.
Executive privilege was outlined in detail by the
Attorney-General back in 2015 and 2016, and I think
we in this house — certainly the Liberals and The
Nationals — have had a view that the government does
have the authority to claim executive privilege
genuinely over documents. But there are genuine
questions about this claim of executive privilege and its
repeated and ongoing use in the absence of any
independent arbiter, for which the standard orders do
provide but which has not been utilised, and some
subsequent actions in one of these specific cases. There
are genuine questions about the ongoing claim of
executive privilege by the government.
I just want to outline both of the documents and their
journeys, what has been provided and what has not in
terms of the logic for having this motion today and why
we think it is important to go back to the minister, with
the support of the house obviously, to say that these
documents should be provided and that a blanket claim
of executive privilege is not acceptable.
The first document relates to a documents motion, as I
said, from back in March 2017 put by Ms Crozier
asking for a copy of the business case for the proposed
new youth justice facility for Victoria, including any
attachments and appendices. This was when the
government had actually claimed and announced that
Werribee South was to be the location of the new youth
justice facility. At the time it was very clear that
Minister Mikakos had previously said that the business
case gave us the preferred location. Clearly the business
case was important in the government’s
decision-making in relation to the selection of Werribee
South as the new youth justice facility location. Of
course there has always been ongoing and clear
commentary from the government that summaries of
business cases are not business cases — whether it be
the east–west link or other situations in the past — and

5133

that when requested a business case should be provided
in full to see these things.
We did have a response, as I have said, from the
Attorney-General in relation to this request for
documents where he said, and I quote:
The government has identified two documents that fall within
the scope of the Legislative Council’s order, and has assessed
these documents against the factors listed in my letters … 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 has determined to withhold both documents
on the basis that their disclosure would be contrary to the
public interest. Disclosure of these documents would, in each
case, directly or indirectly reveal the deliberative processes of
cabinet.

He went on to say:
Notwithstanding that the government has determined to
withhold both documents, it has released information that is
relevant to the Council’s request.

And he provided a web link. The fact is that when you
look for that link, that link is actually broken. There is
no information anywhere on the internet in relation to
the business case for Werribee South. We want to see
very clearly in the analysis of 16 different locations —
and the government talked about the assessment that
was done through the business case — how they
actually chose Werribee South. Of course subsequently
the government changed their mind, backflipped on this
and announced Little River as a site for the new youth
justice facility. We do not even know for a fact whether
it was one of the 16 sites or not. Was that even
considered in that original business case?
We think it is reasonable that even if all of the business
case cannot be released some of the elements of the
business case can be released and that the government
should not just make a blanket claim of executive
privilege against it. These documents should be
provided, especially now that the government has
moved on to a different location. This information
obviously is relevant to that decision-making process
but not directly pertinent to the site that it is being built
on now. So I do not understand what the limitation is in
relation to that information being provided.
The second part of the documents motion relates to
PAEC documents for the Department of Health and
Human Services. These relate to the secretary’s PAEC
briefings that were used for the PAEC inquiry into the
2013–14 and 2014–15 financial performance outcomes
back in February 2016, and the PAEC inquiry into the
2015–16 financial performance outcomes on
15 February 2017. There is a very long history in
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relation to attempting to get some of these documents,
certainly the PAEC documents for that first hearing that
I outlined, which culminated in the production of
documents motion that was passed by this house in
March.
What I found, having put in an FOI request on 2 March
2016 — 18 months ago — was that the FOI request
was constantly refused, with the department constantly
seeking narrowing and constantly seeking refinement.
We had thought it was reasonable to request these
documents because the same request for the same
folders had been made of other departments and
provided through FOI. The Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning, the
Department of Education and Training, the Department
of Treasury and Finance, the Department of Premier
and Cabinet, the Department of Economic
Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources and
Victoria Police had all released these PAEC folders —
with some redactions, which we think is perfectly
reasonable — under FOI. That is why we had an
expectation from DHHS that there would be a release
of these documents under FOI.
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we actually had this documents motion because we had
not heard back for what was then 15 months.
Subsequent to that we actually had a response from the
government in relation to this documents motion. The
letter came back from the Attorney-General on 20 June
2017, saying:
The government has identified two briefing folders 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 not produce the documents.
The government considers that producing the documents
would be prejudicial to the public interest. Accordingly, the
government, on behalf of the Crown, makes a claim of
executive privilege in relation to the documents, on the
grounds set out in the enclosed schedule.

The schedule goes on to say:
Executive privilege is claimed over part of this document on
the basis that:
…

What I found over an extended period of time was a
continual claim that these documents were too
voluminous and that the request needed to be narrowed
down. In fact I had some commentary to the effect of a
request for rescoping that took over 100 days. We were
also told that the request was an unreasonable diversion
of resources and asked whether we could rescope it
before it was refused. We went through this process
multiple times. We rescoped. I was actually provided
with information that any request for documents in
excess of 300 pages is likely to present an unreasonable
diversion of resources, so I rescoped my FOI request to
be 300 pages, and that went back within a couple of
days. Once again, after an extended period of time, I
got a letter back saying I had identified 57 briefs
totalling 300 pages but that that was also to be refused.
In fact the comment was that it was too voluminous and
it would not be able to be done, even though I had done
exactly what I had been asked to do.
I subsequently received a letter from the FOI officer in
the Department of Health and Human Services office
saying:
I apologise for any confusion created by my reference to page
numbers … In future letters the range of factors will be made
clearer.

I think what we see is an ongoing process of trying to
avoid responding through FOI. We got to a situation
where in early February I had rescoped the request to
quite a small request. On 10 May, three months later,

full disclosure would reveal the high-level confidential
deliberative processes of the executive government or
otherwise jeopardise the necessary relationship of trust
and confidence between ministers and public officials.

Given that letter in June, we then put a motion very
similar to these two documents motions, saying, ‘Sorry,
blank refusal on the grounds of executive privilege is
not acceptable’, interestingly because many of these
PAEC documents had been provided through FOI. On
8 December I gave notice of a motion in relation to the
escalation of these documents motions, and on
13 September we informed all members of the house
that we would be debating it in the subsequent weeks.
Amazingly and surprisingly, on 18 September I actually
received the FOI which I had requested 18 months
earlier, but rescoped over a period of time, in the mail.
So a document that had been refused by this house on
the basis of executive privilege was largely provided to
me under the FOI previously requested. It is not heavily
redacted. Of 125 pages that have been identified by the
departmental officer, 104 pages are wholly or partly
provided. So we have actually got 80 per cent of a
document — pretty much, roughly — provided under
FOI that had previously been refused to this house.
I think this is unprecedented. I think it is unprecedented
that the Attorney-General has used the claim of
executive privilege on a range of different bases, as I
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have outlined, to refuse to provide a single page and
that that has then been provided under FOI.

process that is being exploited. On that basis, I
commend this motion to the house.

What we are seeing here is a very concerning action on
behalf of the Attorney-General and on behalf of this
government. We are consistently seeing blanket claims
of executive privilege, and this fulfilment through FOI
is actually demonstrating contempt for this house, given
that it has been released under another process. It makes
a mockery, I have got to say, of the government’s
claims to a commitment to transparency and
accountability in this house, and I think it demonstrates
that there are serious questions for this house as a result
of a claim of executive privilege that the government
and the Attorney-General regularly make — they make
it time and time again in relation to documents
motions — when in this case clearly, and potentially in
others as well, it is actually a political convenience that
is rolled out at the Attorney’s discretion to refuse to
provide these documents as requested through the
house.

Sitting suspended 1.02 p.m. until 2.04 p.m.

How can this house have confidence in the
Attorney-General’s future claims or even past claims of
executive privilege — and there is an expectation of the
government to accept the claims of executive
privilege — when there clearly is the capacity to release
documents that they have put these blanket claims
over? I think it actually very significantly undermines
the confidence of this house in the government’s claims
of executive privilege and it really goes to a
fundamental issue of the relationship between this
government and this Parliament and especially its
relationship with the chief law officer of the state. I
think this is an unprecedented situation, an exceptional
situation that, though, potentially opens a window on
the use of these claims of executive privilege by the
government and an expectation that the house will take
them on face value.
I think as a result of that we clearly need an
independent arbiter in relation to dealing with these
issues, but I think in terms of this motion, this motion
warrants support. It warrants the government going
back on their claims of executive privilege to assess
those documents and to make a call and a commitment
that documents that can and should be released are,
through the request of this house and the clear authority
that this house has in relation to making those requests.
On that basis I think this motion is very important both
on a specific level but also on a broader level in relation
to how the government treats this house, how the chief
law officer responds to this house in relation to the
regular documents motions that we have and whether it
is a genuine claim of executive privilege or a political

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr LEANE
(Eastern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Standing orders
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(14:05) — I move:
That in relation to the Environment Protection Amendment
(Banning Plastic Bags, Packaging and Microbeads) Bill 2016,
standing orders be suspended to the extent necessary to allow
for further debate on the question ‘That the bill be now read a
second time’ to which members are limited to 15 minutes
each.

Motion agreed to.

ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION
AMENDMENT (BANNING PLASTIC BAGS,
PACKAGING AND MICROBEADS)
BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 31 August 2016; motion of
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan).
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (14:06) — I
am pleased to make a further contribution to the
Environment Protection Amendment (Banning Plastic
Bags, Packaging and Microbeads) Bill 2016, noting my
earlier comments that this had been brought by the
Greens in good faith. It is seeking to achieve a good
outcome. The opposition took the view that this bill
needed to go to a committee, and it did.
The Environment and Planning Committee took
submissions and put a report to this chamber some
while ago. There were a number of key aspects to that
report. One of them was our belief that a regulatory
impact statement ought to have been undertaken before
this proceeded to a final outcome, and that is still a
legitimate point. A series of other recommendations
were made, and in my chairman’s foreword to that
report I made the point that the opposition was
concerned to protect the environment on one hand but
also very cautiously aware of the need not to impose
costs on the community and on business, and to ensure
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that household budgets that are being hit at every turn at
the moment are not further impeded or further set upon.

perishable fruit or vegetables. There are a series of
other consequential amendments.

I want to thank those, as I have said already in this
chamber, who submitted to that inquiry, and I think the
all-party nature of the response was important in
providing a sensible way forward. Notwithstanding
that, the government has not responded, because the
six-month period has not yet been reached since the
report was published I think in June. I cast no
aspersions on the government’s failure to respond in
this time period, because obviously it is within that
six-month time period.

This is in a sense a more moderate way forward, a more
thoughtful way forward and a way that we think is in
concordance with the community view, but is likely to
cause less difficulty. We are also very aware that, in the
interim between the inquiry’s activities and the Greens
bringing this forward again, Woolworths and the other
large supermarket chain, Coles, have come forward
with their own statements about what they will do with
plastic bags.

In one sense it would be better if the government had
responded and/or the period had elapsed, as we would
then be in a position to have the advice of the
bureaucracy as to the best ways to proceed and perhaps
we would have had the regulatory impact statements
that I think are an important aspect. Notwithstanding all
that, it is an important issue and the opposition — that
is, the Liberal Party and the National Party — is very
aware of the challenge that is provided by plastic bags
and microbeads and the impact they have on our
environment.
In that context on behalf of the opposition and
Mr Wakeling, the opposition’s shadow environment
spokesperson in the other place, I will circulate
amendments which will be proposed in committee by
the opposition.
Opposition amendments circulated by Mr DAVIS
(Southern Metropolitan) pursuant to standing
orders.
Mr DAVIS — The amendments do several things.
They seek to ban the provision of plastic shopping bags
for the purpose of enabling goods sold or to be sold by
the retailer to be carried from the retailer’s premises.
This will apply to shopping bags made in whole or in
part of polyethylene, with a thickness of less than
35 microns, with handles, unless exempted by the
minister. The ban would not apply to biodegradable
bags and barrier bags for fruit and vegetables et cetera,
as defined, or to a plastic bag that is an integral part of
the packaging in which goods are sealed before sale.
The provision would apply from 1 January 2019. It
would create an offence for a retailer unless with
reasonable excuse to sell or a supply goods providing
prohibited plastic microbeads. The provision would
apply from 1 July 2020. The amendments would
remove the provision from the bill relating to the use of
restricted packaging — that is, polyethylene and
polystyrene — for the purpose of wrapping or storing

Mr Dalidakis — Woolworths and Coles.
Mr DAVIS — Yes, Woolworths and Coles. I said,
‘Woolworths and the other one, Coles’. Both of them
have come forward with an agreed policy, and I
welcome large retailers taking the initiative on
environmental projects. I think that that is sensible. It
may well meet with community expectation, and I think
that they are doing this under their own accord.
Now, the government has said that it will look at the
committee’s report and look at the bill. It favours a
national approach, but has not ruled out going it alone,
as it was described. Notwithstanding that, I feel
duty-bound to put on the record that there is an aspect
of panic in the government’s decision. I note that the
Greens have brought this bill forward before the
government’s response, and I note that there is an
aspect of — how can I say, dear, dear, dear — politics
in this, that the Greens have suddenly brought this
forward in the midst of a by-election in Northcote —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DAVIS — It is a total coincidence.
Mr Dalidakis — What’s that?
Mr DAVIS — Well, that this has been brought
forward. We need to respond.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr DAVIS — Ms Crozier, we need to respond to
the bill that has come before us and we are faced with
choices. In that consequence, I have laid out what I
preferred as the way forward and I have laid out the
work of the Environment and Planning Committee, and
I pay tribute to all of the members of the committee and
to the submitters to the committee. I have laid out the
way forward. Mr Melhem and I were both present at
many of those hearings, and Ms Dunn and others were
present at these hearings and the deliberations of the
committee. I think Mr Melhem and I shared many
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points in common. We were both concerned about the
costs to consumers and the costs to businesses, and the
possible impact there. But we note that there is a
legitimate case for restricting the use of plastic bags,
and the opposition obviously signalled its intention
yesterday given that the Greens have brought this bill
on and brought it on in reality before the government’s
response to the committee’s report. So we are faced
with a set of situations and we will need to make a
decision, and I have explained the way we will seek to
amend the bill.
The first point I will make is this: we will not oppose
the second reading. We will seek to amend the bill in
committee, as I have outlined, but we would want to
see those amendments made, otherwise we would feel
duty-bound to oppose the bill at that point. In its current
form, we would oppose the bill, but if it is amended in
the way that the opposition seeks to amend it, as I have
outlined, that would be a fairer way forward. We think
that the steps that we have outlined are balanced. We
think the steps that we have outlined are less impactful.
We think the steps that we have outlined are reasonable
and, in those circumstances, we will seek to amend it in
the way that is outlined.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (14:14) —
As Mr Davis said, when the bill was before the house
last time, it was referred to a committee. We did spend
a great deal of time taking evidence from witnesses, we
had a number of submissions as well put to the
committee and we heard from various stakeholders in
relation to aspects of the bill. Now the committee has
put out a recommendation. I was on that particular
committee as well. It was a good committee, on some
references.
The committee put out a number of
recommendations — in fact, three recommendations.
The first recommendation was that:
The bill should explicitly exclude plastic bags that constitute
an integral part of product packaging prior to sale.

That is basically one of the concerns that was raised in
relation to some products currently needing to be
packaged using plastic to prolong the life of those
particular products. I think that was acknowledged, and
a differentiation was made between that and single-use
plastic bags, so that is one of the recommendations the
committee put out. The second recommendation was:
The committee is of the view that this issue warrants further
consideration in implementing any future legislative
framework.

The reason behind that particular recommendation is
that there have been a lot of various views in relation to
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implementation dates and what the particular legislation
should cover or not cover, and there was the issue about
the microbeads as well and the packaged goods. We
heard from a number of witnesses in relation to, for
example, polystyrene where people are using packaged
boxes to deliver fruit and vegetables to various markets.
It has become a very complex issue, so the committee
formed the view that further work needed to be done
basically before we finalise the legislation.
I want to commend Ms Springle for bringing the bill to
the house. I do not want that to be misconstrued, that
we do not support that direction. I will come back to
that in a minute. I wanted to make that point.
The committee also noted:
… that legislation enacted in South Australia, Tasmania,
Australian Capital Territory and Northern Territory is
narrower in scope, relating only to single-use plastic bags.

The committee found that:
… it is not clear what form a federal legislative ban would
take should a voluntary ban fail.

Some of the arguments we heard from in particular the
retail industry were that if you have a particular ban in a
particular state, it might contradict other states and it
might cause some problems. I do not necessarily agree
with that, but they were some of the arguments that we
heard and hence why finding 6 of the committee talked
about what we would do in the federal jurisdiction.
Finding 7 reads:
The committee notes that the bill does not provide for a fee to
be charged to purchase plastic bags at point of sale; it goes
instead with a ban on ‘supply and sale’.

Which then brings us to recommendation 3:
The government undertake a formal assessment of the impact
of the bill on communities, families, individuals, businesses
and the environment.

Whilst the government has not formally responded to
the committee’s report, we can take into account the
announcement by the Premier on Tuesday, 17 October,
which made it clear that an Andrews Labor government
will look at banning single-use plastic bags in the state
of Victoria. Further, this morning Minister D’Ambrosio
launched a discussion paper which asked for feedback
about how Victoria can reduce the impact of plastic
pollution on the environment, and that will include a
ban on plastic bags. So basically the government has
responded, and it has accepted that a ban on plastic
bags has to happen, and it is going a bit beyond that by
looking at all of the associated plastic products and the
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impact they are having on the environment, the landfill
et cetera.

everyone is happy with. With these comments I will sit
down.

This picks up on the committee’s three
recommendations, which as I mentioned earlier,
actually emphasise the need to make sure the legislative
framework is done correctly and there is a focus on
consultation with the larger community in relation to
how we can actually arrive at that point — what is the
best possible framework to put in place to ban plastic
bags and to deliver on the spirit and the intent of what
the committee have deliberated on and what the Greens
bill proposes so as to make sure that we tick all these
boxes and deliver these outcomes?

Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(14:22) — It is with great pleasure that I rise today to
speak on the Environment Protection Amendment
(Banning Plastic Bags, Packaging and Microbeads) Bill
2016, which I introduced to this house over a year ago.
Today we resume the debate after all of that time, and
since that time there have been quite a number of
significant developments in the wider context of this
debate that are worth noting before I proceed to the
specifics of the bill.

Against that background I understand there are a
number of amendments that have been proposed by the
Greens and by the opposition. I think there may be a
clash between the Greens and opposition amendments,
but that is probably another reason to look at what the
government announced yesterday and today in relation
to banning plastic bags. I think it would be wise to
basically follow the process announced by the Premier
on Tuesday, which is that there will be a total ban on
single-use bags. There was the announcement made
this morning by Minister D’Ambrosio to start the
community consultation process, and I am sure there
will be discussions with the various parties, with the
Greens and the opposition, in relation to a tidy up of
legislation or a bill to capture the issues that were put
together by the committee and various parties to make
sure that we have got the right legislation brought back
to this place. Then hopefully we can have an effective
ban on single-use plastic bags, which personally I will
be supportive of; if Aldi can do it, I am sure Coles and
Woolworths and other providers can do it.

I would actually like to just take up a couple of points
that were raised in the two contributions we have just
heard. One is that the government have not had the
opportunity to reply to the inquiry’s report, and that is
absolutely the truth. The reason we have made the
executive decision to come back with the bill before
that report is that it is a six-month period, which is quite
a substantial amount of time, and the plastic pollution
issue is growing as a crisis; we cannot afford to wait
any longer for action of this sort. That is why we are
debating this bill today.
I would also like to acknowledge that the government,
as Mr Melhem has just pointed out, have made an
announcement overnight around single-use plastic bags.
We have no detail at this point, and so therefore while I
appreciate the sentiment of the government — and I am
not going to make comment on the motivation or the
politics around that — in the Greens’ view our plan is
the better plan; it is a better mechanism for what
actually needs to happen and that is to stop plastic at its
source.

I do not think there is any disagreement from anyone
about banning single-use plastic bags. I think the
question before this house and against the background I
have just outlined is that we need to make sure that the
bill is redrafted in such a way where we take the
community with us and address whatever concerns
might come out of the discussion paper launched this
morning by Minister D’Ambrosio. We can then come
back with a bill which will enjoy the support of all
parties.

To get on to the specifics of the bill and events that
have happened since we debated this in the house, there
has been an incredible amount of research that has been
undertaken and published over the past year on the
presence and impact of plastic pollution in the
environment. There is sound evidence of the extent of
plastic pollution in our environment and the impact of
this pollution on marine ecosystems. The inquiry into
the bill heard evidence to this effect. Members of this
house have previously acknowledged the gravity of this
environmental challenge.

With those comments, unfortunately we will not be
supporting the bill, but I do not want that to be
misconstrued: we are supportive of the principles
around what the bill is trying to achieve; I have
addressed that, the Premier addressed that on Tuesday
and Minister D’Ambrosio addressed it today. It is just a
matter of making sure we get it right and bring it back
to this house, and then hopefully we will have a bill that

In 2017, however, we have started to see a groundswell
in research aiming to improve our understanding of this
challenge but also to understand the potential impacts
on the marine and land food web. This research has
homed in on the potential public health impacts of
plastic pollution both at this point in time and in the
future, when generations will be dealing with far higher
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levels of plastic pollution unless drastic action is taken
now. The result of recent research is cause for grave
concern, and it proves immediate action on plastic
pollution is absolutely vital.
We already know that about 50 species of fish are
eating tiny pieces of plastics known as microplastics.
Research published in August by researchers from the
University of California and the San Francisco
aquarium found that microplastics can induce foraging
behaviour in anchovy schools. This means they are
attracted to microplastics as a source of food. With
numerous other fish species and humans consuming
whole anchovies, it is clear that one way or another we
are eating plastic. In larger fish species microplastics
that are consumed end up in the gut and are largely
removed prior to human consumption, but there is
evidence to show that a small fraction is absorbed into
the tissue of the fish and potentially consumed by
humans. Of course when we eat shellfish we eat the
whole animal, plastics and all. Over the past few years
scientists have found microplastics in mussels in China,
France, Belgium and the Netherlands. According to
researchers at the Ghent University in Belgium,
shellfish lovers are eating up to 11 000 plastic
fragments every year.
Sea salt has also been affected, so those of us who are
not eating fish are sprinkling microplastics on other
food. Studies undertaken by researchers from the US,
China, Spain and the UK have found plastic particles in
sea salt purchased in Australia, the United States,
Malaysia, New Zealand, Portugal, South Africa and
China. Researchers say that because sea salt originates
from the ocean, sea salt purchased anywhere in the
world is likely to be contaminated.
But perhaps the most alarming finding has come from
the international research published last month on the
presence of microplastics in drinking water. Orb Media
studied 120 samples of tap water from 13 countries
around the world, finding plastic contamination in
83 per cent of samples. No Australian samples were
included in the study, so it is not known whether our
drinking water is contaminated. Last month I called on
the environment minister to determine whether our
water contains plastic particles, and I look forward to
her response on that issue. Scientists say that if
microplastics are in tap water, they are almost certainly
in a wide range of the foods we buy from supermarkets,
including baby food.
While it is true that we are actually absorbing a very
small fraction of the microplastics we consume, it is
also true to say that we do not fully understand the
health aspects of consuming plastic. Scientists have
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been grappling with this challenge for a while. One of
the problems is that almost all of us are ingesting
microplastics, so forming a control group of people
who have not been exposed is extremely difficult. Let
us take a moment to absorb that information because it
is both astonishing and frightening.
One study by the Johns Hopkins Bloomberg School of
Public Health and Arizona State University found
detectable levels of the plastic bisphenol A in the urine
of 95 per cent of the adult population of the United
States. One thing is clear: even if it is not a significant
health problem right now, it is very likely to become
one in the near future as the vast amount of plastic
already in the environment breaks down and enters our
waterways and food chains.
Last year I said that the jury was in and that the
evidence base compels us to act urgently to reduce the
amount of plastic we produce, use and either litter or
dispose of through other means. The year 2017 has
been a game changer. Under the weight of evidence
before us, no delay is justifiable, which is why, as I
pointed out, we are here today. We cannot continue
with business as usual. Large numbers of Victorians
and Australians understand this. There is a huge amount
of support for this legislation within Victorian
communities. They are sick and tired of cleaning up
their parks, waterways and beaches, and they want the
government to follow through on promises of action
that we have been hearing for over a decade now. What
they do not understand is why this is taking so long.
While members of this house have historically found it
difficult to agree on how this issue should be tackled,
what we do have at least is a widespread agreement that
it presents a major challenge. Previous debate on this
bill has demonstrated near-universal acknowledgement
of the problem of plastic pollution by members of this
house. The Greens have put forward a solution. It is
ambitious and it is comprehensive. I make no apologies
for that, because ambitious and comprehensive is
exactly what is needed. Evidence heard by the
Environment and Planning Committee and by the
Senate committee before that has demonstrated this
beyond a doubt.
Other jurisdictions, both within Australia and
internationally, are taking this evidence very seriously.
India’s capital, Delhi, this year introduced a prohibition
on plastic cutlery, bags, cups and other forms of
single-use plastic. Last year France introduced a
national ban on plastic bags, plates and cutlery. In the
UK, Scotland this year announced that it will develop a
container deposit scheme, and an inquiry into a
potential scheme for England has been reopened. This
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follows the announcement of an inquiry into the
overconsumption of other plastic products, including
disposable coffee cups.
Despite years of promised action in Victoria, we are yet
to see any real progress on excessive plastic
consumption and pollution. But we have here today a
chance to change that. In speaking on the bill last year,
Ms Shing made a considered and comprehensive
contribution that acknowledged the importance of the
problem this bill aims to solve. Her arguments,
supported by the contributions of Ms Tierney and
Mr Leane, focused on several key issues: the range of
plastic products included, namely all plastic bags except
those exempted by the minister; and secondly the
impact on retailers and on consumer choice and
convenience. These arguments essentially boiled down
to the task being too complex or at least too complex to
be met by this bill.
I have already acknowledged that this bill is highly
ambitious, but it is also very clear and it is completely
feasible. It requires industry to change business
practices and it requires people to change consumption
practices, but the stakes are incredibly high and these
practices can and must be changed. We have seen it
done elsewhere, and we know it can happen in Victoria
and across Australia as well. Working with industry
under the Australian packaging covenant and
potentially bilateral initiatives is a necessary and
sometimes highly productive way of achieving change.
Mr Davis’s contribution to the debate on the bill last
year focused on the importance of collaboration in this
area, but in relation to plastic consumption very little
has been achieved over the past 10 years. On that note I
must congratulate Woolworths and Coles on their
recent decision to phase out single-use plastic bags, but
this is a first step and it will not solve the problem at
hand.
The other key line of argument against this bill has
focused on the relatively low litter rates in Victoria
compared to other Australian states. This line of
defence is frankly nothing more than a red herring.
Waste management is not just about pollution, and
pollution is not simply about how much we litter and
therefore how much waste escapes our management
systems and ends up in our natural environment. The
fact is that Victorians and Australians produce vast
amounts of waste. Data published by the Organisation
for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD)
shows that Australians are among the highest producers
of waste per capita amongst all OECD countries. We
produce so much waste, including vast amounts of soft
plastics, that our waste management system simply is
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not capable of handling it. I will come back to this point
shortly.
Waste avoidance is of course not just a policy priority
of the Greens party. Section 1I of the Environment
Protection Act 1970 enshrines the principle of wastes
hierarchy in Victorian law. It states that:
Wastes should be managed in accordance with the following
order of preference—
(a) avoidance;
(b) re-use;
(c) re-cycling;
(d) recovery of energy;
(e) treatment;
(f)

containment;

(g) disposal.

Much of the stated opposition to this bill has focused on
recycling, containment and disposal. There are two
points to make in relation to this. Firstly, these appear at
third, sixth and seventh position in the wastes hierarchy.
Waste avoidance, one of the key objectives of this bill,
is of course the most preferred method of waste
management. It is not good enough to defend the
rampant production, use and disposal of plastic bags by
citing the importance of consumer choice or
inconvenience to businesses. Our efforts need to move
higher up the waste hierarchy, with increased emphasis
on avoidance and re-use. There is a clear basis in law
for this argument, and a strong basis in environmental
and social ethics.
The second point to make is a practical one. The current
level of plastic bag use in Victoria far exceeds our
capacity to recycle, and looking further down the
wastes hierarchy, it exceeds capacity to recover energy.
That issue has been dealt with in part by exporting
significant quantities of plastic waste to date; however,
this has recently become a less viable option. In July
this year China announced to the World Trade
Organisation that from the end of 2017 it will no longer
accept any imports of plastic waste. As part of a pilot
project several years ago, the Australian Bureau of
Statistics published statistics on Australia’s waste
exports over the period from 1997 to 2012. In the
2011–12 financial year these exports included
175 000 tonnes of plastic waste. China was the
second-biggest recipient of Australia’s plastic waste,
receiving 45 000 tonnes. As of January 2018 we have a
huge plastic problem, and as yet there has been no
formal indication from the government of any solution,
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let alone one that is sustainable and minimises negative
impacts on the environment.
In Victoria we have seen a surge in interest in waste
energy technologies recently, but burning plastic is not
the answer regardless of whether the process produces
energy. We must create stronger legislation, incentives
and support for waste avoidance. We must return to
first principles here — in this case the waste
management hierarchy. It is not just an environmental
imperative; this is a fundamental shift in the production
of waste which has a huge amount of public support as
well as being grounded in global waste management
principles and Victorian legislation.
I do have amendments to this bill that I would like
circulated now if that is possible, and I will talk to these
later down the track.
Greens amendments circulated by Ms SPRINGLE
(South Eastern Metropolitan) pursuant to standing
orders.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (14:41) — This
bill has obviously been debated at length. We have
made short contributions today in light of the Greens
bringing it forward and in light of the parliamentary
committee report, noting that the government has not
responded to the parliamentary committee report,
noting the announcements made by Woolworths and
Coles and noting the panicked announcement made by
the Premier last night in a fit of urgency, if I could
describe it that way.
I will seek guidance from the Acting President and the
clerks as we move through this. We have already
circulated our amendments, and the Greens have
circulated their respective amendments. My
understanding is that my amendment 1 stands alone and
is not a test for any other matter. Is that correct, Acting
President? That is my understanding. If I need to be
corrected on that I am happy to be corrected, but I think
it stands alone. It is on the first clause, obviously. I
move:
1.

Clause 1, lines 4 to 5, omit “and plastic and polystyrene
packaging”.
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The point I would make on this is that it makes it easier
for industry and easier for consumers in the way that it
is framed.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) — For
clarification, Mr Davis, your amendment 1, which you
have moved already, is a test for amendments 6 and 9,
11 and 12, 14 to 17, 20 to 23, 26, 29, 31 and 32. Are we
clear on this?
Mr DAVIS — Yes.
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(14:46) — The Greens will not be supporting this
amendment. One of the integral parts of this bill is to
raise the bar above taking out plastic bags from
consumption and looking at other modes of consumable
single-use plastic. This would be a fundamental change
to the bill that we are not prepared to support.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) (14:47) — The
government will not be supporting this amendment
either. Removing the provision from the bill relating to
the use of restricted packaging for the purpose of
wrapping or storing perishable fruit and vegetables is
something that we will be considering as part of our
consultation that was proposed by the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change publicly this
morning. We would be concerned about making sure
that the community, one, reduces packages, but also we
are concerned about food waste if you are taking away
integral packaging that extends the life of food.
However, I would put on record that my pet hate is
packaging of individual cucumbers in supermarkets.
Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 17
Bath, Ms
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms
Morris, Mr

O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr (Teller)
Patten, Ms (Teller)
Peulich, Mrs
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

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

Mulino, Mr
Pennicuik, Ms (Teller)
Pulford, Ms
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Young, Mr
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Pairs
Atkinson, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Eideh, Mr
Greens vacancy,

Amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to.
Committee interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar)
(14:54) — Order! Members, I would like to bring to
your attention that we have in the house a former
member from the Legislative Assembly, Mr Maughan,
who is now walking out. It is nice to see you. Welcome.

ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION
AMENDMENT (BANNING PLASTIC BAGS,
PACKAGING AND MICROBEADS)
BILL 2016
Committee
Committee resumed.
Clause 2
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(14:55) — I move:
1.

Clause 2, line 9, omit “1 March 2017” and insert “1 July
2018”.

2.

Clause 2, page 2, line 2, omit “1 September 2017” and
insert “1 January 2019”.

These two amendments are around the fact that we are
12 months down the track from the introduction of this
bill and the original dates have lapsed. Therefore we
have pushed them forward so that we would have an
eight-month lead time from the date of debate to the
commencement of the ban. From the commencement
date retailers will be required to display notices that
certain plastic bags and fresh produce packaging will be
prohibited from 1 January 2019.
The offence of supplying, selling or providing products
containing microbeads will come into force on the
commencement date of 1 July 2018. While changes in
relation to plastic bags and packaging will require some
planning, the prohibition of products containing
microbeads is fairly straightforward, hence this
provision coming into effect at this time. More lead
time is provided for the development of regulations and
implementation of the ban on plastic bags and restricted
packaging. The offences of supplying plastic bags and
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fresh produce in restricted packaging will come into
force from 1 January 2019. The amendments to date are
aimed at addressing concerns regarding the
implementation time frame that were raised during the
second-reading debate.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (14:57) — Let me just say that this has been
the most interest I have taken in a Wednesday for the
last three years as a minister. I will begin by being more
generous. Firstly, I will take the opportunity to
congratulate Ms Springle on her elevation.
This is an important issue of public policy that we have
before us. Given I have spoken on this issue in the
house before, I will take the opportunity to ask
Ms Springle a question in relation to her proposed
amendments, particularly the proposed amendments to
clause 2 of her bill. As I understand it, amendment 1
seeks to move the date forward to the middle of next
year. Effectively that provides eight months lead time
until the ban. Retailers are telling our government that
they need a longer lead time — at least 12 months. This
is a big change that is being proposed here. So I ask
Ms Springle to explain what the Greens party proposes
retailers do with that excess stock that they might have,
and I also ask would they expect leftover plastic bags to
go to landfill — something I would have thought they
would be seeking to avoid. That is what this is all
about — this whole debate.
Ms SPRINGLE — I thank the minister for her
question, and it is not lost on me that the roles are
reversed in today’s non-government business time. I
thank her for that question. It is a good question. I
would put to the minister that we have increased the
lead time slightly from the original proposal, which was
six months. We have increased that to eight months. I
accept that perhaps for some businesses that may
present a challenge, but I think any time frame that you
put to this is not going to keep everyone happy and so
we felt this was a compromise in terms of taking on
board some of the criticism of a six-month time frame.
In terms of the disposal of existing stock, we most
certainly would not be supportive of it going to landfill.
However, there are increasing technologies and
processes that are being implemented by industry
around recycling, including recycling of soft plastics. I
would suggest that that is something that needs to be
closely monitored and that government would need to
work with business to work through those issues.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
The question is that amendments 1 and 2 moved by
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Ms Springle, which are a test for her proposed
amendments 4 to 11 inclusive, be agreed to.

around this, and therefore the Greens will not be
supporting the amendment.

Committee divided on amendments:

Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) (15:09) — The
government will also not be supporting this
amendment. Biodegradable bags sometimes sound
better than what they are. That can actually sometimes
be part of the problem. They can break down into small
pieces of plastic and cause problems for marine life and
our ocean waterways. We would say that the plastics
pollution consultation paper launched by
Minister D’Ambrosio calls for the community to share
their views on this topic.

Ayes, 21
Bath, Ms
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Hartland, Ms
Lovell, Ms
Morris, Mr (Teller)
O’Donohue, Mr (Teller)

Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms
Peulich, Mrs
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Springle, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms

Noes, 14
Carling-Jenkins, Dr (Teller)
Dalidakis, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr (Teller)

Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr
Pulford, Ms
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms

Pairs
Greens vacancy

Eideh, Mr

Amendments agreed to.
Amended clause agreed to; clause 3 agreed to.
Clause 4
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (15:08) — I
move:
4.

Clause 4, after line 12 insert —
“barrier bag means a bag used to carry unpackaged
perishable food, including but not limited to fruit,
vegetables, meat and fish;”
biodegradable bag means a bag comprised of material
of a type that has been assessed in accordance with the
relevant standard and can, in accordance with the
relevant standard, be designated as compostable;”.

I will again seek your clarification on the clerks’
position on which other clauses this tests, if any.
Ms SPRINGLE — The Greens will not be
supporting this amendment. It is effectively a
superfluous amendment, given that the minister can
exempt any type of plastic bag that she sees fit as long
as she can justify it to the Parliament. Therefore these
additional sorts of bags that Mr Davis is attempting to
put into the legislation could effectively be placed
under an exemption by the minister. That mechanism is
there for a reason: it is to give the minister flexibility

Ms MIKAKOS — Ms Symes has put forward the
government’s view on the amendment of Mr Davis, but
I want to ask Ms Springle a question in relation to the
clause more broadly. As I understand it, evidence was
given by industry groups during the parliamentary
inquiry process that the Greens party had not consulted
with industry at all in relation to the definitions,
obligations and exemptions under the clause before
they brought the bill to the house. So I do ask
Ms Springle what consultation the Greens party did
have with industry prior to the bill coming to the house.
Ms SPRINGLE — Thank you for that question. I
would say to the minister that we did reach out to some
of the major industry bodies, including Coles and
Woolworths. We did meet with Coles. Woolworths
were not interested in meeting with the Greens over this
bill. But we did put out an exposure draft of the bill. We
had over 500 submissions from community groups,
individuals and other organisations giving us feedback
on the bill. The bill was up on our website, and we sent
out a lot of invitations to stakeholders to submit their
feedback on the bill. I think it was up on the website for
a couple of months, so we felt at the time that we had
consulted broadly. There is always more you can do,
but we certainly did make an effort. And as I said, we
did at least meet with Coles, as a multinational
corporation, in relation to the bill.
Ms MIKAKOS — Just further to that, I am curious
to know whether the Greens political party received any
submissions directly from industry groups?
Ms SPRINGLE — Not that I am aware of.
Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 17
Bath, Ms (Teller)
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr

O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Patten, Ms
Peulich, Mrs
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Finn, Mr (Teller)
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms
Morris, Mr

Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Noes, 19
Bourman, Mr
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

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

Amendment agreed to.
Ms SPRINGLE — I move:
4.

Mr DAVIS — I move:
5.

Eideh, Mr
Greens vacancy

(a) is made, in whole or in part, of polyethylene
with a thickness of less than 35 microns; and
(b) has handles; and
(c) is provided for the purpose of enabling goods
that are sold, or to be sold, by a retailer, to be
carried from the retailer’s premises; and

Ms SPRINGLE — I move:
Clause 4, lines 13 to 15, omit all words and expressions
on these lines and insert—

(d) is not a biodegradable bag, barrier bag, or a
plastic bag that is an integral part of the
packaging in which goods are sealed before
sale;”.

“exempt plastic bag means a plastic bag that —
(a) is an integral part of the packaging in which
goods are sealed before sale; and
(b) is declared to be an exempt plastic bag by the
Minister;”.

We do have an amendment that has been drafted in
response to the recommendations made by the
Environment and Planning Committee in its final report
on the inquiry on this bill. The first recommendation
was to exclude plastic bags that are an integral
component of packaging. Amendments 3 and 4 would
implement this recommendation by excluding plastic
bags and packaging that are an integral component of
packaging. The regulations would provide further
clarity, but the clear intent is that for packaging to be
integral it must be both fundamental and necessary. By
way of an example, a bag would be integral to sliced
bread or blueberries but it would not be necessary for
apples or potatoes, both of which are already sold as
loose items.
Ms SYMES — The government will not be
supporting this amendment to the bill. It is good that
there is some response to the committee that examined
the issue. Of course the original scope of the ban was a
little bit concerning to us. However, in relation to the
amendment, we think that there is a little bit more that
can be done in relation to consultation and getting this
right, so at this time we are not supporting the
amendment.

Clause 4, lines 16 to 26, omit all words and phrases on
these lines and insert—
“prohibited plastic bag means a plastic shopping bag
that—

Amendment negatived.

3.

Clause 4, page 3, line 3, omit “polystyrene.” and insert
“polystyrene, except where packaging is an integral part
of the packaging in which goods are sealed before sale.”.

Amendment agreed to.

Pairs
Atkinson, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
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Amendment 5 is an amendment to clause 4, and it
provides definitions of prohibited plastic bags.
Amendment negatived.
Ms SPRINGLE — I move:
5.

Clause 4, page 3, line 5, omit “1 March 2017” and
insert “1 July 2018”.

6.

Clause 4, page 3, line 6, omit “1 March 2017” and insert
“1 July 2018”.

Mr DAVIS — The opposition will not oppose these
amendments. They change dates, and these are largely
sensible and in line with our direction.
Amendments agreed to.
Ms SPRINGLE — I move:
7.

Clause 4, page 3, line 11, omit “1 September 2017” and
insert “1 January 2019”.

Amendment agreed to.
Ms SPRINGLE — I move:
8.

Clause 4, page 3, line 23, omit “1 September 2017” and
insert “1 January 2019”.

Amendment agreed to.
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Mr DAVIS — Acting President, I indicate that the
coalition has seen the test on a number of these
amendments, and it is clear that the bill is no longer
supportable by the coalition because a number of our
amendments have been unsuccessful. In that
circumstance we will vote against the bill when it
comes to the third reading.
Ms SPRINGLE — I move:
9.

Clause 4, page 6, lines 29 to 30, omit “1 September
2017 and ending on 30 June 2018” and insert “1 July
2018 and ending on 30 June 2019”.

Amendment agreed to.
Ms SPRINGLE — I move:
10. Clause 4, page 7, lines 31 to 32, omit “1 September
2018 but no later than 31 August 2019” and insert
“1 July 2019 but no later than 30 June 2020”.

Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clauses 5 to 8 agreed to.
Clause 9
Ms SPRINGLE — I move:
11. Clause 9, line 27, omit “1 September 2018” and insert
“1 January 2019”.

Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to.
Reported to house with amendments.
Report adopted.
Third reading
The PRESIDENT — The question is:
That the bill be now read a third time and do pass.

House divided on question:
Ayes, 4
Dunn, Ms
Hartland, Ms (Teller)

Pennicuik, Ms
Springle, Ms (Teller)

Noes, 34
Atkinson, Mr
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 (Teller)

Morris, Mr
Mulino, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Patten, Ms
Peulich, Mrs
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Shing, Ms
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Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Somyurek, Mr
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr

Pairs
Greens vacancy,

Eideh, Mr

Question negatived.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan):
That this house —
(1) notes the failure of the Minister for Families and
Children to comply, to the satisfaction of the Council,
with the following resolutions of the Council requiring
the Minister for Families and Children to table in the
Council certain documents, specifically the resolutions
of —
(a) 8 March 2017 in respect of the proposed new youth
justice facility;
(b) 10 May 2017 in respect of Department of Health
and Human Services Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee (PAEC) briefing documents;
(2) notes that the minister’s failure to comply with the
resolutions of the Council is inconsistent with the
Andrews government’s election commitment to proper
accountability to Parliament by the executive;
(3) further notes the letter from the Attorney-General dated
19 June 2017 in relation to the PAEC documents
outlined in paragraph (1)(b) that ‘the government, on
behalf of the Crown, makes a claim of executive
privilege’ while a freedom of information request for a
subset of the same documents was substantially
provided by the Department of Health and Human
Services on 21 September 2017;
(4) affirms the privileges, immunities and powers conferred
on the Council pursuant to section 19 of the Constitution
Act 1975, and the power to make standing orders under
section 43 of that act;
(5) affirms the right of the Council to require the production
of documents;
(6) is of the firm opinion that the Council is fully entitled to
scrutinise the activities of the government and demand
accountability by the government;
and requires the Minister for Families and Children to table
by 12 noon on the next day of sitting, the documents required
to be tabled by the resolutions of the Council outlined in
paragraph (1)(a) and (b) that have not already been tabled.
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Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) (15:36) — I
would like to respond on behalf of the government to
Ms Wooldridge’s motion 475 and from the outset say
that the government will be opposing this motion. In
relation to the first and second points, where it is stated
that the house should note the response for a call for
certain documents from the Minister for Families and
Children and where there is commentary on how the
minister complied with previous motions of this house,
I have got to say that I think there is not a problem with
that. I am actually happy to take note of Ms Mikakos’s
response to those previous calls for paperwork. The
Labor Party has been consistent for many years with
respect to documents motions, and as we understood
when we were in opposition, governments do have the
right, and actually they should exercise it, to not release
certain documents that impose on
commercial-in-confidence, executive privilege and
cabinet-privileged documents to the point that they
need to be able to function to the best capacity for the
people they represent — in our case, the good people of
Victoria.
When it comes to these particular documents, the
minister has taken into account the house’s right to call
for documents, but she has also taken into account her
responsibility to the state and the oaths she took as the
minister as far as what she should and should not
release to the public at certain times. Some of these
documents may be released at other times. I think that it
is a huge issue to call for a business case that is part of a
current procurement process, and getting back to
commercial-in-confidence and to the state being able to
function, it is a bridge too far to be calling for a
business case to be publicly released at that point.
I think that the tenor of this particular motion — that
this government in this portfolio has failed to release
certain documents to a degree that satisfies the
opposition — is a bit rich. You only have to look at
what has been released by this government and the
government’s responses to reviews — it has put a lot
more funding into the area of juvenile justice facilities
as a result of reviews. This is an important area; we all
accept that. We are talking about the response to the
Armytage-Ogloff review that was released. As a result
of that review, there was a boost of some $50 million in
funding going into the system.
It is a challenging area, youth justice, particularly the
facilities. I think that there should always be a balance
between what is getting spent on facilities and what is
getting spent on preventing people from reoffending.
There is a lot of effort being made. The Andrews
government has got the capacity, and it is going ahead
with assisting some of the people that have fallen into
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the youth justice system with training and jobs through
the enormous infrastructure program the Andrews
government has put in place. I think that there is always
a balance, but this government has been prepared to put
its money where its mouth is.
Coupled with that, there has been recent legislation
introduced by this government around the youth justice
area. Some of that was actually opposed by the
opposition, which we find quite alarming — that that is
the position they have taken. But that has been coupled
with the government’s efforts in providing increased
funding, which is actually record investment, into the
youth justice infrastructure.
When it comes to the opposition and their outrage when
they call for documents that have not been released, I
think, along with many Victorians and along with
probably the people on this side of the chamber, that the
opposition do not seem to want to remember the
years 2011, 2012, 2013 and 2014. They want to block
that completely from their minds when they come into
this chamber making these sorts of arguments.
Ms Wooldridge’s record when it comes to FOI and her
record when it comes to releasing documents is very
substandard, I have got to say. When she was the
Minister for Mental Health, Ms Wooldridge’s FOI
officer was actually her ministry chief of staff. That is
not to cast aspersions on anyone — I am sure they did
an adequate job for the minister — but they were
actually a card-carrying member of the Liberal Party. I
think that for Ms Wooldridge to say that she is
concerned there is some political agenda being played
on this side of the chamber when documents are not
being released, well, as I said, I find it amazing. Those
missing years that never seem to get mentioned and
never seem to get acknowledged just disappeared, but
the record of transparency of the previous government
is actually, as I said, substandard.
Ms Wooldridge herself was taken to VCAT to contest
FOI failures no less than 18 times in her first 12 months
as a minister. And then Ms Wooldridge comes in here
and forgets all of that. She forgets that her FOI officer
was her chief of staff, forgets the enormous number of
calls for documents that she did not fulfil and forgets
the Parliament’s right to call for certain documents. All
of that did not seem to matter too much in those years
of 2011, 2012, 2013 and 2014. Ms Wooldridge in her
contribution showed a concern that she could not open
a link at a certain website. I am not too sure if she had a
go at turning the computer off and on and having
another crack. I do not know.
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Mrs Peulich — This is a bit of misogyny, is it? A
little bit of misogyny?
Mr LEANE — Mrs Peulich, I have from time to
time had great problems with my computer and
opening links as well, and I am happy to share that with
you, and I am happy to share with you that I am a
bloke. I am not making a gender-based argument.
I think the reality is that this motion is part of an agenda
to get to a point where the Minister for Families and
Children is ejected from this chamber for a period of
time, which I think is a quite — I was going to say
timid — timid way to approach this particular minister.
I think this is an agenda because Ms Wooldridge and
others on the other side have got to a point where they
know they cannot out-debate this minister. They know
this minister towels them up every time in question
time. They know that they are throwing eggs against a
brick wall.
Ms Shing — Wasteful.
Mr LEANE — You are right, Ms Shing; it is quite
wasteful, and it probably wastes a lot of everyone’s
time as well. I know that opposition is hard. I was never
a shadow spokesperson, and I assume that would be
even harder. I know that it must be pretty awful when
you are actually shadow spokesperson to a minister of
this ilk and how frustrating it must be. It is not for me to
give anyone advice, because I have never had that
experience. I suppose if I did want to offer advice to
Mrs Peulich I would say if the minister is towelling you
up constantly, rather than going the way of keeping her
out of here maybe try a bit harder, maybe do not take it
so personally and maybe buy a puppy. That might help.
It is far from me to give advice, but the current track
that the opposition is on is so transparent I think we
would rather come here and have the opposition say,
‘We would prefer that this minister wasn’t in this
chamber, because she is too good for us. We’re moving
a motion that we would like her to leave’, and I think
we would win that one as well. As I said, the
government will oppose this particular motion, and we
call on all other members of the chamber to do the
same.
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(15:48) — I will not take too much of the chamber’s
time on this motion. It is no secret that the Greens by
and large support documents motions. We do support
the transparency of government, and that is a
longstanding position of the Greens in this place.
I have to say I do have a few reservations about this
motion, particularly around the documents that are
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being requested from the secretary of the department —
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC)
documents. When we first saw the request around these
papers some months ago my first reaction was, ‘Well, if
it were me, I just wouldn’t put all of the papers in the
folder when I came to PAEC if I thought that I was
going to have to hand them over’, and that I think is a
risk we run if we are going to go down this road.
Rightly or wrongly, I think that is a real possibility. For
secretaries who are not really wanting to be open and
transparent with their information I think that is a real
risk.
Having said that, I have sympathy for Ms Wooldridge’s
position in terms of her request and the fact that the FOI
request has come back with a certain amount of
information but not all the information, and in fact that
other secretaries have been forthcoming with the
information aside from the secretary. I think that is an
ongoing problem with the Department of Health and
Human Services. In my three years here and prior in
my various roles I have seen some of the systemic
issues that we have had with that particular department.
It does not seem to be getting better, to the point where
it has had a whole section of its operational
responsibility — youth justice — taken away from it.
That is indicative of a deeper and more fundamental
problem with that particular department. On that basis it
is entirely reasonable for Ms Wooldridge to be
requesting these documents through the chamber given
that she has not been able to get hold of them in other
ways.
In terms of the documents pertaining to the new youth
justice precinct, I recognise that the minister has put on
the record, on the website, a summary of the business
case. I also acknowledge that she has talked about it
being part of a tender process at the moment. However,
it was very apparent during the time that the precinct
was mooted that various options were considered.
We never found out any information about how the
final decision was made and on what criteria. It is no
secret, again, that the Greens do not support necessarily
the establishment of this new facility, particularly
because of its size, and we have never really been able
to get down to the evidence base on which that decision
has been made. Why 226 beds? Why not a smaller
facility? Why not more decentralised options? There is
a whole lot of information around those decisions that
we simply do not have, and we have not been able to
get it through the inquiry. We certainly have not been
able to get them through this chamber. Given the
direction in recent months — probably getting onto
years now — of how the government responds to youth
offending, I think it is paramount that we as a
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Parliament have access to those decisions and that
information.
I am not going to address the toing and froing between
the two major parties. I understand that things have
been done in previous parliaments and in this
Parliament that amount to politicking around this issue.
I do not think it is useful for me to weigh into that. But
what I do want to put on the record, I suppose as an
extension of what I have just said, is that this issue is
ongoing and we need to rectify it. Ms Wooldridge has
already put on the record today the issue of the arbiter. I
know my colleague Ms Pennicuik has been incredibly
vocal on this matter and has been a staunch supporter of
that particular standing order being enacted.
Standing orders 11.03(2) and 11.04 have not been
enacted or implemented, although the appointment of
an arbiter is the subject of ongoing discussions between
the various parties. It would seem that the appointment
of a legal arbiter to evaluate the claims of disputed
documents is long overdue and should be implemented
as soon as possible. So I call on the government to
support that recommendation or that desire from the
other parties to have an independent arbiter so that we
do not have to be doing this and so that we do not have
to be wasting chamber time trying to get documents
that we have a right to have access to in order to give
proper scrutiny to major decisions that impact on the
lives of Victorians. That is what we are here to do, and
there should not be obstacles in the way of our being
able to do our job and conduct proper scrutiny and
analysis of major decisions that are made in the name
of Victorians. With those words I will conclude. The
Greens will be supporting the motion today.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(15:56) — I thank members for their contributions in
relation to the motion, and I thank Ms Springle for her
support of it. I note there has not been any response
from the government in relation to this very vexed issue
about a document being refused by this house but then
subsequently provided by FOI, which as I have said, is
unprecedented and does put into question the nature of
the response of the chief law officer and the
government to documents motions from this house. But
I am sure I will have an opportunity to pursue that
further as well. I commend the motion to the house.
Motion agreed to.
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Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(15:57) — I move:
That this house notes —
(1) comments made in this house by the Minister for
Training and Skills that ‘Apprentices are the backbone
of our training system and the future of our workforce’;
(2) the recent Victorian Training Market Report which
details a 19.29 per cent decrease in Victorian
apprenticeships and traineeships since the election of the
Andrews Labor government; and
(3) that apprenticeships and traineeships in Victoria are at
seven-year lows.

Just as a little bit of background and to set the
context — and some questions have been asked in this
chamber in an attempt to get the prompt release of
figures — the Victorian Training Market Report for
2016 predominantly draws on data published by the
National Centre for Vocational Education Research, or
NCVER, and by using the NCVER data rather than
relying on the Victorian training administrative data
alone, differences in trends between Victoria, other
jurisdictions and Australia overall are able to be
understood and presented.
The government should be concerned, rather than
concealing and obfuscating, about the decline in student
enrolments in Victoria in 2016 compared to 2015,
which is attributed largely to policy changes. It should
be concerned about the overall apprenticeship and
traineeship enrolment decline by 6.2 per cent in 2016
compared to 2015 and the decline by 19.29 per cent
from 2014 to 2016, the first two years of this Daniel
Andrews government. The bulk of the decline in
Victoria came from a decline in traineeship enrolments,
which declined by 12.7 per cent between 2015 and
2016. In contrast apprenticeship enrolments declined by
only 2.4 per cent over the same period.
The number of program enrolments by students
undertaking an apprenticeship or traineeship in Victoria
are as follows. As I said before, there has been a
19.29 per cent decrease in apprenticeship and
traineeship enrolments in Victoria since 2014 — that is,
there were 82 400 apprenticeship and traineeship
enrolments in 2014, which declined to
70 900 apprenticeship and traineeship enrolments in
2015 and further declined to 66 500 apprenticeship and
traineeship enrolments in 2016. That is a decrease of
15 900 in enrolments from 2014 to 2016. That is
15 900 young people’s lives. That is a total of a
19.29 per cent decrease. Student enrolments are now at
a seven-year low.
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This is under the watch of a government that promised
to fix the system, threw a bucket of money at it and ran
a very strong campaign during the 2014 election
period — most of it dishonest — about how the
coalition had somehow destroyed the TAFE system and
underfunded it, when in actual fact it was the previous
Labor government that in 2009 deregulated the sector
and opened it up to the private sector to provide
competition to the TAFE system. I assume that the
Labor government did that not because they wanted to
be seen as the friend of the private sector training
organisations but because a lot of the unions — their
bread and butter — had affiliated or associated
registered training organisations. That is one way of
moving money out of the public purse, yet again, into
union coffers. Of course they do have porous walls,
often, between those organisations. It was a dishonest
campaign in 2014 and leading up to that. They threw a
bucket of money at the issue but all the indicators are
going down. What do we see? We see the minister
obfuscating and just not being accountable or
transparent to this chamber.
On vocational education and training (VET) program
enrolments by state — of course they are broader than
just apprenticeships and traineeships — when
compared to other states, Victoria is one of three in
decline in VET program enrolments since 2014 and has
had the second-largest decline in enrolments across the
country. South Australia has had the largest decline in
the country. The South Australian Labor government
from 2014 to 2016 saw a decrease of 22.25 per cent in
VET enrolments. Victorian VET enrolment numbers
have plummeted from 2014, when there were
996 135 enrolments. In 2015 there were 878 375 and in
2016 there was a further decline — that is three
successive years of decline — to 815 325 enrolments.
New South Wales VET enrolments have, however,
increased by 18.3 per cent from 2014 to 2016, while
Victorian VET enrolments have decreased by 18.15 per
cent from 2014 to 2016 — a stark contrast.
Daniel Andrews has labelled Victoria, ironically, the
Education State, and nothing could be further from the
truth, either in TAFE, the VET sector, the secondary
school sector or indeed in higher education. It is ironic
that he has called it the Education State and ironic that
they say that education is their number one priority.
Clearly it is not and has not been.
Mr Morris — It is all talk.
Mrs PEULICH — It is all talk, it is all posturing, it
is all rebranding, but there are no outcomes where we
actually see the beneficiaries being our students or
Victorian enrolments.
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The shadow minister for training, skills and
apprenticeships, Steph Ryan, has been very vocal and
very much on the ball on this. I would like to quote
some of her comments in a media release of 9 August
2017 headed ‘Tierney hides training report, now eight
months overdue’:
The Andrews Labor government is burying key data showing
the extent of its cuts to Victoria’s struggling training system.
Asked about the delay of the 2016 training market report in
Parliament, training and skills minister Gayle Tierney claimed
the report could not be completed until the National Centre
for Vocational Education Research (NCVER) published its
2016 data on training activity.

Interestingly the NCVER published that information on
12 July this year. Ms Ryan went on to say:
Gayle Tierney is either engaged in a cover-up or she is so
incompetent that she is unaware of key events in her own
portfolio.

She went on to say:
The 2015 report, published in May 2016 —

that is a good two or three months earlier —
showed Victoria’s training system has gone into steep decline
under Labor.

Ms Ryan went on to say:
Labor cut $45 million from the state’s training budget in its
May budget and, on the last available figures, the number of
students enrolled in government-subsidised training in
Victoria has declined by 122 597 since December 2014.

This government’s performance in training and skills is
appalling.
I want to take the house through each of the dot points
of this motion and expand on them in a bit more detail.
In May 2016, as I said, it was estimated that in
Australia over 3 million or nearly one in five people —
20 per cent — were enrolled in formal study. That is
drawn from the Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS)
data on education and work in Australia of May 2016.
Of those, 498 800, or 16 per cent, were at technical and
further education institutions, or TAFEs, and 389 000,
or 13 per cent, were at other educational institutions or
organisations, not university. That is also drawn from
the ABS stats on education and work in Australia of
May 2016. That means nearly 1.2 million Victorians
are not currently in education or training and do not
have at least certificate III. Now, that is a fairly
disturbing figure and that is in the Victorian Training
Market Report of 2016. Currently about two out of
three of these Victorians are employed, many in
industries undergoing significant change. Of course the
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implications for people without some certification and
training would be disturbing to them, especially when
they are employed in those industries that are in
transition or are being phased out — often by
government decisions, such as, for example, the closure
of Hazelwood. So the implications for future
employment are significant.
In this context training is critical to assist these
Victorians with upgrading their skills to retain
employment. Of course we see the Labor government is
attacking employment in most sectors by pandering to
the unions, and a lot of people are losing opportunities
to secure employment, secure ongoing employment or
secure employment of more hours.
Overall government-funded vocational teaching and
training activities in Victoria in 2016 are tracking a
continuous decline, and that is also citing the Victorian
Training Market Report of 2016. This decline has been
an Andrews Labor government trend, which has been
observed every year since the record highs of 2012
under the Liberal-Nationals coalition government.
The lack of training of our apprentices under the
Andrews Labor government has left us with a growing
underskilled workforce, who are now facing the
repercussions of serious workplace transitions and
challenges. There has even been some commentary
surrounding the lack of training of people in relation to
workplace incidents — such as, for example, we saw
on 2 March 2017 when illegal scaffolding on sky rail
tipped over and put an apprentice in hospital. These
needless injuries result from a lack of care by our
government and the lack of training provided under the
current Labor training and education schemes for
apprentices.
To support apprentices the Andrews government
should start building and supporting the private sector
to build and invest into much-needed infrastructure and
business enterprises, including, for example, local
regional examples such as the Waurn Ponds depot. It is
only a small infrastructure project but it was promised
at the election. The Waurn Ponds depot was also
supposed to create some 100 construction jobs and
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.
At the federal level, the coalition government is
supporting apprentices through trade support loans,
helping apprentices with the costs of living, tools and
training through loans of up to $20 000 each. So far the
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good news is that over 40 000 loans have been taken
up. To help match the right apprentices with the right
apprenticeships and lift completion rates, the coalition
government has also established the Australian
Apprenticeship Support Network, supported by
$200 million of annual funding. That is a phenomenal
commitment to this particular area of training. This year
the government is supporting an estimated
68 000 employers with incentive payments to help
businesses create opportunities for apprentices.
Annually the federal coalition government invests
$1.8 billion into the states and territories to support their
training systems including TAFE, yet somehow
Victorian results, despite increased funding, seem to be
poorer for it. Apprenticeship numbers are now
worryingly low, and without urgent and meaningful
intervention the system will continue to underperform
and fail to deliver for businesses and the community.
On the second part of the motion, the recent Victorian
Training Market Report, which details a 19.29 per cent
decrease in Victorian apprenticeships and traineeships
since the election of the Labor government, shows an
overall decline in students and enrolments in Victoria
compared to previous years being attributed to very
much the Victorian Labor government policy changes.
That is citing the Victorian Training Market Report of
2016. It includes reductions in subsidy levels and
tightening of eligibility for subsidised training. This
resulted in the delivery of much-needed skills by, in
particular, the private training providers declining by
almost a third between 2015 and 2016.
The government may well say what this is a reflection
of is somehow the cracking down on rogue providers.
We actually introduced those reforms here when we
were in government. We set up a mechanism by which
there could be audits, action could be taken —
Mr Gepp — It did not work.
Mrs PEULICH — Well, we introduced it, and it
was working under us and we were beginning to clean
up the sector. If there is a reduction in the subsidy levels
and a tightening of eligibility for subsidised training, of
course the number of those who take training up is
going to decline, and this is exactly what we are seeing.
This accounts for most of the decline in the delivery of
vocational training that has occurred in Victoria. There
was also a decline in enrolments among students with a
disability, and that is also citing the Victorian Training
Market Report of 2016.
The last part of the motion is that the apprenticeships
and traineeships in Victoria are at a seven-year low.
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Traineeships continue to decline dramatically over the
duration of the Andrews Labor government; declines in
training participation have occurred in both
metropolitan Melbourne and regional areas. Training
activity by students living in metropolitan Melbourne
declined by 14.9 per cent in 2016 compared to 2015,
while in regional Victoria student numbers declined by
10.5 per cent. Overall, apprenticeship and traineeship
enrolments declined by 6.2 per cent in 2016 compared
to 2015. The bulk of the decline in Victoria came from
a decline in traineeship enrolments, which declined, as I
said before, by 12.7 per cent between 2016 and 2015.
Apprenticeship enrolments declined by 2.4 per cent
over the same period and fewer Victorian students were
in government-subsidised training in 2016 when
compared to the numbers in 2015. In 2016 there were
338 400 students enrolled in government-subsidised
training, representing a 13.5 per cent decline compared
to 2015, driven by a large decline in delivery by private
providers. The slack has obviously not been taken up
by other sections of the VET system.
The coalition government changes in 2012
strengthened the public investment in training to ensure
funding was being used in areas where jobs are needed
and where employment opportunities exist, and I think
this is absolutely critical to successful policy. Currently
we are falling behind New South Wales in vocational
training for our apprentices. New South Wales now has
the highest number of students in training in the nation,
both in full qualification courses — that is, the
Australian Qualifications Framework — and in short
courses. The main contributor to the increase in training
activity in 2016 was the 365.2 per cent increase in New
South Wales enrolments in locally accredited courses,
from 28 720 in 2015 to 133 400 in 2016. This
significant increase was driven by government-funded
skill sets in New South Wales, which increased 404 per
cent to 147 100 in 2016.
This very significant growth was as a result of recent
policy changes in that state. If the Victorian Labor
government really cared about the future of Victoria’s
training sector and manufacturing, it would analyse the
success of New South Wales, as seen in vocational
training, and commit to a vocational training scheme
that would actually help apprentices. This is in direct
contrast to the $2.1 million in grants which were
announced under the coalition government’s
manufacturing productivity networks program during
the Napthine government, demonstrating our
commitment to Victoria’s manufacturing businesses
and industry.
The damage to the sector is not only there in black and
white and it is not only there in terms of figures,
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because for every figure there is a life. These are young
people, sometimes older workers, who should and
could be accessing retraining but who are missing out
on those opportunities. There is a real concern that
these people are being left behind and that Victoria as a
state is not going to be fulfilling its true potential and
will certainly be far from being the state where
education is claimed to be the government’s number
one priority. Quite clearly, in the vocational education
and training sector, in the secondary school sector and
in others this government has fallen far short of its
promise, and it is about time that it stopped playing
politics and actually got down and fixed the system. A
good idea would be to have a look at what New South
Wales is doing as a way of addressing those huge
declines in enrolments of both apprenticeships and
traineeships. With those few words I commend the
motion to the house.
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (16:17) — I tell you
what: it is quite amazing when you walk in here and
you cop a lecture from those opposite about
manufacturing, about health and safety and about
young people’s jobs. You are kidding. Three weeks
ago, when we moved a proposition that talked about
increasing the penalties on employers who fail to make
workplaces safe, what did this mob on the other side
do? They voted against it. But today suddenly they are
the champions of occupational health and safety. They
walk in here today and say one thing, and they will
walk in here tomorrow and do a completely different
thing.
We also got a lecture about the wonderful things that
the federal Turnbull government is doing. Let us just
have a look at what Mr Turnbull is doing in relation to
apprenticeships. What has he done in terms of the
Australian Building and Construction Commission
(ABCC)? What has he done in terms of the workplace
relations act, where employers are threatened by the
Turnbull government that, should they sign enterprise
agreements which have in there, for example,
apprenticeship rates and minimum staffing levels for
apprentices on jobs, what will happen is, ‘We’ll
blackball you. You will not be entitled to get any
federal funding. We won’t accept you as a reasonable
employer in the construction industry if you have
apprenticeship staffing levels in your enterprise
agreements’? But apparently these are the people who
are the model citizens when it comes to apprentices —
‘We’re looking after apprentices’. These are the model
citizens!
We copped a lecture about manufacturing. Gee, did
they not just stump up when it came to the automotive
industry? Did they not just put their best foot forward
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and say, ‘If you want to go, go’. That is what you said.
And what happened? They have left. And what
happened to all of those apprentices? Where was your
defence for all of those apprenticeships and all of those
traineeships at the time? Of course you had none. You
abandoned them. You walk in here and do one thing
today and will then do a completely different thing
tomorrow. Then you have the cheek to stand up here
and lecture us.
Of course we do not stop there. What we do is we
demonise those awful unions, who every day go onto
job sites. I tell you who goes onto a job site. When
those 26 Victorians lost their lives on worksites, who
was the first one onto the job site? I can tell you: it was
their union. It was their union who was there to support
them and who has driven occupational health and safety
legislation in this country and in this state.
Indeed when it comes to apprenticeship rates probably
the leader in that area in this state is, I would say, the
CFMEU, who have long had an agenda about making
sure that job sites contain apprenticeship levels to
ensure that we have young people coming through, that
we are replacing our skills and ensuring jobs for the
future.
Mrs Peulich’s last statement before she sat down was,
‘It’s about time they stopped playing politics’. I am not
sure who she was talking about. Was she talking about
us, or was she perhaps talking about herself?
Mr Mulino — It was an ironic flourish.
Mr GEPP — I think it must have been an ironic
flourish, because whenever you look at anything this
mob says in relation to this matter it is all just
double-dutch. Let us have a look at the figures.
Mrs Peulich was quoting some of the figures. Her
opening salvo was a decline of 15 900, knowing very
well that the national vocational education and training
provider collection do not actually disaggregate
apprenticeships and traineeships. They do not do that.
She quite rightly talked about a reduction of 6.2 per
cent, but let us look at where that reduction has come
from. It has come from us cleaning up your mess —
those dodgy training providers that you did nothing
about. Thank goodness we have a minister who is
prepared to step up —
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Acting
President, I would hate the new member to mislead the
house, because he was not here when we moved those
reforms to clean up the rogue providers. He was still
serving his master, John Setka.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Thank you, Mrs Peulich, there is no point of order.
Mr GEPP — John never has a master-subordinate
relationship with anybody. He always considers himself
an equal amongst all. What a ridiculous thing to say.
What have we been doing here in Victoria? This
government has been taking the issue of
apprenticeships very, very seriously, as well as cleaning
up the mess left behind by those opposite. They may
well have moved propositions in this place in the last
government, but they did not do it; they just did not do
it. The figures back that up. They did not do it.
Whatever they thought they were doing, they did not do
it. They failed dismally. We now have a minister who is
standing up and reforming this area of our economy,
and she is doing a wonderful job cleaning up the mess
that was left behind by this mob.
This year’s budget provided an $8.2 million boost for
apprentice support officers by this government to make
sure that apprentices in this state under the age of 25 get
the support that they need to finish the training and get
the jobs that they want. Twenty-five support officers
who are based at TAFEs across the state will continue
to mentor and help those young apprentices with their
families, with their work and with their training issues
that could affect their apprenticeship.
Mrs Peulich — Are they CFMEU members?
Mr GEPP — I would hope so. I would encourage
every worker to be a member of their union,
Mrs Peulich, absolutely — and I would encourage you
to take it up too.
Mrs Peulich — I used to be member of a union.
Then I resigned when I found out they donated to the
Labor Party without permission of their members.
Mr GEPP — Yes, I am sure you did. So we are
taking up the area and have always done so. It is in our
DNA that we look after apprentices, that we grow jobs,
that we develop skills in our young people and that we
ensure that the economic needs of the country through
skills development is met. That has always been in our
DNA and always will be. That is why these 25 support
officers — $8.2 million in this year’s budget — are
based at TAFEs to assist these people. But apparently
we are doing nothing, except for these 25 —
Mrs Peulich — The numbers are not showing it.
Mr GEPP — Mrs Peulich, I will take up the
interjection. The numbers do not show it because, as I
said, we are still cleaning up your mess. What a litany
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of disasters you left. What you left behind was
disgraceful. Then after you lost office we ended up with
your mob in at the federal level, and of course they
come in over the top, don’t they. They come in over the
top and they start changing other laws to ensure that
you cannot grow apprenticeships. And why not?
Because if you reach agreement with workers and their
representatives on a job site about the number of
apprentices that should be on their job, what does this
mob want to do? They want to blackball them — ‘No
commonwealth money for you, no jobs for you; you are
on a blacklist, and you are not allowed to bid for any
jobs for a set period of time until you’ve learned your
lesson’. That is your way of dealing with it; that is how
the Liberal and National parties deal with it.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr GEPP — Are you going to dispute what your
mob has done through the ABCC and through the
federal Fair Work Act 2009? It is indisputable.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Acting
President, the member continues to talk about industrial
relations, which I am happy to talk about, especially
given that the same rules that apply to Victoria apply to
New South Wales, and New South Wales is able to
deliver much better outcomes than Victoria. If the
member could actually move onto the motion, that
would be most useful.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Mrs Peulich, I understand the member is responding to
interjections. However, I still ask the member to come
back to the motion — and he is a lead speaker.
Mr GEPP — I will come back to the motion, but I
also make the point that perhaps the member does not
understand that the IR system actually impacts on these
matters and has a profound effect. I will also say that it
was the member herself who raised the federal Turnbull
government, not me. So in that context I am surely
allowed to respond to her comments.
The Victorian government is focused on creating a
skilled workforce of the future to boost prosperity and
grow our economy with a new task force to drive
apprenticeships and traineeships. The Victorian Skills
Commissioner, Mr Neil Coulson, is chairing a task
force to drive an increase in apprenticeships and
traineeships. This task force will particularly look at the
barriers stopping people from taking up an
apprenticeship or a traineeship and whether those issues
are specific to particular industries or whether there are
broader and systemic issues across the board. These
new initiatives will build on a number of existing
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Victorian government initiatives supporting
apprenticeships and traineeships.
I just want to talk about a couple of the things that we
have also done in relation to this. We have also
introduced things such as half-price car registration for
Victorian apprentices to reduce some of the financial
burden on our apprentices. It is a very important
initiative that will assist those young people, who as we
know are not earning a lot of money through their
apprenticeships. This goes some way to helping them.
The previous budget also recognised the importance of
trainees and apprentices completing their qualifications
by making wages paid by employers to displaced
apprentices or trainees exempt from payroll tax. Since
1 July 2016 wages paid by employers to a displaced
apprenticeship or trainee have been exempt from that
payroll tax.
I will come back to the decline of apprenticeships and
traineeships. I made the point earlier that in line with
the National Centre for Vocational Education Research
data a national decline in training and in
apprenticeships and traineeships has been shown. But
as Ross Gittins, the journalist, points out, it supports the
proposition that I put forward — that is, that the
national data does not disaggregate reporting of
apprenticeships and traineeships. Fortunately the
Victorian administrative data does. It shows that
apprenticeship enrolments have indeed been relatively
stable between 2015 and 2016.
When you have a look at our friends opposite, I have
got no doubt that they do not want to talk about what
happened under their watch, because it was a shameful
set of events where we had shonky provider after
shonky provider coming in, taking the money from
young people and not providing the necessary support
and training for them to be able to obtain skills and then
go and use those skills out in the workforce. There has
been some decline across the overall spread of
apprenticeships and traineeships to the tune of 6.2 per
cent, and much of that decline is due to fewer
enrolments in the low-value, low-quality traineeships
offered by those shonky providers that exploited our
most vulnerable students.
Since coming to office the Labor government has of
course continued to support apprenticeships and
traineeships through a number of new initiatives. The
focus under Skills First — real training for real jobs —
will continue to restore confidence not only amongst
employers but also amongst young people seeking
apprenticeships and traineeships, and it will add to the
quality of the system. We are very confident that in the
long term it will boost enrolments.
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There is targeted assistance as well that we are focused
on through our efforts in relation to apprenticeships and
traineeships through the major projects skills
guarantee — this is something that those opposite will
not like. They will not like it because it ensures that
Victorian workers benefit from the multibillion-dollar
pipeline of major projects from the Victorian
government that the Victorian government is
delivering, giving young jobseekers and workers
looking to reskill the experience and opportunities they
need to kickstart their careers. What does this mean at a
practical level? It translates to at least 10 per cent of the
work carried out on Victoria’s major projects being
undertaken by apprentices, trainees or engineering
cadets. I will just repeat that because it is a very, very
important point, and it should not be lost on those
opposite: the major projects skills guarantee from the
Andrews Labor government translates to at least 10 per
cent of the work carried out on Victoria’s major
projects being undertaken by apprentices, trainees or
engineering cadets.
Under the Andrews Labor government the cost of car
registration is halved, as I have said, for apprentices in
the construction industry — where, by the way, trades
have increased by over 3 per cent under the Andrews
Labor government. The cost of car rego for apprentices
in that industry, who need a car for their job, has been
halved. This reduction will assist apprentices so that
they can afford more tools and more training.
Come in, Mr Finn; this is a very good story. You
should hear about this; you could pass it on to some of
your friends. The government has also committed
$9.3 million over three years to support the
employment of apprentices and trainees through group
training organisations. This money will assist more than
17 000 apprentices and trainees across the state and
play a critical role in helping them find regular
employment as they move through their training —
17 000 from a $9.3 million investment over three years
to group training organisations. And Victorian
businesses will receive significant tax relief, with
targeted measures in the 2016–17 Victorian budget
aimed at boosting business, creating jobs and
supporting apprentices and trainees to get their
qualifications.
I think on any measure our record of activity is there for
all to see — some significant investment in the future of
our apprentices and trainees. Of course we are seeing a
little bit of a dip, and the dip is coming courtesy of
those opposite at a state level: we are fixing up the
problems that they left and we inherited. And what a
mess — it was a dog’s breakfast.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GEPP — Yes, Mr Finn, you would recall the
very deep hole that your government left in relation to
these matters. While we are seeing some dip, it is
because we are continuing to clean up those shonky
providers.
I want to talk a little bit about the outcomes for
completing apprentices. We know the outcomes for
completing apprentices and trainees are particularly
strong, with 91.7 per cent of trade completers employed
after training, compared to only 77.5 per cent of all
completers. So it is a significant increase and a
significant difference. Transitions are particularly
strong for trade completers, with 67 per cent employed
in the same occupation group as their training course,
while only 28.8 per cent of all completers did so. The
Victorian government recognises the importance of
trade completions and has invested $8.2 million over
two years, as I said earlier, on the apprenticeship
support officers (ASO) program. We hope those
25 ASOs will not only maintain but also improve those
completion rates.
Of course on 16 June 2016 the then Minister for
Training and Skills, the Honourable Steve Herbert,
announced the government will invest $1 million to
work with TAFEs, group training organisations and
other employers to identify ways to help apprentices
complete their training. The government has invested in
five employer-focused apprenticeship and traineeship
pilot projects. The hosts for those projects were the
Master Builders Association of Victoria, Civil
Contractors Federation Victoria, Victorian Automobile
Chamber of Commerce, Goodstart Early Learning and
the department of engineering and electrotechnology at
the Chisholm Institute in Dandenong.
I talked earlier about the task force that is being led by
Victorian Skills Commissioner Mr Neil Coulson. The
task force will report its findings to the government
very, very soon. It includes people from the
Apprenticeship Employment Network, the Australian
Council for Private Education and Training, the
Australian Industry Group, the Victorian Chamber of
Commerce and Industry, the Victorian TAFE
Association and — wait for it; they will not like it —
the Victorian Trades Hall Council. Yes, heaven forbid
the representative of workers will actually be invited to
participate in the task force.
Mrs Peulich — Another example of corruption.
Mr GEPP — They invented it, and yet they walk in
here and they talk about it. We here in Victoria, the
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Andrews Labor government, have stemmed the decline
of apprenticeships in Victoria. Training of course
continues to decline across the country, largely due to a
drop in confidence because of Malcolm Turnbull’s
neglect of the training system. He has dropped the ball.
The Turnbull government’s silence on the new national
partnership agreement on skills reform is a real concern
to this government. The agreement is worth
approximately $130 million to Victoria this financial
year, and Malcolm Turnbull is yet to say whether or not
there will be a new deal.
Trades should not be playing second fiddle to
university. That is why we are working to grow
apprenticeships and traineeships in Victoria, and that is
why the task force that we have commissioned is so
important to the future. What we know is that
apprentices and trainees are the backbone of our
training system, and they are the future of our
workforce. It is so important that we continue to grow
numbers so we have a strong economy. While some
people see university qualifications as a guarantee for
young people’s futures, traditional trade apprenticeships
have historically proven to be a very successful
pathway to employment. The task force that we have
commissioned will be consulting widely to ensure that
extensive input is sought from all groups on this issue.
I will conclude by going back to the beginning of my
remarks. It is particularly galling to hear the hypocrisy
from the other side about these sorts of issues when it is
their brand nationally that is depriving Victorian
apprentices and trainees of funds. Your Prime Minister
from your brand — your group — will not stand up and
sign up to the agreement and will not commit to
continuing that $130 million worth of funding. He will
not do it. And then of course if any employer
proactively takes a position with the representative of
workers in a workplace to ensure that minimum
numbers of apprentices and trainees are on jobs and that
it is enshrined in enterprise agreements, what do your
mob do? They say, ‘No, you’re now blacklisted. Don’t
you come anywhere near us for federal money, because
you won’t get it’. They have got no credibility when it
comes to this issue.
We on the other hand are working hard for young
people in this state. We are committed to growing the
number of apprentices and trainees in this state. We are
committed to supporting them until they complete their
apprenticeships and traineeships, and then we are
committed to providing those necessary pathways for
them into productive work not only for the benefit of
them but for the benefit of their families and Victoria.
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Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(16:43) — We have another motion brought by
Mrs Peulich with regard to the training system, and it is
a bit of a groundhog day experience here talking about
how the training system has fared in this state over the
last nine or 10 years, certainly since 2008. I listened to
the contribution of Mrs Peulich and the contribution of
Mr Gepp with regard to not necessarily the substance of
the motion but the failings of the vocational education
and training (VET) system over that time. I noted
Mr Gepp suggesting that it was all the fault of the
previous Napthine-Baillieu governments, and certainly
they are very culpable in that they did little, if not
nothing, to fix the decline of the VET system and in
fact exacerbated the very big trouble that the public
TAFE system and the VET system were in as a result
of the introduction of full market contestability by the
Brumby government in 2008.
I can just repeat some of the things I said only recently,
in June this year, in response to another of
Mrs Peulich’s motions:
… many people —

including me —
who worked in the TAFE sector warned the Brumby
government, and particularly the minister at the time, that full
market contestability and deregulation of the market would be
a disaster and would lead to what it did lead to: massive
rorting of the system —

of public funding of the VET system —
and overnight mushrooming growth of so-called registered
training organisations …

We always had registered training organisations
(RTOs). They were always part of the system, but a
minority part of the system. They became the majority
part of the system, and a large number of them were
very dodgy. They did not deliver quality training to
students. They basically fleeced the system, and that
was just allowed to continue. Nothing was done to
actually rein them in for years. In fact in June I quoted
Michael Callahan of the Northern Melbourne Institute
of TAFE, who said back in 2011, when really this
disaster was in full flight, that:
Millions, absolutely, millions and millions of dollars will
have been wasted on no training effectively. A lot of people
just fleecing the system.
…
The problem is that it’s a free-for-all. Anybody can open up a
private RTO. The government is not adjudicating
appropriately over the system, and the auditing system is
simply a paper trail, and it’s really easy to fabricate a paper
trail.
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There were many examples put forward by the
investigation that was done by the 7.30 Report, as it
was at the time, of this type of tick-and-flick training,
where students were enrolled in overnight registered
training organisations that were — and we can now get
to the subject of the motion — ostensibly, allegedly,
training apprentices but were not delivering the type of
training that apprentices really do need. They were just
running them through virtual training or paper training
over a small number of hours or half a day for
particular modules that would normally take a week or
longer to do. They were just ticked and flicked off, and
this was happening under the watch of the Brumby
government. It is not correct for members of this
government to come in here and say that they are not
complicit and they are not culpable in the demise of the
system. At the time, our public TAFE system delivered
70 per cent of VET training in this state, and by 2014 it
was down to less than 30 per cent.
Of course when the Baillieu-Napthine governments
came in I can remember very well the Minister for
Higher Education and Skills of the time, Mr Hall,
coming in here. Mr Hall is a man I have great respect
for, but we disagreed a lot on what was going on in the
VET system and particularly what was happening to
TAFE. He and other ministers and the Premier at the
time said, ‘Well, there’s been a blowout in the training
budget’. There had been a massive blowout in the
training budget, but it all went to dodgy registered
training organisations that did not exist in the years
before. Their response to that and their solution to that
was to cut hundreds of millions of dollars out of the
TAFE system. There was not a blowout of expenditure
in the TAFE system; it was in private VET providers.
I could spend all day here running through the number
of dodgy, dodgy registered training organisations that
grew up under this completely unregulated system. It
was an absolute scandal. I quoted Mr Callahan saying it
was millions of dollars, but it is billions of dollars of
taxpayers money that has been wasted and no quality
training has been delivered. Thousands of TAFE
teachers were sacked. Thousands of courses were lost.
Thousands of students were not trained or lost their
training guarantee or had trouble finding another place.
And this is happening just this year.
I have raised it with the Minister for Training and Skills
with regard to the Sage Institute and another institute
that failed just recently, leaving thousands more
students in the lurch. I do have to come in here and
correct the record every time because there is a lot of
myth making going on, but we had deregulation of the
training system under the Brumby government that led
to the troubles that we are still trying to mop up today. I
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give this current government some credit for bringing
in the TAFE Rescue Fund.
Mr Gepp interjected.
Ms PENNICUIK — It needed to be rescued
because it was just about to fall off a cliff, Mr Gepp. It
was just about to fall off a cliff as a result of full market
contestability. That is what it was a result of — Labor
Party action. That is what happened. They brought in
the TAFE Rescue Fund, and it is helping. Some TAFEs
are getting back on their feet.
In 2014 the Auditor-General found that 21 per cent of
TAFEs were at medium risk of failing and a whopping
58 per cent were considered at high risk of failing. That
is nearly 80 per cent of TAFEs that were in deep
trouble at the end of 2014, and of course the troubles
that the TAFE system was experiencing were
exacerbated by the policies of the Napthine and Baillieu
governments, which ripped money out of TAFE.
Mrs Peulich — No, we didn’t.
Ms PENNICUIK — Mrs Peulich, you might want
to rewrite history.
Mrs Peulich — The total pool of money was
greater.
Ms PENNICUIK — I was there through it all, and I
studied it in great detail.
Mrs Peulich — We funded where the students went.
Ms PENNICUIK — Mrs Peulich, you will have
your chance to wrap up later. If I could get to the
substance of Mrs Peulich’s motion, it starts out by
noting a comment made by the Minister for Training
and Skills that ‘Apprentices are the backbone of our
training system and the future of our workforce’. I
agree with that, and it is in fact true — the minister did
say that.
Of course apprenticeships and the problem with placing
apprentices, placing them in training and placing them
in workplaces in particular for them to be able to fulfil
the part of their training that is on the job has been a
problem over more than the time period I have talked
about and goes back dare I say to the times where our
public institutions were privatised. They were
organisations like the State Electricity Commission,
like Telstra and like others that used to have a lot of
apprentices working for them. So it has been difficult
and it has been a longstanding problem.
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But going back to the report that Mrs Peulich draws our
attention to in her motion, the recent Victorian Training
Market Report, I looked for her figure of a 19.2 per cent
decrease in Victorian apprenticeships and traineeships.
I just cannot find that figure anywhere, and I have gone
over it with a fine-tooth comb, Mrs Peulich. But in
reading the executive summary — before we get to the
tables that actually have the figures in them — I was
very pleased to read in the key findings section that:
Delivery by private training providers declined by almost
one-third (30.3 per cent) between 2016 and 2015, accounting
for most of the decline in delivery that occurred in Victoria.

I think that is just code for the fact that a lot of dodgy
RTOs were taken out of the system. That is basically
what that says. The report goes on:
This has led to the market share of enrolments in Victoria
held by TAFEs and universities increasing to 43.6 per cent in
2016.

That is great news — up from around 30 per cent to
almost 50 per cent, so another 20 per cent to go and
they will be back to the 70 per cent where they used to
be. That is what you need. If you want to have a good
vocational education and training system in any
jurisdiction, you need most of it to be provided by the
public system. It needs to be provided by the public
TAFE system. You cannot rely on registered training
organisations — that have just ballooned and are in it
for the money and no other reason — to provide quality
training. So that is good news.
Also in the key findings it says that traineeships have
continued to decline, but not by 19.29 per cent. In the
key findings it states:
Overall apprenticeship and traineeship enrolments declined
by 6.2 per cent in 2016 compared to 2015.
The bulk of the decline in Victoria came from a decline in
traineeship enrolments, which declined by 12.7 per cent
between 2016 and 2015. In contrast, apprenticeship
enrolments declined by only 2.4 per cent over the same
period.

If you look at table 37, that is what it says — a 2.4 per
cent decline in apprenticeships — so I am not sure
where this 19 per cent is coming from. Apprenticeships
related to construction trades increased by 3.2 per cent
in 2016 compared to 2015.
Mrs Peulich — It is 19.29 per cent from 2014 to
2016.
Ms PENNICUIK — No, I cannot see that in the
figures. I cannot see that in the figures, Mrs Peulich. I
think you need to get your calculator out. As I said, they
are the key findings. If you look at Mrs Peulich’s other
point, it says:
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(3) that apprenticeships and traineeships in Victoria are at
seven-year lows.

I really cannot find any evidence for that either. If you
go to table 41, ‘Number of apprentice program
enrolments by whether new commencement or
continuing, Victoria, 2010 to 2016’, they seem to have
increased by 9 per cent — that is, a 9 per cent increase
in commencing courses from 2010 to 2016. ‘Not a
commencing course’ has increased by a lot more than
9 per cent, though I have not actually done the
calculation. So I am really scratching my head as to
where Mrs Peulich is getting these figures from.
If we look at table 39, it shows ‘Number of apprentice
program enrolments by provider type, Victoria, 2010 to
2016’. In TAFE, for example, from 2010 to 2016, even
though there has been a slight decrease in the last year,
over that seven years where Mrs Peulich is saying there
is a seven-year low there has been an increase of 7 per
cent from 21 600 to 30 900.
I cannot reconcile the figures in Mrs Peulich’s motion
with the figures in the Victorian Training Market
Report, and here I am with it in front of me, and the
figures are there going back to 2010 for all of these
indicators.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, Mrs Peulich. I
doubt if you are going to have time to explain. I fail to
see the point of this motion. It shows in the figures that
in fact apprenticeship enrolments have increased over
seven years. They may have decreased slightly in the
last year, but not by the amount that the member has
pointed to but by the amount that is pointed out in the
key findings of the report that Mrs Peulich has invited
us all to study.
I fully support the idea that the issue of apprentices is
an important issue. We need apprentices, we need
people training as apprentices in the trades, definitely,
and they need to be supported.
Mr Gepp was able to advocate for the government as to
the programs they have put in place and amounts of
dollars, support staff in TAFEs et cetera, so I do not
need to go over that. It is an important issue. I think
more needs to be done. We certainly do not want to see
any more falls in the numbers of apprenticeships. When
I say I do not see the point of the motion, I do not see
the level of catastrophe that Mrs Peulich appears to be
pointing to. It looks as if over seven years there have
been more people enrolled in apprenticeships,
according to the report.
Business interrupted pursuant to order of Council.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
5158

COUNCIL

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Fire Services Bill Select Committee: final report
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (17:00) — My
contribution tonight is in relation to the select
committee into the fire services restructure and its final
report of 2017. There was an interim report as well. The
areas that I want to canvass today within that report are
in respect of the request by the select committee to have
access to the report from the Victorian Equal
Opportunity and Human Rights Commission review
into our fire services. I am disappointed to report to this
chamber that, despite a request for that report to be
given to the select committee, it was refused. The
government’s response was that there were elements in
that report that were cabinet-in-confidence. As we
know, the United Firefighters Union (UFU) has been to
the Supreme Court doing its level best to make sure that
that report does not see the light of day.
The timing is interesting in that it is Fire Action Week
this week, Acting President Purcell, as I am sure you
would be well aware, and those of us in south-west
Victoria know that the fuel loads are high and summer
is fast approaching. We are getting temperatures now in
the 30s, up to 35 degrees. Obviously a lot of that high
fuel load, grasses particularly, is starting to dry off, and
we have quite a significant fire season approaching.
What we have is a government that has been dithering
around in providing legislation to both houses in respect
of a new fire service proposal. We have seen on a
number of occasions the government, particularly in
this house, indicating they were prepared to bring the
bill on only to have it withdrawn. This has happened
just about every sitting week in the last two months,
and we expect the same will happen this week, where
there have been murmurings and whisperings of the
government wanting to bring the bill on for debate in
this house. I suspect, come Friday, it will not see the
light of day again.
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government’s involvement in relation to delays of the
Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights
Commission report on sexual harassment and bullying
not being made public.
The survey through the fire services was based on
550 confidential respondents. There was quite a diverse
range of respondents involved in that survey, so it has
great credibility. Some women were scared to tell the
truth. The workplace culture has resulted in some
women becoming very ill and others considering
suicide. One-third of respondents were harassed,
including sexually. As we know, this report was
commissioned by the former CEO, Lucinda Nolan,
who as we know got the axe, like many of the other
CEOs in the CFA, by the Andrews government.
The UFU has no transparency or accountability in its
industrial agreement. The agreement counters efforts to
address some of the conduct complaints. Again we see
the UFU being complicit in trying to cover up a lot of
the accusations in relation to sexual harassment. The
Andrews government says it cares and has launched an
inquiry by the Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human
Rights Commission but again is refusing to make that
information available, particularly to the select
committee of this house and also to the public. The
inquiry, as I said, has been blocked in the Supreme
Court by the union, and that only goes to show what
they have got to hide.
Lucinda Nolan has resigned, as we know, as did
emergency services minister Jane Garrett and the CFA
board, who all raised concerns about what was
happening in relation to sexism, bullying and
harassment within the CFA and the MFB. The union
say it is just part of a media campaign, so they just
believe it is a scare campaign and are not taking any
responsibility for the accusations that have been made
both through the reporting of the Age and also through
the gender diversity and inclusion report.

Fire Services Bill Select Committee: final report
The important thing I do want to highlight is actually
what the Age has highlighted this week in relation to
sexual harassment and bullying. Bullying is particularly
endemic in the Country Fire Authority (CFA) and the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB). If I take some points
out of the Interim Report on Gender Diversity and
Inclusion, it makes for some very disturbing reading.
Some dot points that I have highlighted out of that
particular report and the report through the Age are that
women working for CFA have been bullied, harassed
and sexually assaulted. Highlights from the report show
a very close relationship between Daniel Andrews and
the UFU, which makes me more cautious about the

Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (17:05) — I also
rise to speak tonight on the Fire Services Bill Select
Committee final report on the Firefighters’ Presumptive
Rights Compensation and Fire Services Legislation
Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017. I share Mr Ramsay’s
concerns that this week, Fire Action Week, 13 to
20 October, is a week where there has been no action
on this legislation from the government. It is something
that we have been dealing with for several weeks now,
as the government has listed the bill, said we will be
sitting on Friday to debate the bill and then withdrawn
it from the program each week.
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The most action that we have seen on fire services this
week has not even been the Premier’s face in the paper
promoting Fire Action Week. It has been the multitude
of reports around harassment and bullying in the fire
services, and it really disappoints me to see these
reports coming forward. It really does highlight the
hypocrisy of this government, which claim to be all
about being anti violence towards women and
protecting women in the workplace and in their homes,
and yet they are happy to allow it to continue when it
involves the fire services.

Opportunity and Human Rights Commission not be
released, is appalling. There is only one body standing
up and saying, ‘Don’t release this report’. What does
that body have to actually hide? Why does the UFU not
want this report released? This is an extremely serious
matter whether it involves males or females, but when
you have females reporting sexual assault in the
workplace this government should be demanding the
release of that report and in Fire Action Week taking
action to ensure that all females in Victoria that work in
fire services are safe in their workplaces.

Of particular concern this week was the leaking of a
report that was initiated by Lucinda Nolan at the
Country Fire Authority (CFA). That report of course
with 550 respondents who completed it showed that
60 per cent were and 40 per cent were males.
Forty-nine per cent of all the female respondents
reported being bullied, 50 per cent of the male
respondents reported being bullied, 33 per cent of
females reported harassment and 34.6 per cent of males
reported harassment. Seventy-one per cent of females
believed bullying and harassment were a problem at the
CFA and 45 per cent of males believed bullying was a
problem. These are quite large numbers and are across
both males and females within the service.

Fire Services Bill Select Committee: final report

Of particular concern is the reporting by several female
members of staff of sexual assault and sexual
harassment. Yet these things have been swept under the
table, particularly by the new management of the CFA
who even within one of the reports — I think it was the
one referred to today — tried to blame this on past
management of the CFA. Yet when Professor Taylor,
who had written the report, was raising concerns about
the report not being taken seriously she was herself
bullied by the CFA and told she was no longer
welcome there.
In the reports this morning of course the new CEO of
the CFA — Daniel Andrews’s hand-picked CEO —
says that this is 18 months old and was conducted in the
heat of the moment during the dispute in the CFA. This
is something that has been reported as being quite
openly happening in our fire services for a number of
years. We know that the former CEO of the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade, Peter Rau, also resigned and
when he resigned his wife actually said that he resigned
because of stress as a result of bullying by the United
Firefighters Union (UFU).
Daniel Andrews’s support of the UFU and his
willingness to turn a blind eye to the reports of bullying,
harassment and sexual assault within our fire services is
a disgrace. His pandering to the UFU, which has
demanded that the inquiry by the Victorian Equal

Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (17:10) —
Like my colleagues who have spoken previously, I will
also speak on the same report, which is the report of the
inquiry into the Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights
Compensation and Fire Services Legislation
Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, which was handed
down in August 2017.
As we know, this report came about through the
legislation that was brought into this house by the
government, got through the lower house and came up
to this place. At the time it was referred off to the Fire
Services Bill Select Committee, which I was a part of.
We know the controversy throughout the community
that went with that piece of legislation. I got to
experience that firsthand with the other members of the
committee as we went right around the state listening to
all the people who are involved, whether that be
volunteer firefighters, career firefighters, the union, the
departments and so forth. The report is very clear in
terms of what it says in relation to that legislation. As
we know, since that report was finalised the legislation
has been sitting on the notice paper and we have been
waiting anxiously for it to be brought onto the floor for
a full debate. We have had a couple of speakers on it,
but we have known that that debate was adjourned off
some weeks ago. It makes its appearance on the notice
paper but never actually gets brought forward for a
resolution, which I think is quite disappointing. I think a
lot of people would like to see that dealt with one way
or another.
One of the issues that came out of the select committee
was the cultural issues that the fire services were facing.
I think it is fair to say that the fire services in Victoria is
one of the last domains of the ultimate boys club, and
that plays out in terms of the females that are in those
organisations, particularly in front-row positions as
firefighters. It is only 2 or 3 per cent I think that we
have in those fire services, which is not good enough in
this day and age. We should definitely have more
people, and particularly women. What has happened is
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that a few people have actually tried to change those
cultural issues. Certainly former emergency services
minister Jane Garrett, former CEO of the Country Fire
Authority Lucinda Nolan and the former Country Fire
Authority board tried to do something about it. And for
trying to do something about it, because it is an ultimate
boys club, they were no longer welcome and were
dismissed from their positions.
Even more recently Professor Caroline Taylor, as we
have seen in the media in the last couple of days, was
brought in to try to see if she could come up with some
sort of scenario in terms of addressing those cultural
issues. That has been unsuccessful because she herself
was bullied for coming up with a report uncovering
what was really going on in those fire services. We
have heard about the bullying, harassment, abuse and
sexual harassment. A rape was reported and a whole
range of other elements as well. The government has
even referred the matter to the Victorian Equal
Opportunity and Human Rights Commission for them
to have a look at it, and we as part of the select
committee were very interested to see what was in that
report, because clearly that was going to give us an
insight into what was going on with those type of
issues. But the United Firefighters Union, to its
discredit, fought tooth and nail to prevent that from
being released. In fact they went to the extent of going
to the Supreme Court to try and suppress that report. I
think we can all look at it and realise after what we
have seen in the newspapers in the last couple of days
that there is obviously some material in that which is
very disturbing. The public has a right to know what is
in that report.
One of the things that we probably need to call out is
that the Labor Party has championed the rights of
people in a whole range of areas. I just do not
understand why they will not do it in this space as well.
They say they are the champions of women and that
they are the champions of equality, but for some reason
they have just let this one slide right through to the
keeper. In fact they are doing everything they can to not
be a part of it — because there is something here that
needs to come out in public. There is something here
that has been covered up. There is something here that
needs to be understood so we can address these issues.
Unfortunately this government is squibbing it and will
not address it. Daniel Andrews needs to do something
about it.
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ADJOURNMENT
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) — I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

School council representation
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western Metropolitan)
(17:16) — My adjournment matter is addressed to the
Minister for Education, and it is in regard to the
government’s recent decision to appoint Victorian high
school students to every state high school council, with
full voting rights. I am going to call on the minister to
withdraw his decision.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS — Yes. Let me tell you
why. I think student input into schools is very
important, but this is not the right way. Giving full
voting rights to students means they make decisions
regarding things like the hiring and firing of staff. They
get involved in issues with peers.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS — No, I never wanted to
hire my teacher. I was a square like that. I will keep
going anyway. Students would also be involved in very
sensitive matters if they were part of such councils, and
I believe this is inappropriate. It is also a lot of pressure
to put on students in the later years of high school,
when they are supposed to be focusing on education.
We put so much pressure on our kids, and I think it is
time to assist them, as I said, with education and to get
back to the basics. I believe it is questionable to have
students having such a say in multimillion-dollar
budgets, signing off on payments and reviewing and
updating policies, for example. This goes way beyond
consumer representation.
Students already have a say in the direction of their
schools through their student representative councils
and through consultation committees, and I sincerely
believe this is sufficient. Victoria currently has a crisis
in education. This is not the solution. This is a
distraction. We need to refocus on actual education.
I call on the minister to listen to these concerns
seriously, to consider them, to take them on board and
to withdraw his decision to appoint students to all state
high school councils, with full voting rights.
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Whittlesea police station
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (17:18) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Police, and it
relates to the facilities at the Whittlesea police station.
Minister, as well as guaranteeing that it maintains its
full complement of staff, will you give a commitment
that in the 2018–19 budget your government will fund
the badly needed refurbishment of the Whittlesea police
station?
With the Andrews Labor government’s focus on the
building of a new 24-hour police station in Mernda,
there were many concerns within the Whittlesea
community that the Whittlesea police station would be
adversely affected by the construction and opening of
the new police facility. Community concerns centred
around police members being taken from the local
station to help staff the Mernda station, placing further
pressure on the Whittlesea police to deliver the policing
service expected by the local community. These
concerns were dismissed by the government, with both
the Assembly member for Yan Yean and the Minister
for Police stating that the opening of the new Mernda
police station would have no impact on policing in
Whittlesea. Of course we now know that this was just
lip-service by Labor, because it was discovered that
four police positions had been quarantined from
Whittlesea to be placed at Mernda police station.
In response, a meeting of over 400 Whittlesea residents
was held to ensure the protection of their policing
service and to show support for the local police. The
meeting received an undertaking from the local police
superintendent that two of the four positions would be
returned to Whittlesea, and the community is seeking
an undertaking that the remaining two positions will
also be returned.
As well as ensuring the Whittlesea police station returns
to its full complement of staff, the community has
highlighted the need for a much-needed refurbishment
of the station. The people of Whittlesea are very
supportive of their local police members, as evidenced
by the large crowd at the recent public meeting, but
they know the police are working in very cramped and
ageing conditions. I recently toured the Whittlesea
police station, and the lack of simple maintenance alone
shows the Andrews Labor government’s complete
disregard for the station, its members and ultimately the
Whittlesea community.
The police station was built in the early 1960s, and
apart from being painted and the installation of fencing
to upgrade security it has received no refurbishment
works since its construction. The members change
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rooms are situated in the old police residence, which
sits next to the police station. The building has no
heating or cooling, meaning police members are
exposed to both extreme heat and cold conditions,
depending on the season, whilst getting changed.
Worryingly, the station is riddled with asbestos, forcing
the station commander to implement an asbestos
management plan to protect his staff and members of
the public.
The Whittlesea community are sick of their police
station being neglected by the Andrews Labor
government. They are proud of the job their police do,
but they know the members are working with
inadequate staff and in appalling conditions that are not
conducive to delivering a modern policing service to
the local community.
Minister, as well as guaranteeing that it maintains its
full complement of staff, will you give a commitment
that in the 2018–19 budget your government will fund
the badly needed refurbishment of the Whittlesea police
station?

Mobile phone emergency alerts
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (17:21) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for Minister Dalidakis.
Regional and rural communities get more from the
mobile phone network than just cheap calls and
Facebook when they are bored. Mobile phones are a
lifeline in emergencies and in some instances can be the
difference between life and death. One of those
instances is when bushfire alerts are being sent in a
code red or imminent danger period.
I have been approached by some residents in Licola and
Tonimbuk who technically have coverage, but the
reality of the coverage is that it is non-existent or only
available in portions of a person’s property. I call on the
minister to work with the federal government and telcos
to extend coverage to the point that there is at least a
signal that will allow for alerts to be received in that
whole area.

South Gippsland Hospital
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (17:22) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Health, the Honourable Jill Hennessy, in the other
place, and it relates to much-needed upgrades to the
South Gippsland Hospital based in the beautiful
community of Foster. The hospital also services
wonderful towns such as Fish Creek, Yanakie, Toora,
Welshpool and the beach resorts of Waratah Bay,
Sandy Point and Wilsons Promontory, which treble in
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population during the summer months. South
Gippsland is a vibrant, growing community. It is a
destination for families and for retirees, and it needs to
have appropriate, current and up-to-date facilities.
The action I seek is that the minister review the
submission for refurbishment of the theatre and
maternity areas of the hospital that the CEO, Mrs Chris
Trotman, has put into the Regional Health
Infrastructure Fund and approve funding of
$1.6 million for the upgrade.
The hospital was built in the early 1950s. Aside from
receiving a small grant almost 20 years ago, the theatre
and birthing suite remain virtually unchanged. Indeed,
although I cannot remember the event, the theatre has
not changed since my birth there many, many years
ago. The theatre and birthing suites are incompatible
with contemporary design and emerging best practice
guidelines. Having recently toured the hospital once
again, I observed the less-than-perfect conditions for
staff, doctors and patients.
While health and safety are not compromised, patients
waiting for and recuperating from operations are only
metres away from the birthing suite, separated by a thin
dividing wall. Indeed Mrs Trotman told me that on one
occasion one of the people waiting for an operation
actually yelled out encouragement to the birthing suite
next door, which I think is far less than helpful for
anybody. The pan room is circa 1950s, and the hospital
has had to transform a cupboard into a consulting room
in order to cope with the lack of privacy — a cupboard.
The clinical services plan identifies that the hospital
will be non-compliant in two to three years if upgrades
do not occur, and this is a most serious situation. The
current proposal includes the use of new technologies
to ensure the local community members have access to
safe and affordable care at South Gippsland Hospital
and avoid the cost and time burden of having to travel
to Melbourne, across into the Latrobe Valley or
elsewhere. Maintaining a contemporary maternity ward
capable of emergency caesarean operations is vital to
serve our local community and takes the pressure off
other overstretched regional hospitals. South Gippsland
Hospital is part of a vibrant community, as I have said,
and it needs to remain fit for purpose. I commend the
CEO and architects for coming up with a very low cost
refurbishment and upgrade plan, and I trust the minister
will expedite the grant process as quickly as possible.
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Try before You Ride
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) (17:25) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Public Transport, Jacinta Allan, and it pertains to a
program called Try before You Ride, as part of which
an event was held recently in Box Hill for elderly and
disabled people around the accessibility of public
transport. The action I seek from the minister is that she
consider asking her department to extend this program,
whether it be by running it more frequently or holding it
in other locations, because I found it to be a great
program, and the people who were there appreciated it
very much.

Williamstown level crossings
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (17:26) — I wish
to raise a matter this evening for the attention of the
Minister for Public Transport, the Honourable Jacinta
Allan. It concerns the very real worry that a growing
group of people in Williamstown have — that they are
about to have sky rail inflicted upon them. The removal
of level crossings at Williamstown, particularly at
Ferguson Street, is something that does not concern
these good people significantly enough for them to
have formed themselves into an official group and to
have lobbied local MPs, but they have certainly come
to see me and have kept me in contact with the problem
over a number of months now. Whilst they have been
prosecuting the case they have also been attempting to
gain a meeting with Minister Allan. That unfortunately
has not come to pass. I understand that they have tried
just recently again through the member for
Williamstown, Mr Noonan, who has, I am reliably
informed, not been able to organise such a meeting.
It seems to me that this is an issue that does impact a
huge number of people in the Williamstown area. The
people of Williamstown are seeing what is happening
on the Caulfield line in some of the areas Carnegie-way
over on the other side of town, and they do not want to
see that happen in Williamstown. Williamstown is a
great place; it is a very, very nice place. I wish I could
afford to live there, in fact, but it seems the only people
that can afford to live there these days are Labor
MPs —
Mr Ondarchie — Not in their electorates.
Mr FINN — Not in their electorates, but that is
beside the point. My concern is that Williamstown will
be ruined by a sky rail or sky rails. That is something
that also obviously is of great concern to the people of
Williamstown. So I am asking the minister, given that
she obviously has a very, very busy schedule and it is a
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tad impractical to expect her to meet every one of these
people in Williamstown individually, to join me at a
public meeting in Williamstown to meet with the local
community. They say that they have not been consulted
at all, and I understand that to be correct. Here is an
opportunity to hear not from the Liberals — because I
know the minister is going to say, ‘Oh, this is all a
Liberal plot to stop the removal of railway
crossings’ — but from the community. I ask the
minister to make a time, and I will make a time, so we
can meet with the local community in Williamstown to
hear their concerns.

Respect Is the Rule
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (17:29) —
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation. The
action I am seeking is in relation to Victoria’s liquor
licensing and responsible service of alcohol training.
Last week I had the pleasure of meeting a really
impressive woman, Nikki Keating, who founded
Respect Is the Rule, a campaign around protecting
hospitality staff from sexual harassment in the
workplace.
When we come to work, we do so with pretty strong
confidence that we are going to do that fairly safely, but
a staggering 89 per cent of young women working in
hospitality report being sexually harassed at work, and
many have reported not only harassment but also
assault. The problem seems to be that customers forget
that they are in someone’s workplace: it is their place of
relaxation and entertainment, and they forget that it is
someone else’s place of work.
I just want to share some of the examples that
hospitality workers have reported — things like, ‘How
do you get that arse in that skirt?’. One woman said,
‘My boss tried to make a $100 bet on what colour
underwear I was wearing’. Another example was, ‘My
boss would always ask me uncomfortable questions
regarding my sex life’. It goes on. Examples include
things like, ‘I had men grab my arse, come around the
bar and get too close’, ‘My manager followed me into
the women’s bathrooms’ and ‘Customers would make
me feel … uncomfortable by making inappropriate
sexual jokes and looking me up and down’. These are
things that none of us would expect or indeed tolerate in
our workplace.
Nikki has been bringing together a lot of hospitality
workers to join her in making venues safe for everyone.
They have been getting dozens of venues to sign a
Respect Is the Rule pledge to create safe and respectful
environments for their staff. I think this is a great idea;
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it is a great initiative. Where I think we could really do
some work is in incorporating some sexual harassment
and respectful relationships training into our
responsible service of alcohol training, so that everyone
who is going to work in hospitality who undergoes this
training learns not only how to serve alcohol
responsibly but also how to act responsibly in their
workplace.

Point Lonsdale Surf Life Saving Club
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (17:32) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Emergency
Services, the Honourable James Merlino, and the action
I seek from the minister is to assist the Point Lonsdale
Surf Life Saving Club in a funding application to
respond to significant concrete cancer in their back
beach surf club. That surf clubhouse is deemed
unsuitable and unfit for purpose. Given it oversights the
fourth most dangerous beach in the whole of Victoria, I
believe the minister needs to see this as an urgent
matter. I understand he does have capacity in his
emergency services fund to be able to provide
emergency funds to the Point Lonsdale surf club to help
respond to a crumbling foundation of the clubhouse,
given its important role in providing oversight on that
beach and safety to the community who use that beach.
And it is well used. I do believe this is a matter of
urgency that the minister needs to respond to.
In the same breath I do congratulate the government on
its commitment of $1.5 million for a new surf club at
Point Lonsdale, but that is very distinct from the back
beach surf club. My constituency question on this
matter to Mr Merlino showed that he was somewhat
confused by the fact that Point Lonsdale has two surf
clubs. One is on the front beach, which there has been
an allocation of funding for, but the more urgent issue is
the back beach, where, as I said —
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — Actually that beach is infamous,
if I might say, Mr Finn, given Harold Holt decided to
use that beach for a swim, never to be seen again. I
think I have got the right beach. Nevertheless, it is an
extremely dangerous beach and potentially could have
lost a Prime Minister or two — I will get my facts right
on that down the track — but the urgency of my
adjournment matter for Mr Merlino is to have the
government commit funding to deal with the issue
around the concrete cancer of that building and to make
it safe and usable for our volunteers.
I want to take the opportunity to thank all our lifesaving
volunteers that do an incredible amount of hard work
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over the summer period in protecting our communities
and making them safe on the beach and in the water.
But to do that they obviously need facilities to provide
the equipment, personnel and oversight to be able to
maximise the opportunities of them doing their job. I
implore the minister, as a matter of urgency, to provide
funding for the back beach surf club at Point Lonsdale.
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She has regularly provided photographs of what is
happening around her home, and they are quite
extraordinary. It is clear that the shade will severely
impact her property on a permanent basis. Her property
is several metres from the existing railway line, but now
the edge of structure, the edge of the actual sky rail
itself, is either right on the edge of her property line or
slightly hanging over the fence.

Wilsons Promontory commercial boat tours
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (17:35) — I
raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
D’Ambrosio. It relates to the beautiful Wilsons
Promontory, which is one of the most beautiful parts of
my electorate of Eastern Victoria Region, one of the
most beautiful parts of Victoria and a key place for
Victorians and tourists from interstate and overseas to
visit, to walk, to look at the wildlife, to swim and all the
rest of it. It is a great spot and one which Victorians
cherish.
I have been contacted by a constituent who is a
long-term user of Wilsons Promontory, and he advises
me he has been visiting Wilsons Promontory since
Christmas 1959. He has raised with me a concern
around the proposal to run commercial boat tours from
Norman Bay beach near Tidal River, which as the
minister no doubt knows is the main camping area on
the promontory. He is concerned about what impact
commercial boat tours may have on the environment in
the area and on the amenity for other users and what
will be required to accommodate a commercial boat
tour operation operating from this location on the
promontory.
The action I would seek from the minister is that she
provide a detail of what consultation there has been
with the local community and the Friends of the Prom
organisation and what impact it is envisaged this will
have on the environment and on the amenity of the
area. This is an important issue for an important part of
Victoria, and I look forward to the minister’s response.

Caulfield–Dandenong line elevated rail
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(17:37) — My adjournment matter is to the Minister for
Public Transport in the other place, and it concerns sky
rail in the Murrumbeena area. It has come to my
attention a number of times that a resident, whose name
is Catherine Pendelich, has had ongoing issues in
relation to sky rail and her property. Her property backs
onto the rail line in Murrumbeena, and it is subject to
enormous overshadowing as a result of the structure
that is going to be built literally at her back fence.

She made some comments today which I have seen
about the works that are going on while she remains in
her home. When asked, ‘What’s it like at the moment?’,
she said, ‘To be honest, it’s really noisy and it’s actually
very scary. Really, really scary. I did write an email to
my MP, Mr Steve Dimopoulous, and asked him to
come here to be with me’. She was asked, ‘Has he
turned up?’, and she said, ‘No, he didn’t want to come’.
She has had a lot of noise, she has got permanent
overshadowing to her property and, at the moment, she
has got issues to do with the straddle carrier, which is
now well and truly overhanging property lines. As she
put it, something like 400 tonnes of concrete are jutting
out over the back of the house.
She has quite reasonable fears about her safety. There is
evidence of safety failures that have affected residents
along the line. We have seen an example: on
27 September a spanner was dropped on a car in a
driveway, and there were also bolts dropped a few days
later. This is concerning, obviously, not least because of
the distance from which they are being dropped, which
adds to the potential danger.
Things have gotten worse this week, however, because
Ms Pendelich’s backyard, the roof of her home, the
shading and her pet cat were all sprayed by hydraulic
oil, which appears to be from some sort of accident that
occurred on the site. It is not yet clear how it got there.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority says that it is
like synthetic oil and that they are investigating. The
way Ms Pendelich became aware of this is that she was
contacted by the Level Crossing Removal Authority,
who told her that there had been an incident at her
home. When she got home she said it looked like it had
rained oil all over the back of the house.
Obviously there are some serious safety issues for
anybody who is involved in or is adjacent to a major
form of infrastructure construction like this. There are
obviously some serious safety provisions for the
workers and train passengers who are nearby. However,
the residents are very close to the works and in some
cases have machinery and activity overhanging their
property. The action I am seeking from the minister is
that she provide a copy of the safety policies as they
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relate to residents and properties that are adjacent to the
sky rail construction.

Taxi and hire car industry
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(17:41) — My adjournment matter tonight is for the
Minister for Public Transport, Jacinta Allan. It concerns
my constituent Fadime Cihan, who is an Epping
resident. She and her husband bought their first taxi
licence in 2003 as new migrants, worked and saved
hard and bought a second and third licence in 2013,
putting their house up as security for the exorbitant
purchases of these licences. Things have gone
pear-shaped thanks to the current government.
I met with Ms Cihan today, when she came into the
Parliament to chat about some things. She shared with
me her economic circumstances as a result of the
government’s reforms to the taxi system and said that in
fact her marriage has broken down. She is severely
depressed, and to add to this her ex-husband, who she
still cares for, has been diagnosed with a heart
condition. The only income they have coming into the
household now is $273 a week from Centrelink.
Ms Cihan’s husband cannot work very much due to his
physical condition and she cannot work because of her
mental anguish. She has been left to pay over $300 000
in servicing her debt. The government have taken
Ms Cihan’s licences away. She applied to the Fairness
Fund in April but has had no response, apart from an
acknowledgement that they received her application.
Ms Cihan told me that the minister and the Labor Party
had destroyed the taxi industry. She said, ‘We work
hard, we pay taxes and now I can’t even get a
response’.
Ms Cihan has sent many emails to the minister and has
not had any acknowledgement. In fact some sitting
weeks ago she came into Parliament House and saw the
minister outside Strangers Corridor and said, ‘Can I
have one minute with you just to chat about my
circumstance?’. The minister declined to chat with her
and in fact called security. Ms Cihan is depressed, she
is very tearful and it seems like her family
circumstances are such that she is not sure what she
wants to do with her life. The action I seek from the
minister is: would you meet with Ms Cihan, hear her
plight and instruct the Fairness Fund to do something to
help her and her husband?
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Responses
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (17:43) — We have had adjournment
matters this evening from Dr Carling Jenkins to the
Minister for Education, calling on the minister to
reverse his decision to provide students access to school
councils; from Ms Lovell to the Minister for Police to
fund refurbishment of the police station in Whittlesea
from the 2018 budget; from Mr Bourman to me in
relation to Licola and Tonimbuk phone coverage and
asking me to work with local and federal authorities,
and I will provide information on that in time; from
Ms Bath to the Minister for Health, asking that she fund
the refurbishment of the theatre and birthing suites in
the South Gippsland Hospital; from Mr Leane to the
Minister for Public Transport, asking that the minister
consider his request to extend a program that provides
assistance to mobility-affected passengers in teaching
them how to get around, which is currently available at
Box Hill station; and from Mr Finn to the Minister for
Public Transport in relation to meeting with
Williamstown constituents to discuss the possibility of
a sky rail.
I can advise Mr Finn that I can happily resolve that
adjournment matter right now. Mr Noonan, the
Assembly member for Williamstown and a former
minister, advised me that two children were killed at the
level crossing concerned in Williamstown North and
that the community will indeed be consulted before any
preferred design is chosen —
Mr Finn — That is not what I asked.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Well, you asked for the
minister to attend a meeting, and I am telling you —
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I am now telling you that the
local member has advised that there will be a meeting
and community consultation —
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Well, you can take this up
with the President, but I have now met with your
adjournment —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — You cannot take a point of
order. I can do the adjournment any way I like, as the
standing orders provide.
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Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, Acting
President, I would just remind you that Mr Finn’s
adjournment matter was in fact directed to the Minister
for Public Transport, not the local member for
Williamstown. So I am not quite sure how the
minister’s response at the table can be from the local
member and not from the minister who the
adjournment matter was directed to.
Mr DALIDAKIS — On the point of order, Acting
President, it is my entitlement as the minister on duty to
deal with adjournment matters, and I can advise that in
fact no consultation has begun. Consultation will begin
in relation to the level crossing removal, and the
minister will provide for the local member to undertake
that consultation in relation to the level crossing
removal.
Mr O’Donohue — Further to the point of order,
Acting President, the minister referred to his
‘entitlement’. I do not believe the standing orders refer
to the minister’s ‘entitlement’. It is more about the
minister responding to the matters raised and
discharging the request from the member.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) —
There is no point of order, because the minister has the
right to respond in the way he sees fit. I ask the minister
to continue.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I have further adjournment
matters from Ms Patten to the Minister for Consumer
Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation, asking that
Respect Is the Rule training be incorporated into the
sensible serving of alcohol; from Mr Ramsay to the
Minister for Emergency Services asking the minister to
assist the Point Lonsdale Surf Life Saving Club with
funding for its repairs; from Mr O’Donohue to the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
in relation to the issue he raised in regard to Wilsons
Promontory and seeking advice from the minister in
relation to that process going forward; from
Ms Fitzherbert to the Minister for Public Transport
seeking that safety policies be distributed to local
residents; and from Mr Ondarchie to the Minister for
Public Transport asking the minister to meet with the
constituent he named in relation to their application to
the Fairness Fund.
Further to that, I have written responses to adjournment
debate matters raised by Ms Lovell on 9 May,
Mr O’Sullivan on 9 May and Ms Lovell again on
23 August — all in 2017.
Mr Finn — On a point of order, Acting President,
Minister Dalidakis has said that he has discharged the
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adjournment matter that I raised in the house this
evening. Clearly he has not. What I asked the minister
to do was attend a public meeting with me. At no time
has the minister said that the minister either will or will
not attend such a meeting, and I do not see how he
would be able to without actually asking her. So in fact
the matter has not been discharged, the matter is still
alive, and I ask you to direct him to raise this matter
with the Minister for Public Transport.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) — Does
the minister believe that that was discharging the
matter?
Mr DALIDAKIS — Yes. I can provide some
further information if you like, Acting President. I can
say that the Minister for Public Transport does not
intend to meet at this point because consultations are
yet to begin with the local community and the local
member there, Mr Noonan, will indeed conduct those
local consultations on behalf of the government.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) —
Under those circumstances, I believe that the minister
has discharged his responsibility.
Mr Finn — On a fresh point of order, Acting
President, I fail to see how the minister can discharge
this matter without actually raising it with the Minister
for Public Transport. Unless he has a gift of
clairvoyance — one of the few gifts that he has — and
he is using that, I fail to see how he can judge what the
minister will or will not do.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) —
Under standing order 4.13 the minister actually has the
ability to determine the response to that and to deal with
it. He believes that he has dealt with it in these
circumstances. So according to the standing orders he
has dealt with the matter and I am powerless to
intervene.
Mr Finn — Further on the point of order, Acting
President, so the minister is saying that he refuses to
raise this matter with the minister as I have requested. I
just want to make that clear.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) — The
minister has the authority and has dealt with the matter,
and I have no ability to instruct a minister to deal with it
any differently.
Mr Ondarchie — On the point of order, Acting
President, I am just seeking some clarity from you on
this matter. Are you now saying that the precedent has
been set where a minister can determine whether an
adjournment matter is passed on to another minister?
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Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) —
Thank you, members. At the moment my decision
stands, but it will be referred to the President and the
President will make a ruling tomorrow.
With that, I remind members of the joint sitting tonight
at 6.30 p.m. in the Assembly chamber to choose a
person to hold the seat in the Legislative Council
rendered vacant by the resignation of Mr Greg Barber.
The house now stands adjourned.
House adjourned 5.53 p.m.
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JOINT SITTING OF PARLIAMENT
Legislative Council vacancy
Honourable members of both houses met in
Assembly chamber at 6.33 p.m.
The Clerk — Before proceeding with the business
of this joint sitting it will be necessary to appoint a
Chair. I call the Premier.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (18:33) — I move:
That the Honourable Bruce Atkinson, President of the
Legislative Council, be appointed Chair of this joint sitting.

I understand that he is willing to accept the nomination.
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
second the motion.
The Clerk — Are there any other proposals? There
being no other proposals, the Honourable Bruce
Atkinson, President of the Legislative Council, will
take the chair.
Motion agreed to.
The CHAIR — Order! I draw the attention of
honourable members to the extracts from the
Constitution Act 1975 which have been circulated.
Please note that the various provisions require that the
joint sitting be conducted in accordance with rules
adopted for the purpose by members present at the
sitting. The first procedure, therefore, will be the
adoption of rules.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (18:34) — Chair, I
desire to submit the rules of procedure, which are in the
hands of honourable members, and I accordingly move:
That these rules be the rules of procedure for this joint sitting.

Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
second the motion.
Motion agreed to.
The CHAIR — The rules having been adopted, I
now invite proposals from members for a person to
occupy the vacant seat in the Legislative Council.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (18:34) — Chair, I
propose:
That Dr Samantha Ratnam be chosen to occupy the vacancy
in the Legislative Council.
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She is willing to accept the appointment if chosen. In
order to satisfy the joint sitting as to the requirements of
section 27A(4) of the Constitution Act 1975, I also
advise that Dr Ratnam is the selection of the Victorian
Greens, the party previously represented in the
Legislative Council by Mr Greg Barber.
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
second the proposal.
The CHAIR — Are there any further proposals?
Are there any further nominations? As there are no
further nominations, I declare that nominations are
closed.
Motion agreed to.
The CHAIR — On that basis I declare that
Dr Samantha Ratnam has been chosen to occupy the
vacant seat in the Legislative Council. I will advise the
Governor accordingly.
In declaring the sitting closed, I congratulate
Dr Ratnam, who is in the gallery tonight.
Proceedings terminated 6.36 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.35 a.m. and read the prayer.

NEW MEMBER
Dr Ratnam
The PRESIDENT announced the choosing of
Dr Samantha Ratnam as member for the electoral
region of Northern Metropolitan in place of
Mr Greg Barber, resigned.
Dr Ratnam introduced and oath of allegiance
affirmed.
The PRESIDENT (09:38) — Now I ask you to sign
the register. Congratulations. Well done. You are now a
member.
Earlier this week I sought indications from both the
Leader of the Government and the Leader of the
Opposition in relation to changes in their ministerial
and shadow ministerial line-ups, but I am not sure that I
actually sought from Ms Pennicuik or Ms Springle
advice on the leadership of the Greens. Certainly we
welcome you today not only as a new member to the
house but also as the new Leader of the Greens. That is
a meteoric rise, which many of us are left with some
envy about.
At any rate, this is a bible of sorts: the standing orders.
Coming from local government you will not have any
trouble digesting it; I just hope you do not have any
trouble applying it.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (09:39) —
Thank you very much.
Honourable members applauded.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Adjournment matters
The PRESIDENT (09:39) — I want to also deal
with another matter. After last night’s adjournment
debate, a matter was referred to me in respect of the
response to a matter that was raised. The matter was for
a minister in another place, and the minister in the
chamber, being Mr Dalidakis, dealt with it last night
and was of the view that he had discharged that matter.
In respect of that matter, can I say that I understand
Mr Dalidakis was able to, in his view, discharge that
matter because he was provided with some information
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by another member of his party during that
adjournment debate.
Whilst I think that that member may well have had
significant knowledge of the matter that was put to
Mr Dalidakis, I do think that in the circumstances a
minister might well have had some additional
perspective that they might have wished to have
included in an answer to a member of the house. So I
am not sure that as a general principle it is necessarily a
good idea to rely on the input of a local member on a
matter, because sometimes there are other
considerations.
Notwithstanding that, in the precedents before the
Parliament and a series of rulings over quite a long time
by many presidents, the position of Mr Dalidakis is
upheld in the sense that the President is not in a position
to advise a minister or to take a view on a minister’s
answer in regard to how it responds to a member’s
question. Indeed, a minister is entitled, if they go to
some explanation in that response, to consider that they
have discharged the matter. Again, where you are not
the actual minister responsible for that issue, it is
probably a matter of considering the courtesy of
perhaps allowing a ministerial colleague to make
comment and to provide some further information, but
in general terms Mr Dalidakis was within his rights last
night to discharge the matter.
Mr Finn — On a point of order, President, I seek
your ruling on this. Last night in response to a request
that I made during the adjournment, Mr Dalidakis
refused to accept that request and refused to request that
the Minister for Public Transport attend a public
meeting. The ruling that I seek from you is: is it is now
okay, or indeed has it always been okay, for a minister
to refuse a request during an adjournment on behalf of
another minister without having asked that minister
first?
Mr Davis — Further to the point of order, President,
whilst on one level it is technically correct that the
discharge occurs at the time, we have actually been
down this path in the past. Mr Theophanous some years
ago began the practice of seeking to immediately
discharge adjournments at the time. That became a very
difficult period for both the opposition and the
government. Indeed, when there was some broader
community interest, if I can put it that way, in the
matter of the mistreatment of the adjournment at the
time, the government at the time then decided to
reverse its stance on this.
I think the point here is that whatever the technical
aspect, there is good practice here. The seeking of

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
5170

COUNCIL

information and the seeking of actions by local MPs on
behalf of their constituents is an important part of
democracy. If that is subverted in any way, that is
deeply problematic. I think it would behove everybody
to think about whether we want to adopt a practice
where ministers can in effect flick an adjournment and
discharge it, despite the clearly democratic intent of the
member raising it.
Mrs Peulich — On the point of order, President, I
do recall some of that debate from previous
parliaments — in fact I think Mr Lenders, a previous
Leader of the Government, took to the practice of
discharging matters that were raised for other ministers.
I in principle and in practice believe that that is not the
appropriate call because I believe that the minister who
does not have responsibility for a portfolio should not
have the authority to discharge the matter. I am not sure
if the matter was considered by the Procedure
Committee at the time. If it was not, I urge that matter
to be considered, because indeed the adjournment
debate could be entirely abused and members’ rights
denied by a minister routinely discharging all matters
that are raised with him or her for various ministers as
an ongoing practice. I do not believe its intent was to
give that sort of power to the minister on duty —
simply on duty — and I do not believe it is very good
parliamentary practice. It is potentially very, very
subject to abuse, and if the Procedure Committee has
not given this matter detailed consideration, then can I
urge that you do so.
Mr Dalidakis — On the point of order, President,
notwithstanding your ruling, in direct response to the
claims made by Mr Davis, as the minister on duty last
night I in fact sent all of the adjournment items through
bar one, and for that one I did not because I provided a
substantive answer saying that communication,
consultation, had not begun in the area he was seeking
from the minister concerned. I dealt with the matter in
discharging the duty in a substantive way. I did not
dismiss it out of hand.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am interested in the
course of these points of order because I think that they
are relevant points on this occasion. I particularly go to
Mrs Peulich’s point of order, which I actually agree
with and would uphold. I think the appropriate course
of action is that the Procedure Committee does give
some consideration to our process with regard to
adjournment matters. Mr Davis has referred to the
practice of the house in terms of a technical position,
and I think there are some grounds for that in respect of
previous rulings by presidents, and indeed there are a
couple there given by a bloke called Atkinson when he
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was a deputy — he was obviously playing above his
weight.
Ms Shing interjected.
The PRESIDENT — I cannot reflect on the deputy
chair?
Ms Shing — That’s entirely unparliamentary I
would submit, President.
The PRESIDENT — So is talking while the
President is on his feet. But at any rate those rulings
have established that there has been, perhaps to the
chagrin of the house, a practice where ministers have
discharged matters. I think it is appropriate that we do
consider that. Also — and Mr Davis is particularly
conscious of this, as am I — in the not-so-distant past
we actually had all of the ministers available to the
chamber to respond to matters on every night rather
than the process of having a minister on duty, which is
a more recent practice. I think that the protocols around
the adjournment debate would be worthwhile
considering in the Procedure Committee.
In respect of the matter that was discharged, I am now a
little troubled that I hear that the actual request was for
the minister to visit the electorate, to attend. I do find it
hard and in fact would myself resent it, notwithstanding
that there might have been an explanation of process
about what was happening with that matter, if
somebody discharged an invitation that I had not even
seen. Irrespective of the explanation that might well
have —
Mr Davis interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Mr Davis, 15 minutes.
Mr Davis withdrew from chamber.
The PRESIDENT — I will not have people talk
while I am on my feet. We all know the rule.
Dr Ratnam has probably already picked that up from
the standing orders within moments, so I do not know
how a member who has been here for a long time does
not know that when I am on my feet you do not talk.
In the case of this one it might well be that
Mr Dalidakis actually discharged the wrong matter, in
so much as an invitation to the minister ought to have
gone to the minister as a matter of courtesy rather than
being discharged by way of an explanation. As I said, if
it was in my position, I would not want somebody to be
declining an invitation made to me if I had not had the
chance to see it.
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I think that we have learned something from last night.
Perhaps Mr Dalidakis might consider informally
bringing that matter to the attention of the Minister for
Public Transport subsequently in respect of the
invitation. Notwithstanding that, as I understand it, an
explanation of the process involved with this
consultation was adequately conveyed to the house last
evening.
Mr Jennings — It is not my intention for this matter
to proceed at great length within the chamber today or
indeed to be considered by the Procedure Committee at
great length. Can I say that I was quite comfortable
with your original direction to the chamber in relation
to this matter. The veracity of the position that has been
put by those opposite, contrary to the actions of my
ministerial colleague, relies on what they believe to be
the source of his information, which came to him in the
running of this matter, and whether in fact he had any
ability to be able to discharge the matter based upon the
advice he had obtained.
Sometimes you can get advice instantaneously. There
are devices in the chamber that enable us to
communicate with other people outside the chamber
and get advice on the running. I am not wanting to
investigate this matter, but I just want to confirm that
the government does not have any difficulty with the
description and the direction that you gave when you
rose to discuss this matter at the very beginning today.

CONSUMER UTILITIES ADVOCACY
CENTRE
Report 2016–17

Bairnsdale Regional Health Service — Report, 2016–17.
Ballarat General Cemeteries Trust — Minister’s report of
receipt of 2016–17 report.
Ballarat Health Services — Report, 2016–17.
Barwon Health — Report, 2016–17.
Bass Coast Health — Report, 2016–17.
Beaufort and Skipton Health Service — Report, 2016–17.
Beechworth Health Service — Report, 2016–17.
Benalla Health — Report, 2016–17.
Bendigo Cemeteries Trust — Minister’s report of receipt of
2016–17 report.
Bendigo Health Care Group — Report, 2016–17.
Boort District Health — Report, 2016–17.
Calvary Health Care Bethlehem Limited — Report, 2016–17.
Casterton Memorial Hospital — Report, 2016–17.
Castlemaine Health — Report, 2016–17.
CenITex — Report, 2016–17.
Central Gippsland Health Service — Report, 2016–17.
Cobram District Hospital — Report, 2016–17.
Cohuna District Hospital — Report, 2016–17.
Colac Area Health — Report, 2016–17.
Commission for Children and Young People — Report,
2016–17.
Commissioner for Privacy and Data Protection — Report,
2016–17 (Ordered to be published).

Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment), by leave, presented report.

Community Visitors — Report, 2016–17 (Ordered to be
published).

Laid on table.

Consumer Affairs Victoria — Report, 2016–17 (Ordered to
be published).

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Adult Parole Board of Victoria — Report, 2016–17.
Albury Wodonga Health — Report, 2016–17.

Country Fire Authority — Report, 2016–17.
Dental Health Services Victoria — Report, 2016–17.
Djerriwarrh Health Services — Report, 2016–17.
Eastern Health — Report, 2016–17.
East Grampians Health Service — Report, 2016–17.

Alexandra District Health — Report, 2016–17.
East Wimmera Health Service — Report, 2016–17.
Alfred Health — Report, 2016–17.
Echuca Regional Health — Report, 2016–17.
Alpine Health — Report, 2016–17.
Ambulance Victoria — Report, 2016–17.
Asset Confiscation Operations — Report, 2016–17.
Austin Health — Report, 2016–17.
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Edenhope and District Memorial Hospital — Report,
2016–17.
Emergency Services Telecommunications Authority —
Report, 2016–17.
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Metropolitan Waste and Resource Recovery Group —
Report, 2016–17.

Essential Services Commission — Report, 2016–17.

Mildura Cemetery Trust — Minister’s report of receipt of
2016–17 report.

Forensic Leave Panel — Report, 2016.

Monash Health — Report, 2016–17.

Gippsland Southern Health Service — Report, 2016–17.

Moyne Health Services — Report, 2016–17.

Goulburn Valley Health — Report, 2016–17.

Nathalia District Hospital — Report, 2016–17.

Geelong Cemeteries Trust — Report, 2016–17.

Northeast Health Wangaratta — Report, 2016–17.

Greater Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust — Report, 2016–17.

Northern Health — Report, 2016–17.

Greyhound Racing Victoria — Report, 2016–17.

Numurkah District Health Service — Report, 2016–17.

Health and Human Services Department — Report, 2016–17.

Omeo District Health — Report, 2016–17.

Health Complaints Commissioner — Report, 2016–17.

Orbost Regional Health — Report, 2016–17.

Health Purchasing Victoria — Report, 2016–17.

Otway Health — Report, 2016–17.

Heathcote Health — Report, 2016–17.

Parks Victoria — Report, 2016–17.

Hepburn Health Service — Report, 2016–17.

Peninsula Health — Report, 2016–17.

Hesse Rural Health Service — Report, 2016–17.

Peter MacCallum Cancer Centre — Report, 2016–17.

Heywood Rural Health — Report, 2016–17.

Police Registration and Services Board Report, 2016–17.

Inglewood and Districts Health Service — Report, 2016–17.

Portland District Health — Report, 2016–17.

Justice and Regulation Department — Report, 2016–17.

Queen Elizabeth Centre — Report, 2016–17.

Kerang District Health — Report, 2016–17.

Queen Victoria Women’s Centre — Minister’s report of
receipt of 2016–17 report.

Kilmore and District Hospital — Report, 2016–17.
Racing Integrity Commissioner — Report, 2016–17.
Kooweerup Regional Health Service — Report, 2016–17.
Radiation Advisory Committee — Report, 2016–17.
Kyabram and District Health Service — Report, 2016–17.
Residential Tenancies Bond Authority — Report, 2016–17.
Kyneton District Health Service — Report, 2016–17.
Robinvale District Health Services — Report, 2016–17.
Latrobe Regional Hospital — Report, 2016–17.
Legal Practitioners’ Liability Committee — Report, 2016–17.

Rochester and Elmore District Health Service — Report,
2016–17.

Lorne Community Hospital — Report, 2016–17.

Royal Children’s Hospital Melbourne — Report, 2016–17.

Maldon Hospital — Report, 2016–17.

Royal Victorian Eye and Ear Hospital — Report, 2016–17.

Mallee Track Health and Community Service — Report,
2016–17.

Royal Women’s Hospital — Report, 2016–17.
Rural Northwest Health — Report, 2016–17.

Mansfield District Hospital — Report, 2016–17.
Seymour Health — Report, 2016–17.
Maryborough District Health Service — Report, 2016–17.
South Gippsland Hospital — Report, 2016–17.
Melbourne Health — Report, 2016–17.
South West Healthcare — Report, 2016–17.
Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 —
Cumulative Summary of Returns, 30 September 2017
(Ordered to be published).

Southern Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust — Report, 2016–17.
Stawell Regional Health — Report, 2016–17.

Mercy Public Hospitals Incorporated — Report, 2016–17.
Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Board — Report,
2016–17.

St Vincent’s Hospital (Melbourne) Limited — Report,
2016–17.
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Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Document under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule No. 95.
Swan Hill District Health — Report, 2016–17.
Tallangatta Health Service — Report, 2016–17.
Terang and Mortlake Health Service — Report, 2016–17.
Timboon and District Healthcare Service — Report,
2016–17.
Treasury and Finance Department — Report, 2016–17.
Tweddle Child and Family Health Service — Report,
2016–17.
Upper Murray Health and Community Services — Report,
2016–17.
VicForests — Report, 2016–17.
Victoria Police — Report, 2016–17.
Victoria State Emergency Service Authority — Report,
2016–17.
Victorian Assisted Reproductive Treatment Authority —
Report, 2016–17.
Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor
Regulation — Report, 2016–17.
Victorian Electoral Commission — Report, 2016–17.
Victorian Health Promotion Foundation — Report, 2016–17.
Victorian Industry Participation Policy — Report, 2016–17.
Victorian Institute of Forensic Mental Health — Report,
2016–17.
Victorian Pharmacy Authority — Minister’s report of receipt
of 2016–17 report.
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation — Report,
2016–17.
Victorian Plantations Corporation — Report, 2016–17.
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PROCEDURE COMMITTEE
Members register of interests
The PRESIDENT (09:53) — Just following on
from the commentary before on matters going to the
Procedure Committee, another matter that I am
planning to bring to the attention of the Procedure
Committee for an opinion is whether or not we should
effectively have live reporting of the members register
of interests updates, rather than waiting for their
periodic publication — that is, whether or not it is in the
interests of the Parliament and members to update it
progressively as members file notifications. That is a
practice in some other jurisdictions.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Clerk — I have received the following letter
from the Attorney-General relating to the resolution of
the council of 18 October 2017:
I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 18 October
2017, seeking the production of the documents required to be
tabled by the following resolutions of the Council:
8 March 2017 in respect of the new proposed youth
justice facility; and
10 May 2017 in respect of the Department of Health and
Human Services Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC) briefing documents.
The Legislative Council’s date for production of the
documents by noon on 19 October 2017 does not allow
sufficient time for the government to respond to the Council’s
resolution.
While the government has previously responded to similar
orders, further time is required for the government to consider
whether it will maintain previous claims of executive
privilege. This requires the government to obtain fresh legal
advice to ensure that any claims of privilege are principled,
based on current circumstances.

West Gippsland Healthcare Group — Report, 2016–17.
West Wimmera Health Service — Report, 2016–17.
Western District Health Service — Report, 2016–17.

The government is giving this order priority and will respond
in the next sitting week.

GREENS LEADERSHIP

Western Health — Report, 2016–17.
Wimmera Health Care Group — Report, 2016–17.
Yarram and District Health Service — Report, 2016–17.
Yarrawonga District Health Service — Report, 2016–17.
Yea and District Memorial Hospital — Report, 2016–17.
Youth Parole Board — Report, 2016–17.

Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(09:55) — I wish to advise the house of the new
arrangements for the Greens: Samantha Ratnam as
leader; me as deputy leader; Sue Pennicuik as manager
of Greens business and whip; Ellen Sandell adds
treasury and finance to her portfolios; Sam Hibbins
adds the portfolio of integrity; and Samantha Ratnam
will assume Greg Barber’s portfolios, with the
exception of treasury and finance, these being
agriculture, ports, regional development, Aboriginal
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affairs, employment and industrial relations, industry
and trade.
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further themselves, giving them the skills they need for
the jobs that they want.
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Victorian Training Awards

Turi Trust Gala Ball

Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(09:58) — I rise this morning to talk about the
Victorian Training Awards. I had the pleasure and the
privilege of presenting our training awards to
vocational education and training (VET) students,
teachers, training providers and employers, recognising
and honouring their outstanding achievements. These
awards showcase not only the outstanding efforts of so
many individuals and organisations but also the
fantastic training and skills development underway in
Victoria, all backed by a government that cares deeply
about training and TAFE, which we know are critical to
driving our state’s productivity and growth.

Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(10:02) — On 7 October I had the pleasure of joining
Turi Foods, one of the companies in my area of
Northern Metropolitan Region, for their Turi Trust Gala
Ball. They take a very serious approach to raising
money as a company and also through their employees
to support a range of charities that could do with some
support. They have supported Amaze, Barwon Health,
The Humour Foundation clown doctors, Cottage by the
Sea, Insight Education Centre for the Blind and Vision
Impaired, Northern Health, The Reach Foundation,
Redkite, the Smith Family, Very Special Kids and
Whitelion, but this evening was dedicated to supporting
people in Cambodia with a range of things, not just
education but from a health perspective as well. It was a
great evening that I had the privilege of attending with
members of the Northern Health staff and of course
people from the City of Whittlesea, including their
mayor, Cr Ricky Kirkham.

I take this opportunity to congratulate all finalists and
winners, but in particular I wish to mention the winner
in the category of Victorian Koorie Student of the Year.
That was awarded to Tracy Mollison. Tracy Mollison
has faced enormous adversity throughout her life, and
this award is greatly deserved. Tracy has studied a
number of certificates at SuniTAFE, including a
certificate IV in training and assessment. Tracy, whose
parents were fruit pickers, was sent to about
36 different schools. She decided that she would go
back and have post-school training and education, and
by doing so would be a beacon and an authority to her
family in demonstrating that it can be done.
Tracy has undertaken these certificates whilst working
in the home, raising five children and also assisting and
raising her many grandchildren. She has also juggled
paid employment as well. I met Tracy for the first time
only a couple of weeks ago, when I was in Mildura at
SuniTAFE to make some announcements. She
desperately wanted to be there and made her way there,
even though she had only just been released from
hospital some three days earlier after recovering from a
very serious illness. She wanted to be there to share
with me and those around her the great pride and joy
that she has for the SuniTAFE Victorian certificate of
applied learning (VCAL) students who she led to
landscape and plant the courtyard of its Indigenous
training centre.
Tracy is a testament to all students in our VET sector
who have faced adversity every day. She is also a
testament to SuniTAFE, who have supported Tracy to
complete her training. I am very proud of our TAFE
and training system, which is helping people like Tracy

Cr Ricky Kirkham
Mr ONDARCHIE — On another matter I wish to
congratulate Cr Ricky Kirkham for hosting the mayoral
community thankyou dinner on Saturday, 14 October,
and for the year he has undertaken as mayor of the City
of Whittlesea. He is a very active, strong young man,
and he is supporting all elements of his community
from all the wards as well. Despite the challenges he
has around the council table, this is a man who is
absolutely committed to outcomes for his community.
Mr Finn — Hear, hear!
Mr ONDARCHIE — He has been very supportive
of initiatives by the government and the former
government in supporting the people of Whittlesea. It is
inappropriate that members of the government have
taken to him to criticise his great work when he has
stood up purely and simply for the people of his
community. The government runs scared in the City of
Whittlesea.

Apology for past forced adoptions
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (10:03) — I rise to
pay tribute today to all of the mothers who were
affected in relation to past forced adoption policies, on
this anniversary of the forced adoption apology that
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was given on 25 October 2012. On that day the
Victorian Parliament formally apologised to the
mothers, fathers, sons and daughters affected by past
forced adoption practices in Victoria, and
acknowledged that from the 1950s to 1970s many
thousands of Victorian babies were taken from their
mothers without informed consent and that this loss
caused immense grief that is still felt to this day.
In this respect I pay tribute to people within Gippsland,
including Brenda Coughlan and others, who work
tirelessly to raise awareness and to try to heal the
wounds that persist to this day. What happened was
part of the systematic breaches of the legislation at the
time. It was facilitated by social policy, religious
authorities and the unspoken but understood public
mores of society. It was the nation’s shameful secret
and it was wrong. I am glad that Victoria apologised,
and I am glad that we can again acknowledge it today.
Over the years as members of Parliament we have seen
and had the opportunity to meet and speak with many
women who were affected by these terrible practices —
women who were forced to give up their babies — and
it is clear to us that whilst these adoptions occurred a
long time ago, in fact many decades ago, the effects of
relinquishment are long-lasting. What we do see is the
importance of acknowledging the important work of all
agencies who support and advocate for those affected
by past adoption practices, including mothers, fathers
and adults who were adopted as children.

Mr Barber
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(10:05) — Greg Barber has gone fishing. On behalf of
my Greens parliamentary colleagues and the thousands
of Greens members with whom he has worked and
supported over the years, I would like to thank him for
his immense contribution to the Greens and to green
politics. Greg’s love for nature and the creatures we
share the planet with led him to study biology at
La Trobe University, and he also has a master of
business administration from the Melbourne Business
School.
While at La Trobe, he invited Bob Brown to speak to
students, and they have remained close since then.
There is a great photo of Bob and Greg with a mullet
haircut from those days. Bob was a great inspiration to
Greg, as were Christine Milne and Greens leaders from
New Zealand Rod Donald and Jeanette Fitzsimons,
amongst many others. Margaret Blakers was a great
mentor to him.
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Greg was very active in the campaigns against logging
native forests in East Gippsland, where he was arrested,
and against duck shooting. He and I still attend the
wetlands every year to protest against duck shooting.
Greg joined the Greens not long after it was formed in
Victoria. He was part of a very small group of highly
committed people who worked tirelessly to build the
party virtually from the ground up. He was the first
Greens mayor in Australia at Yarra City Council, which
he names as one of his proudest achievements.
Greg has a brilliant mind and is a strategic thinker; he is
always thinking and planning ahead. He was elected to
this chamber along with Colleen Hartland and me in
2006, and as leader from 2010 and 2014 he was a
driving force behind the election of four new Greens
MPs to this Parliament in 2014 and the election of a
growing number of Greens councillors across Victoria.
Greg spent a great deal of time in regional Victoria
visiting our members there, talking to farmers and small
business people and campaigning against coal seam gas
and for renewable energy.
We thank Greg for his vision, commitment and sheer
hard work for more than two decades of building the
Greens in Victoria — for inspiring, encouraging and
mentoring so many people over those years. We thank
him for his advice and support before and since we
were elected to state Parliament. Greg has made a
massive contribution to green politics, and we will miss
him. We wish Greg and his family all the best for the
future and hope he gets to see some of the rare bird
species that are still on his list.

Mr Barber
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(10:07) — I must say that I will probably miss
Mr Barber.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mrs PEULICH — I will miss him. At least one
could actually engage in a little bit of intelligent debate
with him, even though we were at polar opposites on
many of the issues.

Diwali festival
Mrs PEULICH — I also take the opportunity of
wishing our Hindu and in particular our Indian
communities a very happy Diwali, which actually falls
today. It is a very popular festival celebrated right
around the world and is getting bigger here in Victoria.
I attended the Federation Square launch where, of the
500 000 Indians who now reside in Australia, many
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thousands were present. It was a huge success. Also,
locally at Tattersall’s at Springers Leisure Centre there
were thousands of people who came out to celebrate
this important Hindu festival which recognises that
goodness prevails over evil — and may that long
continue in life.

Stephen Hartney
Mrs PEULICH — Last week was Mental Health
Week, which was marked between 8 and 14 October. It
was also a time in which I learned of the very sad
passing in tragic circumstances of a dear friend and
longstanding Liberal, Stephen Hartney, former Liberal
candidate for Mordialloc and Chisholm. I wish to
extend my own condolences to his family and his very
many friends. It was one of those things that happened
that should not have happened. I think it was ominous
that it happened during Mental Health Week. It draws
to our attention the need to support people with mental
health issues and mental illness and to increase the
services that are available to them around times of
weakness and vulnerability.

Zoe Dalidakis
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (10:09) — When I first came into this
place in my maiden speech I talked of putting my
family first as much as I could, but unfortunately we all
have learned that being in here takes great sacrifice,
often from our family. So it is with great pleasure that I
use my time in my members statement today to
acknowledge that my baby girl, born on 6 August 2005,
this week will undertake her bat mitzvah, a very special
moment for our family — a special moment that we
can share with her and a time in which I can reflect that
for her it is a coming of age within Judaism, of course,
but more importantly I can acknowledge and see the
growth that my daughter has had while she has been
undertaking studies over the last 12 months. It is a very
special time for her. It is a very special time for the
family. I think she has become a wonderful young lady.
I am very proud to see the growth that she has had. I am
very proud to see the path that she has taken. She has a
very strong sense of social justice. I have no doubt that
she will continue to forge her way in the world as she
looks to high school next year as well. I just wish to let
her know that her mother and her father love her very
much and wish her the very best.

Buchan bushfire
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (10:10) —
Recently I went to Bairnsdale and Buchan to talk to
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
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(DELWP) firefighters regarding a very early season
bushfire just outside Buchan. The fire being on public
land meant that the lead agency was DELWP rather
than the CFA, as I would normally have expected, even
though they were there to help. The DELWP office in
Bairnsdale was the headquarters for the firefighting
effort, and DELWP staff, along with CFA staff, were
organising and directing the firefighting. When I got to
Buchan I had a chat to the team at the fire station and
was filled in on the tactical details of the firefighting
effort. Well done to the crews at DELWP and CFA for
such a professional effort. As they predicted, the fire is
now contained.

New South Wales by-elections
Mr BOURMAN — On the weekend my colleagues
in New South Wales contested a couple of by-elections
in the seats of Murray and Cootamundra up north of
Victoria. The Shooters, Fishers and Farmers Party team
managed to shave 10 per cent off the margin in
Cootamundra and a whopping 18 per cent off the
Murray margin. These seats were safe Nationals seats
and had been for a long time. For the edification of
some of my colleagues who do not understand the idea,
the New South Wales Nationals and the Greens voted
for further restrictive laws on law-abiding shooters and
just as mystifyingly voted for the ban on greyhound
racing. We were trying to keep you both out. Well done
to Helen Dalton, Matthew Stadtmiller and the New
South Wales Shooters, Fishers and Farmers team for a
great effort.

City of Port Phillip closed-circuit television
cameras
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(10:02) — I rise to note a recent success of CCTV
cameras in Fitzroy Street, St Kilda. Footage recently
captured a very violent assault when two people were
stabbed at a venue in Fitzroy Street. Port Phillip police
inspector Jason Kelly has said:
The cameras captured it all, we were able to quickly rewind
and see what happened, identify witnesses and identify the
offender.

The footage was released publicly, and the accused was
quickly identified by a member of the public after a
public appeal. He has been charged with multiple
offences. Inspector Kelly said the cameras were a
success, and I am very, very pleased to hear that report.
That is consistent with the feedback that I have had
locally as well.
It should not have taken so long to get CCTV cameras
on Fitzroy Street. They were strongly opposed by City
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of Port Phillip councillors — not all of them, but
some — and in particular by the Greens, who opposed
this for a number of years despite the pleas from traders
and police that they be installed. When they were
installed in December of last year they immediately
failed, and it took several months for them to be fixed
properly. I understand, however, that they are now
working. I believe that we should have more CCTV
cameras elsewhere in the City of Port Phillip, and I urge
the City of Port Phillip councillors to get behind this.

Cadbury Ringwood plant
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) (10:13) — On
Saturday Dee Ryall, the member for Ringwood in the
Assembly, and I cut into an enormous Cherry Ripe —
something that we do not regularly do. It was to
celebrate 50 years of Cadbury producing fine
confectionery in their Ringwood plant. The factory
currently employs 600 people, with 200 people as
auxiliary workers. It is a fantastic ornament to the
east — the President would agree with that — and a
great place to supply so much employment,
confectionery and Easter eggs. What is there not to be
happy about in that?

Mr Barber
Mr LEANE — On another matter, I also want to
pay tribute to Greg Barber, who is going fishing. I wish
him very well in going fishing. I always have a lot of
respect for people who go very hard in this place.
Considering the mode of democracy that we have, we
should be contesting ideas and issues passionately and
actually believe in what we are saying, and Mr Barber
was one of those people. I learned in the early days not
to enjoy too much the whacks he would give to the
Liberal Party, because I knew there would be a whack
for the Labor Party coming directly after. So good luck.
I hope he catches a lot of fish and has a fantastic time as
he has managed to escape this place.

Energy prices
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (10:15) —
What a shocking indictment of the Andrews
government that too many Victorians are struggling to
pay for their energy bills, and too many are accessing
financial relief because they cannot afford to pay their
utility bills. Under Daniel Andrews, despite the increase
in taxes of over 20 per cent, the cost of living is
skyrocketing. Victorians are rightly questioning: why
would a government shut down a part of our energy
supply, Hazelwood, with no immediate plan to replace
that baseload requirement?
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Daniel Andrews is denying Victorians a fair go by his
actions and his policy decisions, and putting the
livelihood and livability of thousands of Victorians at
risk. What is more, he is not only a risk but he has no
answers, just rhetoric and blame. Victorians need more
than rhetoric and the excuse of blaming others; they
need solutions to this energy crisis that Daniel Andrews
has created. All Victorians should be very alarmed that,
according to the Australian Energy Market Operator,
Victoria is already facing a 50 per cent drop in gas
supply by 2021 — that is just a little over three years
away — which would result in more shortages and
even higher energy prices. The ineptitude of the
Andrews government in failing to understand the
impacts of their policies such as a 40 per cent Victorian
renewable energy target, shutting down Hazelwood and
importing gas from other jurisdictions is extraordinary.
In contrast I, like many of my colleagues, have been out
speaking to businesses and families, understanding that
their energy bills are only going one way — and that is
up. This is putting pressure on their ability to keep their
businesses operating and people employed and pay for
their everyday costs. I am pleased to be part of the
coalition. If elected, under a Guy government onshore
conventional gas exploration — not fracking — would
occur, making gas in Victoria more affordable.

Hawkers Beer
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (10:17) — I
am very pleased to inform the house that my electorate
of Northern Metropolitan Region is home to the
world’s best beer. Last Friday I was given a tour of
Hawkers Beer brewery in Reservoir, which was
recently named supreme champion brewer at the
prestigious International Beer Challenge in London.
Hawkers was founded by Mazen Hajjar. He started
with four staff in 2015, and in that year produced an
impressive 3 million litres of beer. Today he employs
33 full-time staff, and this year he will brew 6.5 million
litres of beer to be exported worldwide, including to
China, Hong Kong, Singapore and Sweden — and even
Marks & Spencer will be stocking his beer this year.
Hawkers has invested in state-of-the-art plant,
equipment and processes, including 190 solar panels on
their roof, which provides 60 kilowatts of power, and
that is 40 per cent of their electricity requirements.
Mr Hajjar would put up more, but the law limits him to
60 kilowatts of power. He produces only two standard
green bins of waste per week, and feeds hundreds of
local cows. Craft beer is the largest growth industry in
Australia, and I encourage the government to advocate
for a fair tax system for craft beer breweries.
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Ms Shing — More opportunities for cows.
The PRESIDENT — That sounds very good, but I
am a bit worried about drunken cows, the prospect of
that.

Cancer Council Victoria Traralgon branch
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (10:19) — Since 2011
the Traralgon unit of Cancer Council Victoria has held
an annual high tea fundraiser. This year’s event, on
20 August at the Premier Function Centre in Traralgon,
raised an magnificent total of $20 100. In fact since
2011 the Traralgon group have raised a total for cancer
research and prevention of $108 000. This is an
outstanding amount for a small group of people. I
would like to make special mention of the secretary,
Val Kennedy, and the dynamic Kaye Jones, who do a
tremendous job in making the event happen and
making sure everyone has a most enjoyable day.

Barry Sheene Tribute Ride
Ms BATH — This year marks the 15th anniversary
of the Barry Sheene Tribute Ride. Members will recall
the name Barry Sheene, MBE, the British motorcycle
world champion who immigrated to Australia back in
the 1980s. The Australian Grand Prix Corporation, in
consultation with the Sheene family, came up with the
idea of honouring Barry with a tribute ride that starts in
Bairnsdale every year and ends at the grand prix circuit
at Phillip Island. The ride also incorporates a dinner at
the Bairnsdale RSL, and funds are raised for charity.
Nearly 10 000 riders have taken part in this ride since
2003. I would like to congratulate the Bairnsdale RSL
for facilitating this event, hosting the auction and doing
such a great job for charity.

Deakin University Warrnambool campus
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) (10:20) — It
was my pleasure last Thursday to attend in
Warrnambool the Deakin University launch of its food
and agribusiness degree. Our hardworking federal
member, Dan Tehan, launched the program. Big
congratulations must go to Warrnambool campus
manager Alistair McCosh for getting this course
started.
The day was a celebration of a new major in food and
agribusiness, which has been introduced to meet the
growing demands from this sector in the region. Two of
the region’s largest food and agribusiness employers
have thrown their support behind the Deakin University
course. Warrnambool Cheese and Butter and the
Midfield Group have provided scholarships for students
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studying the new bachelor of commerce, food and
agribusiness. The major will help meet regional and
national demand for skilled employees, while drawing
on the region’s food and fibre strengths.
During the ceremony Mr McCosh commented that
offering an agriprogram in one of the major agriculture
sectors in regional Australia makes sense. I am pleased
to have played a small part in getting this ag course in
place at Warrnambool, and I offer my best wishes to the
university and all students.

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT (REAL-TIME
PRESCRIPTION MONITORING) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 17 October; motion of
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children).
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (10:22) — During the course of the debate on
Tuesday I was seeking to respond to issues raised by
members during the course of the second-reading
debate, and in the short time I have available to me I
will seek to get through the remainder of those issues to
make the passage of this debate as efficient as possible.
I make the point also that I responded on Tuesday to
Ms Patten’s concerns around the availability of alcohol
and drug services, so I believe I have responded to that
particular concern.
There were also issues raised around the need for
integration with doctors’ software, and I understand that
the Australian Medical Association (AMA) has raised
this as an issue as well. We are committed to making
this system as seamless as possible. We recognise that
prescribers and pharmacists are very focused on the
need for the system to be integrated with medical and
pharmacy software so that there is minimum impact on
workflow when viewing a patient’s record. The
commonwealth software currently does not integrate
with practice software. The system we will build will
be based on more contemporary technology that will
better support future business needs, such as increases
in the volume of data as well as ensuring minimal
disruptions to clinicians’ workflow. We will work with
medical and pharmacy organisations as well as
software vendors to ensure we can achieve the best
result possible.
Ms Wooldridge in her contribution sought a breakdown
of the budget allocation in the 2016–17 budget. I can
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advise that of the $29.5 million allocated, $22.5 million
will go towards IT costs over four years, and this
includes system design and build, and integration with
the existing drugs and poisons information system; and
$7 million will be allocated towards workforce support
initiatives over four years, including prescriber and
pharmacist training, the GP champions initiative, minor
enhancements to the alcohol and other drug treatment
sector and a public awareness campaign and
communications.
There is also ongoing funding provided of $2.8 million.
This will go towards maintaining the IT system,
resources for officers in the drugs and policy regulation
area in the department to monitor compliance, and
ongoing workforce initiatives, such as maintaining the
network of GP champions and enhancements to alcohol
and drug services.
The final issue that was raised was from Ms Bath, and
it related to issues to do with rural communities. I can
advise that several studies suggest that rural and
regional areas are being disproportionately affected by
prescription medicine misuse, and these communities
will therefore significantly benefit from initiatives such
as real-time prescription monitoring that aims to reduce
the associated harms. Limited access to a range of
services, including pain management, addiction and
medicine specialists, reinforces the importance of
delivering workforce training and support initiatives to
focus on strengthening the ability of primary healthcare
clinicians in those areas to respond to patients identified
as being at risk of prescription medicine misuse.
The training will be led by the Victorian primary health
networks, which have good local presence in rural and
regional areas. Localised referral pathways will also be
developed as a component of this training. The
real-time prescription monitoring external advisory
group includes representation from the Rural Doctors
Association of Victoria and the Victorian primary
health networks. The Department of Health and Human
Services will work with these and other relevant
stakeholders to ensure that the system is effectively
implemented in rural and regional communities.
I take this opportunity to congratulate the Minister for
Health on introducing what is groundbreaking
legislation in our state in relation to real-time
prescription monitoring. I hope I have acquitted all the
issues that were raised during the course of the debate. I
believe I have addressed the key issues, but I am happy
to take any further questions that might exist in relation
to this matter in the committee stage.
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Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(10:29) — Thank you very much, Minister, in relation
to responding to a number of those questions; that is
greatly appreciated. You have dealt with some of the
issues that I have, which is exceptionally helpful. As
you outlined as well, in terms of progressing things, I
did have a few further questions and a couple of others
to go through today. Could I start on the funding,
because you mentioned that in the first half of your
summing up on Tuesday and then in your summing up
again, just so the sector and I can have some clarity in
relation to the numbers. I had a response from the
Minister for Health’s office along the lines of the
response that you have given today about the
$22.5 million for the IT system. What I was told was
that workforce support and public awareness was
$7 million. Now, what you have said today is there is
$2.8 million ongoing in relation to maintenance of the
database in the department and workforce initiatives
and those sorts of things.
Similarly, in your contribution on Tuesday you talked
about $916 000 over four years plus recurrent funding
of $416 000 per year in terms of treatment services. I
suppose I am just trying to fit all this together, and
perhaps if I pose a number of questions, that might
clarify it. Is the money you raised on Tuesday separate
from the $29.5 million? That may have been allocated
under a different line item. That is question number
one.
The second question then is this idea that there is
$916 000 over four years plus recurrent funding of
$416 000 per year. Does that mean the $916 000 was
capital? I do not understand why one is described as per
year funding and another one is a total amount over a
four-year period — just the relationship between those
numbers. That goes back to the question about the
$2.8 million ongoing and how that relates to the advice
that I had from the minister’s office that it was
$7 million in terms of the workforce support and public
awareness. Now presumably that $2.8 million might be
a subset of it that aggregates over time — so just how I
reconcile those numbers.
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Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (10:33) — I thank the member for her
question. I can advise that the $916 000 over four years
that I referred to on Tuesday is part of the $7 million
over four years that is allocated in the budget. When I
did refer just before to the $7 million, I did say that is
$7 million over four years. That is in the budget. Then
there is $2.8 million in ongoing operational costs.
Essentially they are from year five onwards going into
the out years. Of that $2.8 million, $416 000 per year
has been allocated towards minor enhancements to the
alcohol and other drugs (AOD) treatment sector to
respond to any increase in patients being referred for
addiction to prescription medicines.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — So if I get this right then,
for the next four years there is the $22.5 million for the
IT system and $7 million, which includes $916 000
over four years, for the AOD system. Then from year
five onwards it is the $2.8 million ongoing, which
would include the $416 000 ongoing and recurrent?
Ms MIKAKOS — If I can just add to that,
obviously there is a larger amount in year five and the
out years allocated to supplementing or providing these
enhancements to AOD, because as this ramps up
obviously it is anticipated that there will be a greater
need for it.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Thank you, Minister. That
helps. In the 2016–17 Victorian budget, where the
original $29.5 million was allocated, it actually had
$12.4 million allocated for 2016–17 and $8.8 million
allocated for 2017–18. Given that really we only got the
legislation now — and I understand the IT procurement
is currently happening; that was certainly what I was
advised during the briefing — could you advise how
much of the $12.4 million in 2016–17 was spent?
Presumably what has not been spent has then been
allocated into subsequent use.
Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for her
question. I am advised that the vast majority of the
$12.4 million allocated in 2016–17 has been carried
forward. I do not have the precise figure of how much
has been expended to date, but I understand that most
of it has been carried forward. The reason for the delay,
as the member would understand, is that we were
engaged in discussions with the commonwealth about
the system and trying to work through these issues with
the commonwealth. On discovering that their system
was not going to be fit for purpose for our needs, that
changed and delayed our procurement approach. That
has been the reason for the delay.
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Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Thank you, Minister.
When I was briefed on the bill, which was over two
months ago now, I was advised that you were actually
out doing the tender process as we were being briefed.
Are you able to give an update in relation to the
tender — and presumably some of this legislation helps
with the conclusion of that — and whether that has
been concluded yet, so then this work can get
underway?
Ms MIKAKOS — I can advise the member that the
procurement process is very well advanced. The
government is hopeful that it will make an
announcement soon. The member would fully
appreciate the difficulties in talking about procurement
processes in any detail in a public manner, but certainly
the process is very well advanced.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — One of the things that has
been raised by the Australian Medical Association is
the view that the software — and thank you for
addressing the issue of the interoperability nationally —
should be integrated with common practice medical
software to make this as easily accessible as possible. I
am wondering if you could just articulate for the
committee what your expectation is in relation to the
integration with existing software that the pharmacists
and the doctors use?
Ms MIKAKOS — I did seek to address this issue in
my summing up just before, but I am happy to go to
that issue again. The point I was making earlier was
that the commonwealth software does not currently
integrate with practice software. That has been the
stumbling block to us participating in their proposal.
We recognise that prescribers and pharmacists are very
focused on a desire to have an integrated system so that
there is minimum impact on workflow and viewing a
patient record. The system we are building will be
based on more contemporary technology that better
supports future business needs, such as increases in the
volume of data, and ensures minimal disruption to
clinicians’ workflow. We are obviously very conscious
of this issue. We will be working with medical and
pharmacy organisations as well as software vendors to
ensure we can achieve the best result possible.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Minister, in a response to
an adjournment matter on this exact issue, the real-time
prescription monitoring issue, the minister did say that
the government signed up to the commonwealth
software to support the system. Obviously in that
process — this was back from the 2015–16 budget —
the decision was then taken not to use the
commonwealth software. I am just wondering if you
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could give us a little insight into whether Victoria
actually trialled the software, having signed up to it.
What happened as a result of signing up? Did we
actually trial it, or did we sign up and then make a
decision that we were not going down that path?
Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for her
question. I should start by explaining that there is
real-world experience in terms of the commonwealth
model in Tasmania. It is in fact the Tasmanian system
that has been picked up by the commonwealth. Looking
at the Tasmanian experience formed our views about its
unsuitability. Victoria did not have visibility of its
functionality until we signed with the commonwealth.
We then looked at the requirements of clinicians
against what the commonwealth was offering and
essentially came to the conclusion that the
commonwealth system was not up to scratch.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Could you please outline
for me what the trigger for codeine coming onto the
scheme will be? We know that codeine will be delayed
beyond February 2018 if the scheduling happens as is
expected, and then the scheme comes on board on
1 August. Certainly all the feedback, including your
own, has been that that will come on at a later time, but
I am wondering what that trigger is. The language has
been ‘When the system has settled down’. What would
be the expectation of what the trigger will be for
codeine being considered and then incorporated into the
scheme?
Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for her
question. On Tuesday in my summing up I referred to
the intention that codeine be included in real-time
prescription monitoring. The Therapeutic Goods
Administration decided late last year to reschedule
over-the-counter medicines containing codeine to
prescription-only medicines from February 2018 as a
measure to reduce the harms from codeine misuse. I
think I alluded at that time on Tuesday to there having
been a bit of push back to the commonwealth to
reconsider this issue, and it is an issue that we are
monitoring closely. We will consider any implications
to the extent that codeine is captured in the system.
Obviously we are working on the assumption at this
point in time that it will be added to the list of drugs to
be monitored, and obviously it would need to be subject
to its own regulatory change at that time. The intention
of the government, if it is proceeded with and added to
that list, is for this to come within scope as soon as is
possible, but we are mindful of working through these
issues with stakeholders, and there will need to be a
lead-up time both to enable the regulatory change to
happen and to work through any issues of concern with
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stakeholders. That might require an additional time
period of six to 12 months after the February 2018 date.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — My last question is if
you — and I did get some information from the
briefing, which was very useful — could outline
information about the rollout. We know the rollout is
going to happen over the 18-month grace period, but if
you could just provide the house with some information
in relation to geography and timing over that 18-month
period in relation to how we can expect that to roll out
across the state once it is put into place.
Ms MIKAKOS — I thank the member for her
question around implementation issues. I can advise
that it is our current intention to do this by geographic
area. No final decision has been made as yet, but the
current intention is to look at primary health networks.
The intention is to have the first phase of the rollout
start from September to October of next year in a
primary health network or other appropriate geographic
area, to evaluate that and to make any necessary
adjustments based on the learnings from that before
there is a further rollout. Consideration will be given, in
terms of determining those initial locations, to factors
such as the strength of professional networks in that
location and the suitability of the base technology that
doctors and other clinicians might well have.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 19 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (10:57) — I move:
That this bill be now read a third time.

I thank the other members for their contributions and
their support of this groundbreaking legislation.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(BODY-WORN CAMERAS AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 September; motion of
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture).
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (10:58) — I am pleased to rise this
morning to speak on the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Body-worn Cameras and Other Matters)
Bill 2017. I say at the outset that the coalition parties
support the bill. We believe that a statutory framework
for the use of body-worn cameras by members of
Victoria Police, which also includes in the definitions in
the bill the use of tablet devices such as iPads and
phones with cameras and recording devices, is a
reasonable additional tool to be made available to
Victoria Police, and accordingly we are going to
support the bill.
The bill is quite a small bill which seeks to amend the
Surveillance Devices Act 1999 to allow for the use of
body-worn cameras and tablet devices to record certain
private conversations without a warrant, being
conversations which a police officer is not a party to
and where the recording of those conversations is
incidental to the overt wearing of a camera or carriage
of a tablet device.
The bill also amends the Judicial Proceedings Reports
Act 1958 to allow for disclosure to prescribed bodies of
certain protected identifying information relating to
convicted sex offenders. The bill is relatively
straightforward in what it seeks to do. The main
provisions of the bill are clauses 4 and 5, which allow
for the use of body-worn cameras and tablet devices by
police and certain other prescribed persons to record
private conversations to which they are not a party
when the conversations are inadvertent, unexpected or
incidental to the course of their duty. Currently the
provisions of the Surveillance Devices Act essentially
make it an offence for a person to record a private
conversation in which they are not a party and create
some fairly substantial criminal penalties for doing so.
This amendment to section 6 of the Surveillance
Devices Act by inserting additional exemptions from
the provisions of section 6(1) to provide for the use of
these devices by police will allow for material that is
collected by these cameras and tablet devices to be used
by police in the course of their duties.
Clauses 6 and 7 of the bill extend the definition of
protected information under the Surveillance Devices
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Act to include information obtained through the use of
body-worn cameras and tablet devices and make it an
offence to communicate or publish this information
except for permitted purposes. Clause 8 of the bill
allows for the disclosure of information to any
prescribed person or body for the purpose of enabling
them to perform a prescribed statutory function.
So the provision of this capability to members of
Victoria Police by the removal of the current
prohibition that exists in the Surveillance Devices Act
1999 is one we believe is appropriate. We believe that
cameras and tablet devices are useful tools for Victoria
Police in the gathering of evidence but also are
probably more relevant to the recording of events and
circumstances in which members of Victoria Police
find themselves. Many of the environments in which
Victoria Police members are required to participate are
matters involving conflict and matters involving
dispute, often physical dispute and violence, and to be
able to use devices to record those events so there is an
indisputable record of what happened, who was in
attendance and what the events were is a valuable
addition to the suite of tools available to Victoria
Police.
This is not just from the perspective of Victoria Police
being able to use information for pursuing prosecution
of criminal matters. It also provides a protection to the
parties who engage with Victoria Police as to what
occurs during an incident or during an interaction. One
of the things we can say about Victoria Police is they
have a very strong reputation for integrity in this state,
which has stood over a very long period of time. That is
not necessarily something that can be said of police
forces in other jurisdictions outside of Australia. Barely
a month goes by where we do not see stories circulating
in the international news, particularly from the United
States involving some of their state police and some of
their county police, where abuses by those police forces
and misconduct by members of those police forces
come to public light, often through a camera worn by a
police officer or in a vehicle driven by a police officer
or recorded by a third party. We have seen certainly in
international jurisdictions a number of instances where
there has been police misconduct which has been
identified by the use of camera technology.
Fortunately that has never been a feature of Victoria
Police over a very long period of time, but the
availability of this tool will of course provide further
certainty for police who may be accused of misconduct
that their conduct attending events is recorded and can
therefore be used by them to demonstrate there was no
misconduct, and where people believe that they have
been the subject of misconduct there will also be a
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record. So we believe this is a sensible step in providing
the list of amendments which will require the
Surveillance Devices Act 1999 to allow the use of
cameras for the recording of private conversations
which would otherwise be prohibited by the current
provisions of the Surveillance Devices Act.
The coalition, however, believes the bill does not go far
enough. The bill is limited basically to the creation of
an exemption for members of Victoria Police against
the current provisions of the Surveillance Devices Act.
We believe that the same provisions should apply with
respect to other first responders. We believe that the
provisions should be extended, for example, to people
who are custodial officers working within Corrections
Victoria and to emergency workers more broadly
beyond Victoria Police, including people such as
protective services officers, operational members of
Ambulance Victoria, people employed by the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade, people employed by the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) in operational roles or
members of CFA brigades in their various definitions,
other firefighters who are employed within the
Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning, who of course do a lot of the public land
firefighting, and those people who have operational
roles within the Victoria State Emergency Service and
other emergency management structures. Of course
there is the overarching emergency management
framework above the individual agencies.
We believe the technology is useful in the gathering of
information and providing of a record of what occurs at
events, and we believe that is equally as important for
other emergency first responders and corrections
officers as it is for Victoria Police. The coalition
proposed amendments in the other place when this bill
was debated in the lower house. The shadow
Attorney-General, Mr Pesutto, proposed a suite of
amendments which would extend this framework to the
other emergency workers and first responders, and it is
our intention to pursue those amendments here in the
Council. I would ask if those amendments could now
be circulated.
Opposition amendments circulated by
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern Metropolitan)
pursuant to standing orders.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — We note that Ambulance
Victoria has also recognised the value of body-worn
cameras in its operations, and of course regrettably we
have seen an increasing number of instances where
ambulance first responders have been subject to attacks
when they have attended emergency incidents and other
call-outs. That has become an increasing feature of their
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work environment in recent years, and the capacity for
ambulance officers to carry and use body-worn cameras
to record their attendances, their responses and what
reception they receive is an important opportunity.
Accordingly, Ambulance Victoria is currently
undertaking a trial, which I understand was announced
in December of last year and commenced on a
six-month basis in June of this year. So Ambulance
Victoria have already commenced their own trial, and
what is baffling of course is that the legislation before
the house today from the government actually does not
provide for that trial. The legislation provides only a
framework for Victoria Police and does not pick up a
framework which would accommodate Ambulance
Victoria.
We believe the fact that Ambulance Victoria has
launched its own trial supports the need for the
coalition’s amendments, which were, as I said, first
proposed by Mr Pesutto in the other house. When the
bill moves into committee we will be moving our suite
of amendments to expand the scope of this bill so that it
is available for ambulance officers and it is available for
those other emergency services first responders that I
outlined, along with custodial officers.
We have seen, as the house will be well aware, a
significant number of incidents occur within the
custodial corrections system over the last couple of
years — violence issues in the youth justice system as
well as in the adult prison system — and to have the
capacity to use body-worn cameras to again put beyond
doubt what is occurring in responses and what is
occurring in incidents we believe would be a valuable
addition to the tools which are available to custodial
officers. We will be seeking to add that as part of our
amendments when the bill goes into committee.
We think the framework is a good one for Victoria
Police and we support that, but we believe equally that
the technology and capability should be available for
other first responders. Given that the ambulance trial is
underway already, we are baffled that the government
itself did not include ambulances in the bill. It is yet
another demonstration of where we are seeing
half-baked legislation from this government. We will
accordingly move to include Ambulance Victoria in the
bill along with those other first responders. We look
forward to this bill passing in the Council today
expeditiously.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (11:13) —
I am pleased to rise in support of the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Body-worn Cameras and Other Matters)
Bill 2017. I will speak briefly to some of the actions
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outlined in the bill before the house today. Overall I
think this is a very practical bill. It will support and
enhance the role of our police officers who undertake
their duties while interacting within the public arena
and in other related areas. This bill provides police
officers with the capacity to film members of the public
and more specifically criminals. Police will be
confident in the knowledge that during the initial
interaction process they will have the flexibility to
respond to possibly unruly incidents with the
knowledge that their actions are lawful and reasonable
during investigations and interrogations. The ability to
provide videoed evidence will also be a positive aspect
and will nullify hearsay evidence. Too often criminals
will say, ‘It wasn’t me. I wasn’t even there’. Well, body
cameras will put a stop to all that nonsense.
The bill also provides our police with the capacity to
improve community safety by defusing potentially
violent situations from escalating. It will also
implement the government’s election commitment to
recruit and train more police personnel to better protect
our community.
Importantly, the bill delivers on our commitment to
implement recommendation 58 of the Royal
Commission into Family Violence whereby evidence
may be given by video footage of police-worn body
cameras, thereby eliminating further trauma to victims
of family violence. The government is also proposing
amendments, and I would like the amendments to be
circulated now.
Government amendments circulated by
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) pursuant
to standing orders.
Mr ELASMAR — The bill will also provide
transparency and accountability of policing methods
and assist in countering frivolous police complaints. It
is enshrined in the bill that privacy of footage and/or
non-disclosure by police of that information is
protected and that verbal or listening device
surveillance will still require a warrant.
The bill contains a provision to allow staff in special
circumstances to wear a body camera. There are several
situations that arise daily within the healthcare system,
such as hostile patients who abuse or assault medical
staff. The wearing of a body camera may very well
diminish the number of these incidences occurring.
Overall I am optimistic about this new tool in policing.
It can be beneficial in modifying antisocial behaviour,
and that has to be a good thing. It has the ability to
improve occupational health and safety in many
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government scenarios where workers are being
threatened or abused every day in their workplace. As I
said, this is a good bill and I commend the bill to the
house.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(11:18) — I am happy to speak today on the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Body-worn Cameras and
Other Matters) Bill 2017, which is the first — some
other legislation will follow — piece of legislation to
support the use of body-worn cameras when the
devices are rolled out to frontline police next year. The
aim is for police to use body-worn cameras in their
daily duties eventually. The bill also introduces reforms
which aim to ensure that crucial information is
provided to the sex offender registry as soon as
possible.
Currently the use of body-worn camera footage could
constitute an offence if police were to inadvertently
record a private conversation. This bill amends the
Surveillance Devices Act 1999 to create an exception
that will enable police to use the devices lawfully and
ensure the footage is appropriately protected. This bill
will be followed by a subsequent bill to support the use
of body-worn cameras for recording statements in
family violence matters and allow statements to be used
by victims as their evidence-in-chief. This will
implement recommendation 58 of the Royal
Commission into Family Violence. The intention is to
roll out body-worn cameras to all frontline police, and
the footage captured by these devices will be used to
support prosecutions, as evidence in police disciplinary
matters and for police training.
Body-worn camera footage will also be available to
assist IBAC 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 and provides for the same protections and
restrictions to apply to the overt use of tablet computers
as will apply to body-worn cameras. Field testing of the
cameras is expected to commence in the first half of
next year, and the use of these cameras will bring
Victoria into line with other states, including New
South Wales and Queensland, where the equipment is
already in use. It has been in use in the United
Kingdom for many years and also in the United States.
The Greens are broadly supportive of this initiative and
this bill, but we do have some concerns in particular in
regard to the practicalities of the use of body-worn
cameras and tablets around the definition of overt use.
My office staff and I have had some conversations with
the minister’s staff with regard to the definition of the
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word ‘overt’. We were advised that the definition is
‘not hidden or secret’. We do not believe that is strong
enough. If a body-worn camera or a tablet device is to
be used to record a conversation or an interaction with a
member of the public, either as an audio or visual
recording, the person or persons that the police are
interacting with should be proactively informed that the
camera or tablet device will be used rather than simply
assuming, because the body-worn camera is on the
person of the police officer or the tablet is being held by
the police officer, that a member of the public will
necessarily assume that that device is being used.
This is particularly the case with body-worn cameras,
because as members would realise, police do have quite
a lot of paraphernalia about their person, including
walkie-talkies, radios and all sorts of equipment. If you
see police walking around, there is a lot of equipment
that they carry with them. A body-worn camera would
just be another one of those pieces of equipment on
their person, and its presence will not necessarily alert
the person or persons the police are interacting with that
it is actually being used.
Under the similar New South Wales legislation police
are required to actively inform people that the device is
going to be used and the interaction will be recorded
unless — this is the exception — it is impractical to do
so. We think the legislation before us could be
improved, and certainly the further legislation that will
follow should have similar wording put in place. We
are advised that police will develop guidelines, for
example, as to the use of the devices, and that is well
and good, but it is not as strong as embedding in the
legislation what the requirements are.
We certainly do not want to see police officers using
too much discretion with regard to when devices are
and are not switched on. In New South Wales the
default position is that they are used during interactions
with members of the public and that those members of
the public are informed of that unless it is impractical to
do so. I know people would be aware of the event in
Minneapolis, for example, where an Australian woman
was tragically shot by a police officer who, despite
being required to have his device turned on, did not do
so. Minneapolis police policy states that devices should
be turned on ‘as soon as possible’ but before any citizen
contact and prior to any use of force, or if a body
camera is not activated before then ‘it shall be activated
as soon as it is safe to do so’. In that instance it was not.
We do want to guard against ad hoc usage of these
devices. If they are going to be used, they need to be
used consistently, and members of the public need to
know they are being used. Having said that, we are
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supportive of the initiative that this bill puts into place
and the changes to the Surveillance Devices Act as
well.
Part 3 of the bill makes some amendments to the
Judicial Proceedings Reports Act 1958, which restricts
the publication of certain information, including details
likely to lead to the identification of a victim of a sexual
assault. Clause 8 of the bill amends the act to provide
that the prohibition on disclosing information does not
prevent the disclosure of information to a prescribed
person or body for the purpose of enabling the person
or body to perform a statutory function to ensure that
there is no delay in fulfilling the requirements under the
Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004 whereby the
Chief Commissioner of Police must maintain a sex
offenders register and the court is required to provide
details of the sentence or determination of an appeal
relating to a sex offender whose details are required to
be maintained on the register.
With regard to the amendments that have been
circulated, the government has circulated some
amendments, the first set following an issue raised by
the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
(SARC) in its report on the bill. SARC posed a
question around the wording in the bill, especially
under clause 7, which makes it look like recordings
from body-worn cameras or tablet computers that
capture public events — that is, not private
recordings — cannot be used for prosecutions or
internal disciplinary matters. Whilst the
Attorney-General in his response to SARC assured
them that it is intended that all information captured
could be used for prosecutions, the amendments make
this clearer.
The second set of amendments relate to extending the
use of body-worn cameras to ambulance officers due to
the occupational violence that they deal with.
Ambulance officers already have in place a policy to
deal with body-worn cameras. We are supportive of
those amendments from the government.
The opposition have circulated a set of amendments to
extend the use of body-worn cameras and devices to
custodial officers and emergency workers, including
Metropolitan Fire Brigade and Country Fire Authority
workers, Victoria State Emergency Service workers
and even some sets of volunteer workers. In terms of
custodial offices — and I will certainly follow this up
with the minister in committee — I presume that police
custody officers are covered by this particular bill, as in
they are members of the police force. Custodial officers
are something certainly worth considering, and an
argument can be made for that, but some of the other
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groups of workers that are included in the opposition’s
amendments I am not quite so convinced of.
The government has advised that the bill allows for
other prescribed persons to be added to this regime in
future, so that would allow some of the groups of
workers put forward by the opposition to perhaps be
added at a later date. I will certainly be interested to
hear what the government has to say with regard to
these amendments in the committee stage. I am inclined
to not support the amendments put forward by the
opposition at this stage, but I do feel that in terms of
custodial offices there is certainly a case to be made for
that class of public service worker. We do have some
concerns about the practical application of these new
provisions, but in general we do support the bill.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (11:29) — I rise
to make my contribution to the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Body-worn Cameras and Other Matters)
Bill 2017. I note that this bill is going to amend the
Surveillance Devices Act 1999 to facilitate police
wearing body-worn cameras and tablet devices to
record certain private conversations without a warrant.
Similarly it also amends the Judicial Proceedings
Reports Act 1958 to facilitate the disclosure to
prescribed bodies of certain protected identifying
information relating to convicted sex offenders.
I also note that this bill has received strong support
from the Police Association Victoria, and the police
association is supportive of the full rollout of
body-worn cameras. I understand that they certainly
believe that cameras will assist in gathering evidence
and protecting police from vexatious complaints, and I
think that is incredibly important because our police do
a very difficult job. It is a job that does place them in
very difficult circumstances, and often police are seeing
the worst in people unfortunately — when people are at
their lowest ebb, when they are in circumstances that
we would like to think that many people would not find
themselves in but they do. Police need to manage and
deal with these very difficult situations that, one would
hope, most people would find themselves in maybe
once in their life, but police are dealing with these
situations day in and day out.
A true recording and reflection of events as they occur,
through such recordings on body-worn cameras, would
help facilitate ensuring that the true nature of
interactions is appropriately recorded and therefore can
be used at a later date to clear up any concerns or
complaints that may be made against police officers —
indeed, just to clear up what has actually transpired in
any given event.
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I note that some of the main provisions of the bill are in
clauses 4 and 5, which allow for the body-worn
cameras and tablet devices used by police and other
certain prescribed persons to record private
conversations to which they are not party when overt,
inadvertent, unexpected or incidental to the course of
their duty.
Clauses 6 and 7 extend the definition of protected
information under the Surveillance Devices Act to
include information obtained through the use of
body-worn cameras and tablet devices. This makes it an
offence to use, communicate or publish this information
except for permitted purposes. I think it is an important
provision within this bill to ensure that evidence and
information collected through the use of body-worn
cameras and the like is going to be used only for
appropriate reasons and not for those that are not
intended through this bill.
I also note, with the police association’s backing of this
type of intervention to ensure recording of these types
of interactions, that this will facilitate the protection of
police. That is something that I and we on this side of
the house are certainly very keen to see occur.
Protecting our police officers whilst in the course of
their duties is incredibly important.
One example of that was when Mr O’Donohue, in this
place, introduced legislation to protect police officers
by making it a specific offence to ram a police car.
Unfortunately of late, particularly over the last
12 months, we have seen a huge spike, a massive rise,
in the number of instances of police officers having
their cars rammed by offenders attempting to evade
police. We all know that if one were to attempt to ram a
police car, they would be not only placing police
officers at risk but also prolonging the inevitable, and
that is that they will be caught by the long arm of
Victoria Police.
The protection of police in the course of their duties is
incredibly important. That is why I find it unfathomable
and I think it is a disgrace that despite the government
on 9 August this year saying that legislation was only
weeks away from making it a specific offence to ram a
police car and despite the government making that
commitment to the police and to the Victorian
community, we are now 10 weeks past that time frame
in terms of when the announcement was made. It is
now months, not weeks, since the Minister for Police
made that announcement that legislation would be
introduced to the Parliament, and yet we are still
waiting. There have been strong calls from Police
Association Victoria and there have been strong calls
from the community at large to say that it is not okay

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (BODY-WORN CAMERAS AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2017
Thursday, 19 October 2017

COUNCIL

for offenders to ram police cars or to place at risk not
only the lives of police officers but also the community
at large, and police officers need to be protected.
So whilst it is welcome that the government is
introducing this legislation to help protect police
officers in the course of their work, it is letting down
the community by not keeping its word by failing to
keep its promise to introduce legislation to protect
police officers from criminals who choose to ram their
police cars.
This is something that is quite close to my heart, as it is
something that has occurred on a number of occasions
of late in Ballarat. Unfortunately the advent of seeing
the police air wing above the skies of Ballarat is
something that we have seen far too regularly of late.
Many of the circumstances surrounding that have been
police car rammings. Without sending a very strong
message to offenders that this type of behaviour will
not be tolerated and that there will be severe penalties
for this type of behaviour, then unfortunately what one
can only expect to continue to occur is that police
officers will continue to have their lives placed at risk
and the general community will have their lives placed
at risk, and that very strong message that should be sent
to offenders who choose to break the law will not be
delivered to those offenders in the way that it should be.
As I said, this legislation is certainly welcome. I am
pleased to see that there are the appropriate protections
associated with this bill as it has been introduced. I note
the government have also introduced some house
amendments to further expand who it is that is going to
be able to make use of these body-worn cameras. I am
certainly pleased to see that the government has
introduced this particular legislation, but I reiterate the
point that the community and the police expect that the
government is going to keep its promises and to date it
has failed miserably to do so.
Once again I just put on the record that it is very clear
what needs to be done. The government on 9 August
said that within weeks they were going to use this
legislation. It is time for them to stop sitting on their
hands and to make the move to introduce that
desperately needed legislation to ensure the police and
the community are kept safe from offenders who
choose to ram police cars, because it is a despicable
crime and one that should be called out and denounced
in the strongest terms by having the appropriate
legislative protections for our hardworking police men
and women. At that juncture I will conclude my
contribution. I look forward to hearing the contributions
from others in the house.
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Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(11:39) — I rise today to speak to the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Body-worn Cameras and
Other Matters) Bill 2017 — a bill that the state
opposition will be supporting. But I find it curious, as
Mr Morris quite eloquently advised the chamber, that
these cameras are restricted to just police people and
protective services officers (PSOs). What about other
emergency services that could do with the use of
body-worn cameras? Indeed it would have been
interesting if professional firefighters had body-worn
cameras. Then we could really see the extent of the
sexual harassment against women —
Mr Morris — Who is the secretary of the UFU?
Mr ONDARCHIE — Thank you. I will pick up
that interjection by Mr Morris. I am happy to name the
state secretary of the United Firefighters Union —
unlike the Premier, who will not even holler for a
Marshall. It would be interesting if Peter Marshall and
members of the UFU had been wearing body-worn
cameras as well because body-worn cameras would
have given us much more of an insight into the
negotiations or discussions that happened between the
Premier’s office and the United Firefighters Union. We
do not get to see that. It would be interesting and
helpful to our ambulance people to have body-worn
cameras, because we could see the level of violence
being taken against them on our streets and in our
hospitals. In fact body-worn cameras should be worn
by our health staff as well.
The coalition in government went to a great extent to
protect these people. The government, in their typical
half attempt to do things, just talk about supporting
police and PSOs — the same PSOs, I would add, that
this government criticised when in opposition. In fact I
think they called the PSOs ‘plastic police’ at one stage,
and I think they made the reference that they were
‘failed police applicants’. They called the PSOs that —
PSOs who do wonderful jobs right across this state. We
should think about them at the Shrine of Remembrance,
we should think about them at Government House and
moreover we should think about them right here at
Parliament House, where the PSOs do a wonderful job
in keeping us and the public safe, and we commend
them and take off our hats to them.
This bill probably does not go far enough. Would it not
be interesting if members of the Labor Party wore
body-worn cameras? We could have seen the extent of
their negotiations in the caucus meeting over the last
24 hours, when we had in one corner James Merlino
and in the other corner the Premier, trying to work out
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what they are doing over the Voluntary Assisted Dying
Bill 2017.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — And we would have
Ms Mikakos in the middle going, ‘Oh, I’m not quite
sure which way to go. Do I go with the Premier or do I
go with my heart here?’. We will know that over the
next two weeks.
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, Acting
President, Mr Ondarchie is actually misleading the
house. I am on the public record as supporting the
voluntary assisted dying legislation, so I think it is
really unnecessary for him to make that point.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) —
Ms Mikakos, that is not a point of order. Please stick to
the bill, Mr Ondarchie.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I will continue after that
point of order. Yes, we know Ms Mikakos will do
whatever the Premier wants her to do; we already know
that. This bill that the opposition does not oppose is one
that will help our police people in the way they go
about their business and ensure that justice is
appropriately served in this state — we hope —
provided that when these issues get to court they will be
dealt with appropriately as well.
But it seems to be that in Daniel Andrews’s Victoria the
best way to keep out of jail is to be out on bail and
committing another offence. That is what is going on in
this state. People are nervous. Elderly people are
concerned about trying to go out at night, and women
particularly are concerned about how safe they are on
the streets, and what is this government doing about it?
Nothing. This bill does not go far enough. I think it
would be great if we saw more from this government
on protecting Victorians and protecting those who work
to protect us. We do not oppose the bill.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (11:43) — It is with some pleasure that I rise
to conclude the debate on the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Body-worn Cameras and Other Matters)
Bill 2017, and I thank members for expressing their
views on this particular issue. We on this side of the
house take enormous pride in the investment that we
have made in relation to both Victoria Police and
protective services officers. We have seen significant
investment from the government in relation to investing
in more than 3000 additional Victoria Police members,
and we have seen accompanying that significant
investment in giving police and others the type of
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additional supports they need around new and
groundbreaking technology.
So we are ensuring that our police and our emergency
services staff, such as our custodial officers in our
correctional system and ambulance staff, are able to be
equipped with the technology that they need to not only
keep themselves safe but also ensure that justice is
served in terms of those individuals who may seek to
perpetrate violence against them.
In this respect I make the point that it is absolutely
reprehensible that we do see people who are performing
such critical roles in our community, people who work
incredibly hard to keep all of us safe — including those
who are in many cases, like our ambulance staff,
working to keep a person alive — being assaulted. It is
something that I am sure every member of this house
would be incredibly disturbed about — seeing these
really dedicated individuals in our community, who put
themselves on the line every day, being subjected to
these types of assaults in this manner. We are
endeavouring here to have body-worn cameras and
accompanying technology provided to these important
frontline staff members in order to keep them safe and
therefore to ensure that our community can remain safe.
I know that there have been some issues raised in the
course of the debate. I understand that these issues will
be canvassed in the course of the committee stage.
Mr Rich-Phillips — I am hoping it is not you.
Ms MIKAKOS — Well, it might well be me. These
matters will be canvassed in the course of the
committee stage, and Mr Rich-Phillips, I can assure you
I would be very happy to perform that role in relation to
this really important piece of legislation. I know that
Minister Tierney will be very capable in responding to
queries that members have. I just want to indicate my
support in concluding the debate for this important
piece of legislation.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (BODY-WORN CAMERAS AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2017
Thursday, 19 October 2017

COUNCIL

Committee
Clause 1
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (11:49) — Minister, in relation to
clause 1, you have indicated that the government has
amendments. Why does the bill as drafted not include a
framework to provide the use of body-worn cameras
for the ambulance service? The government announced
back in December last year that a trial would be
undertaken of the use of body-worn cameras by
Ambulance Victoria, so why was Ambulance Victoria
not included in the legislation in the first place?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(11:50) — That was because, Mr Rich-Phillips, there
was a pilot occurring at the time and there was
consultation. That is why at the time it was not
included.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister. Can
you advise the committee of the time frame of that
Ambulance Victoria pilot?
Ms TIERNEY — The pilot commenced in June,
and I am advised that it will be completed in December
this year.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — It will be completed in
December this year? It is not completed now obviously.
Ms TIERNEY — No.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Given you are
introducing this framework for Ambulance Victoria by
way of amendment part way through the trial, why did
you not have it in the bill when it was introduced in the
other place back in August?
Ms TIERNEY — I am advised that there were
discussions at the time of drafting. At that time there
were consultations and discussions going on, and it was
determined by parties that they wanted further
discussions. Those further discussions, as I understand
it, have advanced, the pilot has advanced and people are
generally feeling more comfortable with ambulance
officers being included now in the bill before us today.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
Minister, I must say I have some difficulty with that.
The government announced the trial for Ambulance
Victoria in December last year. The trial commenced in
June this year, as you indicated, and will run through
until December this year. So the announcement was
made six months before the trial started, which is now
underway.
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This bill was introduced in the other place in August
this year. So there was six months between the
announcement of the ambulance trial and the
commencement of the ambulance trial, obviously the
period in which this bill was being prepared. What
information came to the government between 8 August,
when this bill came to the Parliament, and today that
has resulted in the government now seeking to amend
the bill to insert ‘ambulance’, when the trial was
already well-known and well foreshadowed at the time
when the bill was first brought to Parliament?
Ms TIERNEY — In terms of the exact information
that might have been transacted amongst the parties, I
do not have that information, but what I am advised is
that, particularly during the pilot phase, people have
become more comfortable with being part of the new
bill. Because the bill is before the house, it was thought
that an amendment to include ambulance officers
would be a practical way of dealing with the situation,
otherwise it would have been waiting for the pilot to be
completed in December and then ambulance officers
being covered by regulation. So it was the view that it
would be better to actually use this vehicle now with
respect to ambulance officers and their inclusion in the
bill.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister. I
put it to you that the reason the government is
introducing this amendment today is merely to mirror
the amendments that were foreshadowed by the
coalition in the other place when the bill was first
introduced, which extends this framework to
Ambulance Victoria. It is not some change of heart
midway through the trial that has actually brought
about the amendments we are suddenly seeing.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
The minister has already declared the reason for it.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(11:57) — The Greens will be supporting the
amendments put forward by the government to clarify
the use of the footage and to add ambulance officers so
that they are able to wear body-worn cameras as well.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) — If
there are no further questions, I will ask the minister to
move her amendment 1 to clause 1.
Ms TIERNEY — I move:
1.

Clause 1, lines 4 to 7 and page 2, lines 1 and 2, omit all
words and expressions on these lines and insert—
“(a) to amend the Surveillance Devices Act
1999—
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to facilitate the use of body-worn
cameras and tablet computers by police,
ambulance officers and prescribed
persons to record certain private
conversations in the course of their
duties without a warrant under that Act;
and

(ii) to extend restrictions on the use,
communication and publication of
information obtained through the use of
surveillance devices to body-worn
cameras and tablet computers by police,
ambulance officers and prescribed
persons; and”.

The amendment that the government wishes to submit
is an amendment that expands the purpose of the bill to
include ambulance officers in the use of body-worn
cameras and tablet computers. The amendment also
seeks to permit the disclosure of certain information.
Amendment 1, I believe, is a test for my amendments 2
through to 10 and 13.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — The coalition will support
this amendment from the minister. Obviously we
believe that the framework should be extended beyond
just Ambulance Victoria, and we will pursue that with
further amendments. To the extent that the minister’s
amendment takes the first step towards replicating the
coalition’s policy, we will support this amendment and
subsequently pursue the further broader amendments.
Amendment agreed to.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Ministerial travel
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(12:00) — My question is to the Minister for Trade and
Investment. Minister, in February 2016 you and your
then chief of staff undertook a taxpayer-funded trip to
the United Arab Emirates at a disclosed flight cost of
$17 483. Your travel reports indicate that you only
visited the UAE. So I ask: why then was there one
Saudi Arabia-to-Dubai return flight in the middle of
that trip that has never previously been disclosed?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (12:01) — Well, we are on the big issues.
Mr Ondarchie has been up all night. I am glad that he
can read, though. Obviously he went to a good school.
The reason for the fare is that meetings were cancelled
at the last moment. As a result, the trip to Saudi Arabia
did not go on, which is why the trip report is to the
UAE.
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Supplementary question
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(12:01) — Thank you, Minister. Your travel report also
indicates airfares of $17 483 for you and your chief of
staff. However, your travel report failed to detail that
there was a flight to Saudi Arabia during your nine days
away. It fails to detail a second overseas airfare of
$20 777, which is in your ministerial office transaction
report, which I have here in front of me. Minister, why
is there such a discrepancy between the $17 483 you
publicly disclosed and the $38 260 that taxpayers have
already been charged?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (12:02) — Well, come in spinner! I tell
you what, I love these questions. I never get questions
about what we are doing, why we are doing it and what
the outcomes are — we never get questions on policy
from Mr Ondarchie or those opposite. We never get
anybody interested in how we are trying to grow
Victoria, improve exports or increase jobs locally — no
questions like that; we only ever get questions when it
comes to dollars and cents.
I have already answered in the substantive question that
the trip to Saudi Arabia did not go ahead and that it was
cancelled at the last moment. In fact I can tell you that
there will also be fees for a visa to Saudi Arabia that I
had to procure which I did not end up using because
unfortunately the meetings were cancelled at the last
moment, which meant that I did not travel to Saudi
Arabia. That is why the travel report was to the United
Arab Emirates. My gosh, we —
The PRESIDENT — Thank you, Minister.

Ministerial travel
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(12:03) — My question is to the Minister for Trade and
Investment. Noting the minister’s visit to Myanmar on
official business in mid-August meeting with Myanmar
government ministers, I ask: was the minister in any
way concerned that his visit might provide legitimacy
to the Myanmar government, which before, during and
after his visit was carrying out persecution and deadly
atrocities against the Muslim Rohingya people?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (12:04) — I thank the member for the
question. It is actually a serious question. It is a serious
question because, as we have seen in the last little
while, there are serious questions that the Myanmar
government have had to answer in relation to human
rights and questions of the way that they have
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conducted themselves in relation to minority groups. At
the point in time that I actually travelled to Myanmar
the substantive nature of those allegations had yet to be
fully disclosed in the world media. There had been
minor skirmishes up until that point but nothing of the
serious nature we have seen in more recent times.
I point out that the course of the trip to Myanmar was in
order to support some international education efforts
which we have done — in fact, may I point out, with
Melbourne Polytechnic, which is chaired by a former
member of this place, the Honourable Bill Forwood, a
colleague of those opposite. I am very comfortable with
those opposite contacting Mr Forwood and asking
about the support that we provided to Melbourne
Polytechnic in Myanmar and beyond, including of
course my trip to Thailand, which was part of that same
trip, where Melbourne Polytechnic were able to
establish a relationship with the largest registered
training provider in Thailand, which has
16 000 students. Of course that may not be a question
that Mr Ondarchie asks, because he is not interested in
policy, he is only interested in politics.
Let me point out that the Australian government
maintains a trade commissioner in Myanmar. The
Australian government retains a mission, a federal
government embassy, in Myanmar. We cannot close
ourselves off to the world on the basis of what might
happen, because when I was there, whilst there were
concerns about some of the issues that have since
further come to light, at that point in time they had not.
Supplementary question
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(12:06) — Minister, are you concerned that your visit
reflects poorly on your judgement because during the
time you were meeting with the Myanmar government
ministers the military forces of their government were,
according to the UN High Commissioner for Refugees,
engaged in a crackdown on the Rohingya people prior
to the 25 August attacks and this crackdown included
arbitrary arrests of male Rohingyas, arbitrary arrests of
cultural and religious personalities, deprivation of
access to food and acts of violence and humiliation to
drive out Rohingya villagers and instil fear and trauma
through, and I quote, ‘acts of brutality, namely killings,
disappearances, torture and rape and other forms of
sexual violence’ and that you yourself, Minister, have
not made any comments to denounce such inhumanity?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (12:07) — I am not sure that that is
apposite to the substantive question, but in any effect
the answer is no.

5191

LaunchVic
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(12:07) — My question is to the Minister for
Innovation and the Digital Economy. Minister, have
you been briefed —
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Are you ready?
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Have you been briefed by
your department —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ONDARCHIE — He gets very defensive. He
gets very, very defensive. But wait, there is more. Have
you been briefed by your department on the risks
associated with the set-up of LaunchVic and the
similarities of the Victorian Economic Development
Corporation (VEDC), that stained Victoria’s economic
credibility in the Cain and Kirner governments?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Innovation and the
Digital Economy) (12:08) — The only thing missing
from Mr Ondarchie is the red nose — in every other
respect he is a clown. And the answer is no.
The PRESIDENT — Mr Dalidakis, I would ask
you to just limit your answer to ‘No’ by way of
withdrawal of the commentary, thank you.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Withdrawn, President.
Supplementary question
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(12:08) — I could have responded by calling him a —
The PRESIDENT — Please do not.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I could have, but I would not,
because if I did and I had to withdraw I would be
misleading the house. Minister, I have correspondence
from your department to your office warning you of the
issues and concerns about the VEDC and LaunchVic.
Clearly there are concerns about aspects of
LaunchVic — governance, expenditure, rorting and
mismanagement of taxpayer funds — and, noting your
answer to the substantive question, I ask: what lessons
were adopted by the briefings and information on the
Victorian Economic Development Corporation to
ensure LaunchVic did not become another Labor
economic disaster?
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Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Innovation and the
Digital Economy) (12:09) — I thank the member for
his question. I wish he had asked this question as the
substantive question so I could have had a significantly
greater period of time to answer. In effect there is no
relationship between the VEDC and what LaunchVic
does. For a start, LaunchVic does not provide seed
funding to companies the way that VEDC did; it does
very different things. Unfortunately for Mr Ondarchie,
the truth in this particular instance is inconvenient to
him and the grubby assertions that he has made. For
him to make the claim in this place is an unfortunate
use of parliamentary privilege, and I hope that he
makes these claims outside this place.

Sheep and goat electronic identification
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (12:10) —
My question is to the Minister for Agriculture. Minister,
Victorian stock agents, vendors and transport operators
are concerned that the implementation of sheep and
goat scanning at saleyards is being rushed and that you
as minister need to consider the appropriateness of the
current time frames. Minister, will you not consider
extending the 31 March deadline to make sure the job is
done properly in the first instance?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:10) — I thank Mr O’Sullivan for his question about
the government’s rollout of electronic tagging of sheep
and goats. This is a really important reform, one that
was in part recommended by the Victorian
Auditor-General in a report that was scathing of the
former government’s cuts to our biosecurity system —
a dramatic reduction in the number of animal health
officers employed by Agriculture Victoria and the
number of veterinary staff — cuts in the order of
$20 million a year. You can just imagine the kind of
risk that that poses to our biosecurity system, which is
of course important for so many different reasons. In
terms of its economic impact on the state, though, it can
have the greatest dramatic impact when we are
contemplating the consequences of losing access to
particular markets. So we have been fixing that problem
by repairing the funding to biosecurity and restoring
those important frontline services.
But electronic tagging of sheep and goats is a really
important reform. It follows an initiative of a former
Labor government to introduce, some 12 or so years
ago, electronic tagging of cattle, and everybody has
adjusted to that and got used to that. Because it is a big
change, we announced a $17 million transition package
and had a period of consultation with industry. This has
all been designed in very, very close partnership with
industry — with the Victorian Farmers Federation but
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also with people throughout the supply chain. We had a
period where anybody who wanted to look at the draft
rules could do so and could provide advice and
suggestions to government about the time frames for
the rollout. As a result of those consultations the initial
time lines were adjusted in response to the anxiety of
some in some parts of the supply chain about their
ability to be ready for this change, but I am certainly
very happy with the progress to date on the rollout.
It is a very big reform. It is not going to be without a
few bumps, and for some people change can be
difficult. But for the scale of the reform that it is I am
certainly satisfied with how it is progressing, and I
think it is all going really very well.
In terms of Mr O’Sullivan’s question about saleyards in
particular and their ability to make their deadlines, we
have had two phases of grants that have been available
for saleyards to prepare for this. Phase 1 was really
about studies and the support that was needed to be
ready for the change. Stage 2 is about infrastructure and
the actual purchase and installation of the gear that will
be needed at saleyards to read large numbers going
through.
There have been trials that have been underway, and
Ballarat saleyards, one of 14 that we are supporting
through this reform, is already up and running. But the
applications for funding for phase 2 are open until the
end of this month, and we are working very closely,
really on a case-by-case basis, with each of the
saleyards to help them be ready for this change.
But it is very exciting and Victoria is leading the
country. We have had quite some interest from other
jurisdictions, particularly those that share a border with
us. I think it is a reform that will start to see other states
following in time, but we are certainly freely making
available our experience to other states so that they may
also benefit from such a change in the future.
Supplementary question
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (12:14) —
Thank you, Minister. Minister, the work required to get
saleyards scanning up by 31 March 2018, in terms of
the planning, the design, the funding, the tenders, the
orders, the construction, the testing and the
implementation, is huge. Minister, what will you do to
provide the confidence that the livestock industry
requires to ensure that the current issues will be
resolved?
Ms Pulford — On a point of order, President, which
current issues is Mr O’Sullivan referring to?
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Mr O’SULLIVAN — Well, for an agriculture
minister to not understand what those issues are, I
thought you would have been in more contact with the
saleyard industries to actually understand. They do not
think that they can get it done in time in terms of the
implementation of the scanners and so forth.
Ms Pulford — Why?
Mr O’SULLIVAN — I am happy to debate it.
The PRESIDENT — It is not a debate. The
member has put his question.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:15) — Mr O’Sullivan has demonstrated that he is
unable to articulate which particular aspects of the
reform which saleyards think they cannot meet. But
what I can assure Mr O’Sullivan of is that Agriculture
Victoria is working with each of these saleyards to
make sure that they are ready. Applications, as I
indicated, are still open for phase 2. In fact the
overwhelming majority of the 14 saleyards have their
applications in for their gear and equipment, and this
reform is tracking.
There are, I imagine, some people who are worried
about their ability to make this change by the end of
March next year, and we will continue to support them
as they get ready for this change, but as I indicated, one
is up and running and here we are in October, some five
months before they need to be.

Great forest national park
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (12:16) —
My next question is also to the Minister for Agriculture.
Minister, can you confirm that you or your ministerial
office have sought advice on the viability of VicForests
as a government agency in the event of the
establishment of a great forest national park?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:17) — I thank Mr O’Sullivan for his question
around VicForests and the viability of VicForests in
light of some of the challenges that the native timber
industry is facing. I can certainly assure Mr O’Sullivan
that myself and the Treasurer, as the shareholder
minister for VicForests, are well aware of the
challenges facing VicForests and are working closely
with them to respond to those challenges.
As Mr O’Sullivan would no doubt be aware, because
he is a member of the upper house of the Victorian
Parliament, there has been a significant reduction in the
amount of timber that is available. This is something
that has been discussed extensively in this house and
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something that came to a particular point of difficulty in
relation to the mill at Heyfield. The mill at Heyfield has
been the largest timber mill in Victoria and is now the
second largest timber mill in Victoria, so it is a very,
very significant customer, where there has been a
significant reduction in the available resource for
reasons that members here all understand well, not least
of all the decisions put in place by the former
government and the Assembly member for Warrandyte.
Supplementary question
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (12:18) —
Thank you, Minister. Minister, can you confirm that
you and your ministerial office have been advised that
the establishment of the great forest national park
would risk 2000 Victorian jobs and more than
$500 million worth of economic activity in Victoria
every year?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:19) — I thank Mr O’Sullivan for his follow-up
question. It is I think highly speculative. Mr O’Sullivan
is asking about the impact of a national park that some
members in the community are keen to see the
establishment of. It is not a national park that exists per
se, so Mr O’Sullivan is asking for I think an answer to a
hypothetical question. But I would reiterate my
response to Mr O’Sullivan’s substantive question as my
response to his supplementary question as well. The
government is working closely with all stakeholders in
relation to the issues of the sustainability of Victoria’s
timber industry, and we will continue to do so. We
understand these issues well. We are closely engaged in
them. It has been a very challenging period, and we will
continue to do what we can to create the best possible
outcomes for the Victorian community, both in terms of
jobs in the timber industry and the protection of our
environmental assets.

Production of documents
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:20) — My question is to the Leader of the
Government. Minister, given the authority of this
house, why has the government on the one hand
refused to provide the Department of Health and
Human Services secretary’s Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee (PAEC) documents requested by
this house, claiming executive privilege, but on the
other hand subsequently released a subset of the same
documents under a routine FOI request?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:20) — I thank the member for her question. The
matter that she has raised is a matter that has been
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discussed on any number of occasions in this chamber.
It is subject to consideration. She has put it to my
colleague the Minister for Families and Children, the
minister who is dealing with these matters. The minister
on many occasions has relied upon advice that has
come to her in terms of what is the status of documents
that have been sought to be released, certainly in
relation to what has been sought by this chamber in
relation to PAEC folders. The government has actually
reflected on that matter as a general principle and
whether in fact it creates a particular disincentive for
any folders to be created for any purpose into the future.
Otherwise what is the sense of a minister appearing
before the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee if
in fact what is required is an extensive questionnaire
format in the form of what PAEC may consider it to
be?
I think it is a fundamental threshold question of what is
a legitimate expectation of the Parliament through the
parliamentary accounts and estimates process and the
way in which information should be transmitted. If the
member is actually saying that in fact taking ministers
out of the equation is an important part of it, I think that
is something we could perhaps actually consider if that
is what is at the heart of this. If you just want
transmission of information from a department to the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee, let us be
honest about it.
On the other side of the equation, in terms of
discrepancy, sometimes what might be the decisions
that are made by freedom of information officers in
government departments may or may not be the same
advice that the government receives as a matter of
course from the Victorian Government Solicitor’s
Office in relation to the standing across government of
various documents, because as you would be aware,
individual freedom of information officers within the
departments have —
Ms Wooldridge — The minister’s office ticked
every one of them off.
Mr JENNINGS — No, that is not the case.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT Order! I am listening to
Mr Jennings.
Mr JENNINGS — I am able to refute the
accusation that has been made by the Leader of the
Opposition by interjection. Ministers officers do not
sign off on FOI requests. They are actually —
Honourable members interjecting.

Thursday, 19 October 2017

Mr JENNINGS — I refute the accusation on the
public record and in private. I refute it. I refute that FOI
determinations are made by ministers in this
government. That may have been past practice that the
member is reflecting on, but that is not the practice of
this administration. Indeed possibly this may account
for how sometimes there may be some discrepancy
between the advice and the actions of freedom of
information officers, that act independently, from what
might be the total considered view of the government in
relation to consideration of what should be released
under executive privilege that the government receives
in response to when the Parliament requests documents
based upon the legal advice that comes to the
government, and the government acts in those cases, so
that may account for the discrepancy. The member
herself, by her mischievous interjection, may have
already indicated to the chamber why there might be a
difference around whose advice and whose authority
decisions are made. I am going to rely on that answer
because I am quite happy with it.
Supplementary question
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:24) — Thank you to the Leader of the Government
for his response. Can I further ask then a supplementary
question? The government claiming executive privilege
over what turned out to be factual departmental briefs
undermines confidence in the government’s claims of
executive privilege to this house, so how is the
government going to re-establish this house’s
confidence in the government’s regular claims of
executive privilege over documents requested?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:25) — I am happy with my answer and I am happy
with the question. I think the question is fine, because
this morning my colleague the Attorney-General wrote
to the chamber and indicated that in light of these
circumstances the government is reviewing the status of
various documents that are subject to the substantive
matter. I understand that there is a degree of contest
between non-government members in the Parliament
and the government in relation to how these things
should be dealt with. The Attorney-General today
indicated that there is going to be a re-assessment of the
documents that have been disputed in this instance, and
the member knows, hopefully —
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — That may or may not be the
case. But the member knows that I have given an
undertaking to the chamber and an undertaking to her
that I am very happy to take action to have
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conversations, productive conversations, across the
Parliament about how we can resolve, through a
process, once and for all the way in which we might
have a reconciled process, an agreed process, within
this chamber about the way in which executive
privilege is assessed into the future, and I acknowledge
that that will take place.

Timber industry
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:26) — My
question is for the Minister for Agriculture. Minister,
how are biodiversity conservation risks being managed
in accordance with the timber code of practice while
species such as the greater glider, Leadbeater’s possum
and koala are being killed in situ for logging? Is it your
responsibility or the responsibility of the Department of
Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources or the Department of Environment, Land,
Water and Planning’s (DELWP) to ensure compliance?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:27) — I thank Ms Dunn for her question. The code
of practice that exists is there to ensure that harvesting
operations exist in a way that is cognisant of our
responsibility to protect those environmental values. I
can certainly assure Ms Dunn that this is something that
all industry participants take seriously, that VicForests
takes seriously and that DELWP and indeed my
department all share responsibility for. As I think the
member well knows, there are significant protections in
place for the Leadbeater’s possum, and the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change is currently
considering the matter relating to the greater glider. Our
government does take our responsibilities in relation to
protection of these species very seriously, and I can
assure Ms Dunn that VicForests and its contractors are
very much aware of their responsibilities under the
code of practice and do comply with them.
Again, as Ms Dunn is well aware, where there are
circumstances where members of the community wish
to raise those things there are processes where
investigations can take place should they need to, and
they follow that course. But certainly in my experience
the industry’s commitment to the sustainability of the
industry is great, and we work to balance these
obligations while maintaining a level of harvest that is
sustainable.
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time consuming to the community. There is a public
expectation that the code keeps loggers in line and that
loggers comply with the code. The public wants
assurance that the mandatory actions to address
biodiversity conservation risks are complied with. I am
sure, Minister, you know which clauses of the code
they are, so I will not repeat them here. When are you
going to act and call VicForests to account, as the
responsible minister?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:29) — If Ms Dunn has a particular allegation that
she wishes to make about the conduct of any
VicForests contractor, then Ms Dunn is invited to
provide that information to me or to VicForests. To
come in here and to assert in such unbelievably broad
terms that something is not right in the forests and
provide absolutely no details at all actually makes it
very difficult for me to respond to that question, but I
do invite Ms Dunn to furnish me with further details.
She knows the process well, and if she believes that
there has been any breach of the code of practice then
she should provide that information rather than coming
in here with these most general of assertions.

Sustainable Hunting Action Plan
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) (12:30) — My
question today is for the Minister for Agriculture. The
government has developed a document that is the
Sustainable Hunting Action Plan, containing many
initiatives to improve hunting opportunities in Victoria.
Can the minister update the house on the government’s
progress in enacting the Sustainable Hunting Action
Plan and what additional hunting opportunities have
been created since the plan was released?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:31) — I thank Mr Young for his question about the
Sustainable Hunting Action Plan, and I am happy to
provide the house with an update. I have asked the
department to provide quarterly updates, which will be
published on the Game Management Authority
website, that are reports back for hunters who are
interested in the progress of implementation of the
Sustainable Hunting Action Plan. I think the first one
has certainly been published, and the second one cannot
be far away if it has not already been. We do know that
there is quite some interest in the rollout of the
initiatives over this five-year plan.

Supplementary question
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:29) — Thank
you, Minister. It is a sad indictment that the only
mechanism the community do seem to have to raise the
issue is via legal action, which of course is costly and

As I hope Mr Young and hunters understand, in really
the first year of the hunting action plan the focus has
been on getting the basics right in terms of coordination
across different agencies who have responsibility for
different elements of the plan and also an invitation to
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stakeholders, both those who are enthusiastic supporters
of hunting but also those perhaps a little less so, about
which of the initiatives in the hunting action plan they
want to be involved with in the working groups.
I can also indicate to Mr Young that there is a
particularly complex part of the reform that relates to
the processing of game meat that I know hunters are
particularly interested in, and we are making good
progress on that. That will require the preparation of
legislation and regulations to advance that. The funding
has also been made available through last year’s
budget, and funding allocations across the different
initiatives have also now been finalised.
So I think Mr Young will start to see signs in some of
his state game reserves very soon as well. The last
report I got on this, which was about a week ago, was
around literally finalising what the design is going to
look like on the signs to make people aware of where
hunting activity is allowed and where it is not.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Ms PULFORD — Well, Mr Ramsay, signage for
hunters is actually one of the really important initiatives
and one that hunters are most interested in seeing
progress on, because it provides information for hunters
and for other members of the community who use these
areas of public land about where they are interacting,
and safety is of course incredibly important. I would
encourage Mr Young to have a look at the update on
the website, and maybe we could even create a mailing
list for people who wanted to receive that by email.
Supplementary question
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) (12:34) — I thank
the minister for her answer. We very much will be
keeping a close eye on those updates to see some real
action be put into place, because it has been suggested
to me lately that the Sustainable Hunting Action Plan
should actually remove the word ‘action’ for the reason
that nothing is really sort of happening. Minister, I ask
just by way of supplementary: have you identified any
legislative barriers that are preventing the Sustainable
Hunting Action Plan being enacted in full? And
perhaps part of the example you gave with the
processing of deer meat could form part of that answer.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:34) — I think of all of the initiatives in the
Sustainable Hunting Action Plan, the processing of
deer meat is the one that is most needing of legislative
reform. As I think all members would appreciate, the
development of that takes some time. When you are
talking about the processing of meat you need to be
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incredibly careful to ensure that there is no risk
whatsoever to public health in terms of consumption, so
we are carefully working through that at the moment. I
hope in due course members in this place will, sooner
rather than later, be able to consider such legislation
and perhaps assist us with delivery of that particular
item in the hunting action plan. But most of the
initiatives in the hunting action plan do not require
legislation; they require that coordination across —
Mr Young — But there is a piece of legislation
already there.
Ms PULFORD — Well, the laws of the land
currently do not allow for that to happen, so that is one
example I can give Mr Young. Most of the initiatives of
the hunting action plan do not require legislation; they
require action by different agencies of government.
Mr Ramsay did not seem so keen on the science, but I
know that the hunters are, and that will be a good part
of Parks Victoria’s focus in the role that they have.

Victoria Police sex industry coordination unit
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western Metropolitan)
(12:36) — My question fortunately is not for
Minister Dalidakis, who is not in the chamber; it is for
the minister representing the Minister for Police,
Minister Tierney. It has come to my attention that
women prostituted in legal brothels are increasingly
complaining about being filmed or photographed by
clients without their consent. The police, including the
Victoria Police sex industry coordination unit, are
seemingly powerless to protect these women because
unless the women can substantially prove the images or
film have been shared or made publicly available,
investigations cannot be initiated and charges cannot be
laid. This, as you can imagine, is leaving women in
vulnerable, unprotected and traumatised states.
Minister, what action will you take to support and
protect women whose privacy is being invaded in this
way, including but not limited to investigating why the
unit set up to protect these women seems powerless to
assist them?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(12:37) — I thank Dr Rachel Carling-Jenkins for her
question. I sincerely thank her for raising issues that
sometimes do not get raised because the people that are
impacted are people that find it difficult to raise their
voice, for whatever reasons. It might be a visa reason, it
might be because of the employment that they are in or
indeed it might be in relation to other court orders. So
thank you for raising this matter. I am sure that the
Minister for Police will respond to you and respond to
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you within the guidelines. I myself look forward to the
answer from the minister, particularly as the question
has serious allegations around the filming of women in
particular.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:38) — There are 12 written responses from the
government today to questions on notice: 11694–9,
11704–10.
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CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Northern Metropolitan Region
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(12:40) — My constituency question is to the Minister
for Education, James Merlino. It concerns John
Fawkner College in Fawkner. It is a school that, quite
frankly — I have visited it a number of times in
Fawkner in the Northern Metropolitan Region — is
falling apart. Timber is rotting, there are holes in the
floor, there are parts of the building that you cannot
walk along because you are worried that you are going
to go right through the floor and there are parts where
the door and the architrave are completely out of
whack — you cannot even shut or open the door.

Written responses
The PRESIDENT (12:38) — In respect of today’s
questions I require a written response to
Mr Ondarchie’s first question to Mr Dalidakis, the
supplementary question, within one day;
Mr O’Sullivan’s second question to Mr Pulford, the
supplementary question, that is one day, as it referred to
what advice might have come, so I do seek a written
answer on that; and in respect of Dr Carling-Jenkins’s
question to Minister Tierney, the substantive
question — which is all there was — that is two days.
Ms Wooldridge — On a point of order, President,
on 19 September Mr Morris asked the Leader of the
Government a question in relation to the Aboriginal
justice agreement. Two days later, when a point of
order was raised, Minister Jennings stated he had
actually returned the question to the Premier to be
redone, as he had anticipated that it was not going to be
a satisfactory response. As of today, which is a calendar
month or five sitting days since the question was asked,
the house still has not received a response. I am
wondering if Minister Jennings could provide some
explanation of when we could expect a satisfactory
response.
Mr Jennings — On the point of order, President,
maybe I gave too much explanation at the very
beginning. But I think I will need to take some
subsequent advice about what has actually happened in
the intervening period.

The school have applied under the Victorian School
Building Authority shared facilities fund for some
urgently needed money, and they have been
unsuccessful, no doubt because that money is going
into other areas that are more politically advantageous.
So I ask the minister if he could resolve the issue and
ensure that John Fawkner College gets appropriate
money so the kids can actually have a safe school.

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:41) — My
constituency question is directed to Natalie Hutchins in
her portfolio of the Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence. I recently had a conversation with
Eastern Domestic Violence Services (EDVOS), in
particular the CEO of EDVOS — —
The PRESIDENT — You might move your
microphone a bit further across.
Mr LEANE — You might find out why I was
trying for you not to hear me, because I am not too sure
if this is a constituency question. But I am going to give
it a crack. Anyway, I recently spoke to the CEO of
EDVOS, Jenny Jackson, who is a fantastic person and
does great work in the domestic violence area in the
east. The question I would ask the minister is: will she
have an opportunity to engage with organisations in the
east like EDVOS in the near future?
The PRESIDENT — It is very broad. Can we
narrow it down? Engaged about what? Is she going to
talk about the football, the weather or what?
Mr LEANE — No. Will she be able to engage as
far as the unique initiatives that EDVOS have
undertaken in the area of domestic violence?
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The PRESIDENT — So the constituency question
really relates to that organisation?
Mr LEANE — Yes.

Southern Metropolitan Region
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (12:42) — My
matter is for the Minister for Public Transport, and it
concerns the sky rail corridor between Caulfield and
Dandenong, and in particular the safety of residents
along that corridor. I have talked about this many times
in the chamber before, and in recent days, over the last
week or so, I have been writing to the Minister for
Public Transport and to WorkSafe Victoria, and indeed
there have been a number of serious incidents. On one
occasion wires swept across a roof and knocked part of
the roof off. In another, part of that same incident, a bolt
landed right near workmen in the corridor. In another
recent example a spanner fell onto a car. These are
serious near misses — 20 centimetres in some cases —
and this week we have seen a cat and a backyard
sprayed with oil from hydraulic machinery. So what I
ask is: will the minister investigate the protective
envelope for the public and ensure that that is sufficient
and that no further incidents of this type occur.

Northern Metropolitan Region
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (12:44) —
My question is for the Minister for Sport, the
Honourable John Eren. The Significant Sporting Events
program plays an important role in supporting key sport
events for our junior, amateur and elite athletes across
the state. Sporting events like these should all play a big
part in Victoria’s tourism and events economy, which
generates 210 000 jobs and more than $21 billion
annually. To date the 2014–18 Significant Sporting
Events program has provided over $6.6 million in
funding to secure over 270 big sporting events for
Victoria. More than half of these events have been held
in regional Victoria. My question to the minister is:
how will the Significant Sporting Events program
increase sport participation and tourism in my
electorate of Northern Metropolitan Region?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(12:45) — My question is to the Minister for Public
Transport, and it relates to the new substation at
Sandringham station. This will be on Station Street,
directly opposite homes. I met with residents regarding
this issue very recently. One asked, ‘Why can’t the
substation be built on or near the car park?’. This would
be equally close to the level crossing — I understand
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there is an issue with the proximity of the substation to
the railway station and crossing — but it would be
much less close to residents. While it certainly may
impact on some parking spaces, so too does the current
site. So my question to the minister is: will she consider
relocating the substation to the edge of the existing
station car park?

Eastern Victoria Region
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (12:46) — The
question I have today is for the attention of the Minister
for Education. It relates to the Latrobe Valley Flexible
Learning Option (FLO), which is at a new site located
at the Commercial Road primary school site on
Commercial Road, Morwell. To this end the former
Commercial Road primary site, which has no primary
school cohort any longer because people have relocated
to Morwell Central Primary School, is being used by
the Flexible Learning Option to great effect, and it is
providing a really great location in the middle of town. I
ask the Minister for Education how we can maximise
opportunities for youth engagement and for young
people to use this site for a variety of other purposes to
enable a shared facilities component to be worked into
this site so that we can continue the potential and the
advantage that this FLO site is already conferring on
the community.

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:47) — The constituency question I have is for the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety in the other place,
and it is in relation to a very important project not just
for my electorate but also for others, probably including
yours, President. It is a project that has been driven by
Cr Robert Davies, amongst many in the community,
including Monash council and the new Liberal
candidate for Mulgrave in the Assembly, Maree
Davenport. What they would like to know is: is the
government going to fund the construction of the
Westall Road–Monash Freeway connection in next
year’s budget, given that this project would increase
north–south traffic flow and take the pressure off
Springvale Road, which is one of the worst roads for
accidents in Melbourne, and it would also reduce the
number of trucks on local roads? Clearly it is an
important project, and we are very keen to know
whether the government is going to fund it in the next
budget year.
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Western Victoria Region
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (12:48) — My
question is to the Minister for Training and Skills,
Gayle Tierney, and it is in respect of the Glenormiston
College campus. Ms Tierney has been in the media
heralding the fact that the college is now open for
business, that it has potentially 150 students enrolled
doing certificate III in agriculture and that the sale has
been concluded, with Volume Group being the
successful purchaser. The information I have is in fact
the opposite: there are no students enrolled, the sale has
not been completed and in fact negotiations are still
underway. So the question I pose is: how many students
are enrolled in the certificate III agriculture course —
being conducted by South West TAFE, presumably —
and has the sale been completed with Volume Group,
led by Dean Montgomery?

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:49) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. Many of my constituents in Williamstown
are deeply concerned about the impact of sky rail on
their suburb. They are most keen to tell the minister
firsthand of their concerns. I am just as enthusiastic
about facilitating a meeting between Williamstown
locals and the minister to discuss this matter. Following
on from my adjournment contribution of yesterday,
when Minister Dalidakis refused to pass on my request
for such a meeting, will the minister make herself
available to visit Williamstown to meet with worried
locals about the proposed level crossing removal?
The PRESIDENT — I have consulted with the
minister, and I think that given the progress of where
we are at with the legislation we might break for lunch
early and resume the committee with the new
amendments straight after lunch.
Sitting suspended 12.50 p.m. until 2.04 p.m.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(BODY-WORN CAMERAS AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2017
Committee
Resumed; further discussion of clause 1.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (14:04) — I move:
1.

Clause 1, line 6, after “police” insert “, custodial
officers, emergency workers”.
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This is to amend the title of the bill to expand the cohort
of emergency services workers that it will apply to. As I
indicated in my second-reading contribution, the
purpose of the coalition’s suite of amendments — and I
intend that we test it substantially on amendment 2 —
is to expand the cohort of first responders who will be
subject to the new regime around the use of body-worn
cameras and tablet devices and provide the same
exemption for those first responses from the current
provisions of the Surveillance Devices Act 1999.
Our intention is that it be expanded to include not only
ambulance officers, as proposed in the minister’s
amendment, which copies the previous amendments
foreshadowed by the coalition, and custodial offers —
and the minister will be well aware of the issues in the
corrections system and the relevance of having that
technology available in that environment — but also a
definition of emergency workers that covers protective
services officers (PSOs); ambulance officers, as
previously referred to; operational officers in the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade; operational officers,
employee and volunteer, in the Country Fire Authority
(CFA); and operational officers and volunteers in the
Victoria State Emergency Service as well as
Emergency Management Victoria.
This gives effect to our view that the same framework
for the use of body-worn cameras and tablet devices
should apply more broadly across first responders, not
only to police as is currently in the bill, and to
ambulance officers as proposed by the government.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(14:06) — I have had a look at the opposition’s
amendments, and as I mentioned in the second-reading
debate I think there is some merit in looking at
custodial officers in particular to be covered by this
legislation. I presume that where the wording of the bill
refers to a police officer it does not actually include
PSOs — that it is sworn police — because
Mr Rich-Phillips’s amendments include PSOs. That
would be a query too. My question to the minister
would be why PSOs are not covered if police are and,
as the government’s own amendments go to including
ambulance officers, why custodial officers would not
be included as well.
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (14:07) —
The government does not support the amendments
proposed by the opposition. These amendments would
have the effect of extending the protections and
responsibilities created by the bill for the use of
body-worn cameras to custodial officers and to a broad
range of emergency workers, significantly expanding
the scope of the bill. The regulation-making power

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (BODY-WORN CAMERAS AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2017
5200

COUNCIL

created by the bill will allow for additional persons or
classes of workers to be prescribed for the purpose of
applying these same protections to them in the future,
as that becomes necessary. The government considers
that this is an appropriate mechanism that will allow for
the consideration on a case-by-case basis.
The decision on the appropriateness would be based on
a number of factors, including the policy and training
developed by the organisation in relation to their
intended use of body-worn cameras and storage of
footage. If classes of workers or volunteers were
prescribed without appropriate policies in place and
training developed, there is a risk that individuals and
the organisation will inadvertently commit criminal
offences against the Surveillance Devices Act 1999
through the unauthorised recording and disclosure of
private conversations. These offences carry heavy
penalties, including terms of imprisonment and fines in
excess of $30 000 for individuals and $190 000 for
bodies corporate. The broad amendments proposed by
Mr Gordon Rich-Phillips do not consider these
complexities.
The broad range of organisations included in the
opposition’s amendment are not currently prevented
from lawfully using body-worn cameras as an effective
deterrent against occupational violence. Of course the
government would consider a request for a prescribed
class of workers or volunteers in a timely manner if the
organisation identified a need to use body-worn
cameras in the course of their duties.
In terms of custodial officers, body-worn cameras are
currently used by a number of response units in prisons,
including the security and emergency services group
(SESG) and the emergency response group (ERG) in
public prisons. In private prisons a limited number of
appropriately trained staff members are authorised to
use body-worn cameras. The body-worn cameras are
also used by SESG personnel in youth justice facilities.
Prisoners are already subject to a range of monitoring in
prisons, including CCTV and the recording of
telephone conversations. Therefore the use of
body-worn cameras by response units in line with
published Corrections Victoria guidelines does not raise
any additional privacy concerns.
Corrections Victoria may seek to expand the use of
body-worn cameras to other prison officers in the
future, and the government will consider a request by
Corrections Victoria to prescribe them for prison and
other officers in a timely manner if a need is identified
and the appropriate policies and safeguards are in place.
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Ms PENNICUIK — Minister, thank you for that
response. I was not aware of the use by the ERG and
SESG. My question would be: how are they covered
with regard to the Surveillance Devices Act 1999? The
other question that you did not go to is about PSOs and
whether there is an intention with PSOs or whether or
not they are covered by the bill. I will let you answer
that and then I will ask another question.
Ms TIERNEY — The PSOs are not covered. The
mechanisms for coverage would be triggered by what I
have already outlined in terms of a group of workers
and there being a request from organisations to be
included in regulations or indeed any future
amendments.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, Minister. That is a
bit of a segue into my next question. Given this bill is
specifically going to refer to police officers and
ambulance officers, I would have thought that the
inclusion of another class of workers, such as custodial
officers or PSOs, should be included in the legislation
and not by way of regulation because that, I think,
creates an inconsistency in the principal act and the way
the act works. I was glad to hear you say there will be
further amendment to the legislation, but I wonder why
in this instance protective services officers are not
included, because in their daily duties they are
interacting with the public pretty well all the time. In
fact you would think they would be the perfect example
of a group of workers who should actually be using
these devices.
Ms TIERNEY — I think it is important to just go
back and set the context. This bill was primarily driven
as a result of the government’s allocation of moneys to
Victoria Police (VicPol) for body-worn cameras. It is
by and large being driven by VicPol, it being VicPol
specific. However, as we know, there has also been a
pilot that has been running at Ambulance Victoria. This
is not to say that in the future this will be restricted to
only that group of workers, but it is true say that we
want to have a vigorous look at policies and procedures
that each and every organisation has in respect of the
use of body-worn cameras.
Ms PENNICUIK — Minister, my other question
was: how are the SESG and the ERG covered by the
Surveillance Devices Act currently? Are they covered
by it, in terms of this bill creating an exemption for
police officers?
Ms TIERNEY — Their use by correctional staff in
prisons is authorised by the commissioner for
corrections.
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Ms PENNICUIK — But in terms of what this bill is
attempting to do, to make sure that the recording of
such interactions does not fall foul of the Surveillances
Devices Act in case of the police, how does that work
with the ERG and SESG?
Ms TIERNEY — SESG and ERG staff using
body-worn cameras would be subject to the provisions
under the Surveillance Devices Act in that they could
be prosecuted for recording a private conversation.
However, there is much less likelihood of recording a
private conversation in a closely monitored
environment than, say, VicPol, having interactions in a
public space such as Bourke Street.
Ms PENNICUIK — That is an interesting
answer — thank you, Minister — and perhaps one I
was anticipating. It is basically saying that if you are in
a prison, you cannot have a private conversation; you
would be expecting that. We could go on about that one
for hours, but I will accept that as the situation. Perhaps
I will look at that more closely in regard to the
subsequent legislation. Thank you for those answers,
Minister.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Minister, you spoke
earlier about the framework the bill is establishing —
the fact that it applies to police officers and will also
apply to prescribed classes of people, who may be
prescribed, I presume, by regulation, although the bill is
silent on that. Are there any limitations on who can be a
prescribed person for these provisions?
Ms TIERNEY — Yes, I have confirmed that there
will be no restrictions, but it will be the same process
that we have in terms of regulations, and it will be
before Parliament.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
Given there are not any restrictions on someone being a
prescribed person or a class of prescribed people, why
has the government not elected to make ambulance
officers prescribed persons under the regulation
provisions in the same way you said the government
would with respect to corrections officers or other
cohorts of people?
Ms TIERNEY — That is because there is a pilot in
place. There has been lots of discussion, and it has got
to the point that there is agreement for ambulance
officers to be covered under the provisions of this bill.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
How is that different to the practice you have indicated
has already taken place in various corrections facilities?
In fact it is already happening.
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Ms TIERNEY — There has not been a request by
Corrections Victoria at this point in time. They have
developed guidelines, and there are discussions about
their plans about rolling out the use of body-worn
cameras. Those discussions have not got to the point
where they have sought to be included in that respect in
this bill at this point in time.
Amendment negatived; amended clause agreed to;
clause 2 agreed to.
Clause 3
Ms TIERNEY — I move:
2.

Clause 3, after line 5 insert—
“‘ambulance officer means an operational staff member
within the meaning of the Ambulance Services Act
1986;’.

3.

Clause 3, line 6, omit “‘body-worn’ and insert
“body-worn”.

I look forward to any questions and discussion on these
matters.
Amendments agreed to.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I move:
2.

Clause 3, after line 10 insert —
“custodial officer means a prison officer or escort
officer within the meaning of the Corrections Act 1986;
emergency worker means —
(a) a protective services officer within the
meaning of the Victoria Police Act 2013; or
(b) an operational staff member within the
meaning of the Ambulance Services Act
1986; or
(c) a person employed by the Metropolitan Fire
and Emergency Services Board established
under the Metropolitan Fire Brigades Act
1958 or a member of a fire or emergency
service unit established under that Act; or
(d) an officer or employee of the Country Fire
Authority under the Country Fire Authority
Act 1958; or
(e) an officer or member of a brigade under the
Country Fire Authority Act 1958, whether
a part-time officer or member, a permanent
officer or member or a volunteer officer or
member within the meaning of that Act; or
(f)

a casual fire-fighter within the meaning of
Part V of the Country Fire Authority Act
1958; or
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(g) a volunteer auxiliary worker appointed under
section 17A of the Country Fire Authority
Act 1958; or

Committee divided on amendment:

(h) a person employed in the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning with
emergency response duties; or

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

(i)

a registered member or probationary member
within the meaning of the Victoria State
Emergency Service Act 2005 or an
employee in the Victoria State Emergency
Service; or

(j)

a volunteer emergency worker within the
meaning of the Emergency Management
Act 1986; or

(k) any other person or body —
(i)

required or permitted under the terms of
their employment by, or contract for
services with, the Crown or a
government agency to respond (within
the meaning of the Emergency
Management Act 2013) to an
emergency (within the meaning of that
Act); or

(ii) engaged by the Crown or a government
agency to provide services or perform
work in relation to a particular
emergency;”.

This is the substantive amendment that gives effect to
the principles we outlined before and expands the scope
of the bill as previously discussed.
Ms TIERNEY — The government will not be
supporting this amendment on the basis of the reasons I
outlined earlier.
Ms PENNICUIK — On reflection the Greens will
not support the amendment in this instance. We have
prosecuted the argument in the committee why PSOs in
particular and custodial officers probably should be
included in this regime at some stage. I am not so
convinced about volunteers in the CFA et cetera, but
certainly I think that we should look forward to
including more workers who come into contact with the
public in these sorts of situations where matters can
sometimes get out of hand. Certainly the evidence
around the world shows that where there are these
body-worn devices, it tempers not only the behaviour of
members of the public in dealing with the police but
also the police in dealing with members of the public.
In fact the fact that people know they are being
recorded does tend to moderate their behaviour — not
in all circumstances, but certainly in some. However, in
this case we will not support the amendment.

Ayes, 20
Morris, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr (Teller)
Peulich, Mrs
Purcell, Mr (Teller)
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr

Noes, 20
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 (Teller)
Pulford, Ms
Ratnam, Dr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms

Amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 4
Ms TIERNEY — I move:
4.

Clause 4, line 21, after “police officer” insert “or an
ambulance officer”.

5.

Clause 4, page 4, line 6, after “police officer,” insert “an
ambulance officer,”.

Ms PENNICUIK — Minister, clause 4 inserts
amendments into the Surveillance Devices Act 1999
under section 6(2), which deals with exceptions to the
law under subsection (1) — that a person must not
knowingly install, use or maintain listening devices to
record private conversations to which the person is not
a party without the express informed consent of each
party to the conversation. The bill inserts new
subsections to cover the overt use of a body-worn
camera or a tablet computer by a police officer whilst
on duty, and circumstances where the recording of a
private conversation to which the police officer is not a
party is inadvertent, unexpected or incidental to that
use. But it also inserts a subsection saying that:
… a police officer, a prescribed person or a person belonging
to a prescribed class of persons is not required to inform a
person that the person is being recorded with a body-worn
camera or a tablet computer.

This is an issue I raised in the second-reading debate
regarding the wording of ‘overt’. I referred to the New
South Wales legislation. Their legislation, the
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Surveillance Devices Act 2007, with regard to what
they call body-worn video, states in section 50A(1):
The use of body-worn video by a police officer is in
accordance with this section if …

and subsection (1)(b) says:
the use of body-worn video is overt …

Under subsection (2) it states:
Without limiting the ways in which the use of body-worn
video may be overt for the purposes of subsection (1) (b), the
use of body-worn video is overt once the police officer
informs the person who is to be recorded of the use of
body-worn video by the police officer.

My question is: why do we not reflect in our legislation
what they have in the New South Wales legislation,
which is that it is expected that the police officer will
inform the person they are interacting with that they are
being recorded unless it is impractical to do so?
Ms TIERNEY — Victoria Police have discussed
with New South Wales police their legislative
requirement to verbally advise members of the public
when they are being filmed. Following these
discussions and other work, Victoria Police formed the
view that this requirement is not always practical in the
often challenging environments faced by police. The
bill instead relies on the ordinary meaning of ‘overt’,
being open to view or knowledge and not concealed or
secret. It is expected that the body-worn cameras will
indicate when a recording is being made, but the
precise mechanism will be decided by Victoria Police
during the ongoing procurement process. Victoria
Police will develop appropriate policies and guidelines
for their use and will carry out a public education
campaign prior to their rollout.
Ms PENNICUIK — Minister, I think your answer
does not necessarily cover the points I made in the
second-reading debate, because whether or not the
police have guidelines the more important thing is what
is in the act, and in New South Wales it is in the act that
they are required to inform people unless it is
impractical to do so. Your answer just said that in
police discussions with New South Wales police they
formed the view that it was not always practical to do
so. If they were to use the same wording as New South
Wales, that would cover the event where it is
impractical to do so, so I am still not sure why the
government has not followed the New South Wales
lead in this regard.
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Ms TIERNEY — The information that I have just
provided is based on Victoria Police advice. They
believe that what you are requesting is just incredibly
difficult operationally.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, Minister, for your
answer. I am concerned with that answer because it is
basically the police saying they are going to find it
operationally impractical to do so. However, in other
police forces they are required to do so — in the United
Kingdom they are required to inform members of the
public, in the United States they are required to inform
members of the public and in New South Wales they
are required to unless it is impractical to do so. I raised
the issue before that it is not appropriate and it is not
reasonable to expect members of the public to
necessarily know that they are being recorded unless
they are told they are being recorded. I also raised the
issue of whether the requirement of police will be to
have the device on at all times when they are interacting
with the public and not just at times when they choose
to. Could you provide me with some information as to
when police will be required to actually have the
devices turned on? Will they be required to have them
turned on with every interaction and not at their
discretion?
Ms TIERNEY — I will answer one part now and
go to the second in a moment. It will be in April next
year that Victoria Police will begin operational field
testing of body-worn cameras for general duties police
in two locations, and that will be followed in June next
year by a trial of body-worn cameras in family violence
matters. The general duties field testing will commence
first to ensure police officers are properly trained in all
aspects of the use of body-worn cameras before the
family violence-specific trial. This operational field
testing offers an opportunity to identify and address any
issues with the equipment and its interface with other
technology, such as radios and mobile technology, and
will focus on logistical and resource requirements,
including data storage and retrieval. This work will also
examine and address any problems or opportunities the
cameras might pose in operational settings, including
the occupational health and safety of officers.
In terms of the actual turning on and off, police officers
will be required to use body-worn cameras in an overt
way. So that it is clearly visible, the camera will also
have an indicator on the front to alert members of the
public that the device is switched on and recording.
There is an expectation that VicPol will have the
camera on when interacting with the public.
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Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, Minister, for your
answer. I am happy to hear the second part of the
answer. I am still concerned about the first part, which
is that there will be some signal indicating that the
camera is on. As I said, I do not think it is reasonable
for members of the public to necessarily know what is
happening unless they are informed. I do not think it is
an onerous burden on the police to inform people that
they are being recorded in all but the most impractical
of circumstances, and even in those circumstances there
may be still an opportunity at some stage to inform
people.

Thursday, 19 October 2017

Clause 7
Ms TIERNEY — I move:
9.

Clause 7, lines 24 to 34 and page 6, lines 1 to 22, omit
all words and expressions on these lines and insert—
‘(1) After section 30F(1) of the Surveillance Devices
Act 1999 insert—
“(1A) Without limiting subsection (1), local
protected information obtained from the use
of a body-worn camera or a tablet computer
by a police officer or an ambulance officer
acting in the course of the officer’s duty
may be used, communicated or published
for—

I do not want to just keep trawling over this ground
except to say that while the trial is on and while the
government is considering the next tranche of this
legislation it should not always just take the view of the
police about how it will affect them. What we are doing
here is in fact giving the police another set of powers,
the powers to record people, and with those powers
there needs to be some responsibility. The way the act
operates should be in the public interests and not just in
the interests of the police and their operational wishes.
So I would certainly encourage the government to
consider inserting wording similar to that in New South
Wales and other jurisdictions around the world where
this is in place, because I think not having it in our
legislation is a gap. That is all I would say on the matter
now, given that we could just keep going over the same
ground: that the government should be looking at the
public interest and not just at what the police think is
best for them.
Amendments agreed to; amended clause agreed to.

(a) the education and training of police
officers or ambulance officers, as
the case requires; or
(b) any prescribed purpose.
(1B) Without limiting subsection (1), local
protected information obtained from the use
of a body-worn camera or a tablet computer
by a prescribed person, or a person belonging
to a prescribed class of persons, acting in the
course of the person’s duties in the prescribed
circumstances may be used, communicated or
published for—
(a) the education and training of
prescribed persons or persons
belonging to the same class of
prescribed persons; or
(b) any prescribed purpose.”.’.
10. Clause 7, page 6, line 31, after “police officer” insert “or
an ambulance officer”.

Clause 5
They provide some clarification.
Ms PENNICUIK — I have no further questions on
clause 5, because I think we have really covered the
issue in questions on clause 4.
Ms TIERNEY — I move:
6.

Clause 5, line 19, after “police officer” insert “or an
ambulance officer”.

7.

Clause 5, page 5, line 4, after “police officer,” insert “an
ambulance officer,”.

Amendments agreed to.
Ms TIERNEY — I move:
11. Clause 7, page 6, lines 32 to 34, omit “to record a private
conversation or a private activity”.
12. Clause 7, page 7, lines 7 to 8, omit “to record a private
conversation or a private activity”.

Amendments agreed to; amended clause agreed to.

Amendments agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clauses 8 to 10 agreed to.

Clause 6

Long title

Ms TIERNEY — I move:

Ms TIERNEY — I move:

8.

13. Long title, after “police” insert “, ambulance officers”.

Clause 6, line 15, after “police officer” insert “or an
ambulance officer”.

Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to.

Amendment agreed to; amended long title agreed
to.
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Reported to house with amendments, including
amended long title.

series and summer picnic series, all of which are really
important access points.

Report adopted.

The bill confers on the minister power to prescribe
sitting fees and allowances for the National Parks
Advisory Council, parks advisory committees and the
Reference Areas Advisory Committee. It allows
employees of the public sector to receive payment for
service on the Victorian Environmental Assessment
Council (VEAC) and the Zoological Parks and Gardens
board. I must say that this is a longstanding vexed issue
with public sector employees who are, for various
reasons, on different boards. I know from my time as
Minister for Health we did not have people paid who
already held a payment as a salary from the public.
There are good arguments in both directions. I think
probably on balance it falls against this provision, but
nonetheless as I said there are good arguments in both
directions.

Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

PARKS AND CROWN LAND
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 September; motion of
Mr PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture).
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (14:52) — I
am pleased to rise and make a brief contribution to the
Parks and Crown Land Legislation Amendment Bill
2017. I want to lay out first that the opposition will not
oppose this bill. We have a couple of questions that we
want to follow through with, but I am going to outline
some of the key points here.
The bill in essence is a very modest bill. It adds
Anglesea Heath to the Great Otway National Park. It
makes additions and excisions to other parks and
reserves. It changes the name of the Canadian Regional
Park to Woowookarung Regional Park — forgive me if
my enunciation of that is not perfect. It changes the
name of Mount Eccles National Park to Budj Bim
National Park. It amends the approach to making,
varying and revoking codes of practice for the
Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987. It
streamlines the process for appointing litter
enforcement officers for Crown land. It amends the
definition of ‘central plan office’ to create a universal
definition across legislation, and this is a consistency
measure alone.
It reduces the reporting requirements for the Royal
Botanic Gardens board and the Zoological Parks and
Gardens board, and I pay tribute to the work of both of
those very important boards. The botanic gardens is a
great heritage asset for Victoria and a tribute to the
foresight of our pioneers, who understood that such
botanic gardens were a very important asset for our
city. And with the Zoological Parks and Gardens board
too, if I can make one comment there, I think the zoo
goes from strength to strength. I again pay tribute to the
work that is done there, noting that I think we are about
to head into a summer season of activity at the zoo. I
welcome the opening up of the zoo in a constructive
way for the community through its summer music

It provides that the botanic gardens and zoological
gardens boards be responsible for the appointment and
remuneration of their CEOs. It removes the prohibition
on the gardens board carrying out a business selling
plants to visitors to the gardens at South Yarra and
Cranbourne. Look, you would not want to see the
botanic gardens become a mighty Bunnings or a garden
shop. I think they have got a different role to that, I
must say, but not inherently, particularly if it is a special
focus for a unique plant or something that is threatened
or a point that the gardens are trying to make more
broadly. And the bill confers on the minister power to
approve a lease or licence proposed to be granted.
I should note that the opposition has consulted heavily
with relevant bodies, including local governments
impacted, and there are no objections to this bill,
although there are some changes. Most of these are, as I
say, uncontroversial minor changes. In some cases it
reduces the amount of regulation and provides a more
streamlined process for the machinery of government.
It is arguable that these changes to the various boards
do better reflect best practice.
I note that the changes to VEAC are also significant,
and we have got to be careful to ensure that VEAC’s
independence is maintained. Now, I am not saying that
there is nothing to be contributed by the wealth of
knowledge in the public service, but VEAC has a very
important independent role. We need to make sure that
that independence is in fact maintained not only in the
actuality but also importantly in the appearance.
As I say, this is a modest bill. It is not a bill that I think
there is a great deal of controversy about in and of
itself. I think the many other things in this portfolio that
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are controversial are not the subject of this bill, and in
that sense the opposition will not oppose it.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) (14:58) — I
appreciate the opposition’s support for this bill and
agree with Mr Davis that there is routine business that
gets done with these sorts of bills annually or
biennially, when there need to be adjustments and
inclusions made to certain areas of Crown land. I
suppose the most important part of this bill is the
addition of Anglesea Heath to the Great Otway
National Park, which delivers on an actual election
commitment. In saying that, the government would like
to acknowledge the groups that have supported this
over the years: the Anglesea, Aireys Inlet Society for
the Protection of Flora and Fauna; the Australian
Conservation Foundation; the Geelong Environment
Council; and the Victorian National Parks Association.
We appreciate their support and their advocacy for this
to happen, and we are very pleased to be able to deliver
on that.
Also some of the aspects of this bill include formally
renaming the Mount Eccles National Park and the
Canadian Regional Park to their Aboriginal names.
Mr Morris interjected.
Mr LEANE — I agree with Mr Morris that it is a
great park, and it is great to see that we are
acknowledging the traditional owners of the land in
respectively renaming those parks the Budj Bim
National Park and the Woowookarung Regional Park. I
also agree with Mr Davis that the botanical gardens
should be exempt from a large Bunnings being placed
there. I think we have not agreed with anything more
than that in the whole time we have been together. I
think that is a very good thing to point out — that we
should keep Bunnings out of our botanical gardens.
This bill builds on our government’s commitment to the
environment and national parks. Since we have been in
government we have legislated to reinstate the ban on
cattle grazing in the High Country.
Mr Ramsay — Shame!
Mr LEANE — We have removed the cows. I
cannot remember what you tried to call them; you did
not even call them cows. I cannot think of the name of
it; it was fantastic.
Ms Pennicuik interjected.
Mr LEANE — I think Ms Pennicuik might
remember. It was fantastic. You did not even call them
cows. It was vegetation removal units (VRUs) or
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something fantastic like that. We removed the VRUs
from the High Country. For a period of time they were
the luckiest cows in Victoria to get the High Country all
to themselves. There were only so many getting stuck
into the endangered species, eating whatever they
wanted. It is a smorgasbord up there. I remember the
arguments. What happens is there is a lead cow and the
lead cow leads the other cows away from the
endangered species. Remember that one? That was
fantastic.
Mr O’Sullivan — I raise a point of order, Acting
President. Mr Leane, they are referred to as cattle, not
cows. Cows are the female version; ‘cattle’ covers all of
them.
Ms Shing interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Thank
you for your assistance, Ms Shing. Mr O’Sullivan,
there is no point of order.
Mr LEANE — I appreciate Mr O’Sullivan’s help. I
thought he was going to raise a point of order about
relevance, which I was actually going to uphold
because I did go off the track and I want to get back on
it. If only I had a lead cow to keep me on track.
Mr Davis — On a point of order, Acting President,
that phrase has been used in a very unfortunate manner
in this chamber in the past and has been ruled upon by
the President. I am hopeful that the member is not
making reference to those earlier conversations in this
chamber.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) —
Mr Davis, there is no point of order.
Mr LEANE — Mr Davis, I cannot remember what
you are talking about. You have got a fantastic
memory. There is another concession that I will make
to you — that there should not be a Bunnings in the
botanical gardens and that you have got a better
memory than me, Mr Davis, so congratulations to you.
Going back to the government’s record on making sure
our environment is protected, we have legislated to
establish the Canadian Regional Park as a national park,
which will now obviously pick up its correct
Indigenous name, which I think is fantastic; completed
a full review of Environment Protection Authority
Victoria, which was obviously needed and called for;
conducted significant stakeholder discussions for a new
marine and coastal act; reformed the Flora and Fauna
Guarantee Act 1988; allocated record investment in this
area as a number one; and had record numbers going
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through Zoos Victoria locations, which is very
important as well.

appropriately and they were forced to make somewhat
of a backtrack on that particular incident.

Also this government in terms of protecting the
environment and agricultural land as well, I have got to
say — not just the environment and our parks — has
banned the act of fracking in Victoria. I thought that
was a bipartisan approach, but obviously there are
cracks coming through. There is some sort of high
pressure being applied to the Victorian coalition that is
forming cracks in their policy and cracks in the
commitment they made when the legislation was
passed. I do not know if they can withstand the pressure
that has been put on them by Malcolm Turnbull to save
his own job. We hope they do, but at the moment there
is a ban on fracking, which is a fantastic thing I think
for our state and our clean, green reputation. In saying
that, I thank the opposition for their support of this bill,
and we hope it has a speedy passage through this
chamber.

I note that what is at the moment the Canadian
Regional Park will be renamed the Woowookarung
Regional Park. That is to acknowledge an Indigenous
name associated with the particular area. When this
park becomes the Woowookarung park it will achieve
something that the government set out to do with the
initial bill that changed the name of the Canadian State
Forest to the Canadian Regional Park.

Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (15:07) — I do
rise to make a contribution to the Parks and Crown
Land Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. I will certainly
try to be a little more relevant to the bill than Mr Leane
was in his contribution. I note that there are in this bill a
number of existing parks and the like whose names are
going to change. I want to make reference to one
particular park, which was the Canadian State Forest
and then became the Canadian Regional Park, which I
note actually represents a failure of this government to
keep an election commitment.
Mr Davis — We have spoken about that in this
chamber before.
Mr MORRIS — We have, because it was not
supposed to be the Canadian Regional Park, it was
supposed to be the Canadian state park, and that was a
commitment that Geoff Howard, the member for
Buninyong, and the Premier himself made at the park
prior to the 2014 election. But what was discovered
after the fact was that the government had not done
their homework. As is often the case, they were very
scant on detail and they did not understand that by
creating a state park many of the current uses of what
was the Canadian State Forest at the time would no
longer be permissible. The many people who ride their
horses or take their dogs for walks and runs through the
forest would no longer be allowed, so the government
was forced into an embarrassing backflip on that
particular matter. It is one that I actually believe will
achieve a better outcome in the end. It is just
disappointing that the government when they were in
opposition did not do their homework correctly and

One of the issues associated with this has been that I
have been quite concerned about the cost of changing
the name of this forest in such quick succession. I felt
that if the government was going to change the name of
the park it would have been better off doing it once and
once only, because the government has spent several
thousands of dollars putting new signs in what is now
the Canadian Regional Park, only for it to be renamed
in a very short space of time and have all those
replaced. This is just another example of government
waste. Rather than putting those signs in, they should
have waited until the new name of the regional park
had been decided on and announced and progressed
ahead. I believe this was more of a political opportunist
action rather than anything else — rather than it being
an economically prudent action from this government.
Some of the history behind the Canadian State Forest is
that there have been some unfortunate incidents that
have happened there in the very recent past. It was in
January 2016 when there was an attempted armed
robbery in the then Canadian State Forest. It was by a
16-year-old who approached a vehicle with a knife and
tried to rob the occupants of the vehicle, which was
parked in the forest at the time. Unbeknownst to the
16-year-old, the people that he was trying to rob were
actually undercover police officers, so it did not end all
that well for that young person, who was quickly
arrested by the police officers and taken into custody.
It is fortunate that this incident did not result in any
significant injury or the like. It is a reminder of the hard
work that our police officers do and another reminder
of the fact that this government has failed to protect
police officers by introducing a specific offence for
ramming police cars, which is something that is
occurring in Ballarat all too regularly and all too often.
It is something that I am very passionate about, and I
am very passionate to see the government actually keep
their promises and keep their word on what they have
said. I have said it before. Ten weeks ago the minister
said, on 9 August, that legislation to enact a specific
offence of ramming a police car would be introduced
within weeks. We are now months past that time frame,
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and I once again call on the minister and say that you
need to keep your word to our hardworking police
officers and introduce the legislation that you
committed to.
The Woowookarung Regional Park is a fabulous
facility, and I am quite fortunate to live just a couple of
hundred metres away from it. On quite a regular basis I
take Gus the groodle for a run through the
soon-to-be-named Woowookarung Regional Park; it is
a magnificent spot. I actually recently took my children
for a bit of a barbecue in there. They had a ball; it was
fabulous. It is a lovely part of Ballarat and one that I am
pleased will be protected into the future for future use
by Ballarat residents and the surrounding community. I
note that there is a significant orienteering community
in Ballarat that use the forest on a very regular basis, as
well as others who are out there just enjoying walking
through the place.
It is unfortunate that some people have taken to
dumping rubbish in the forest, which is something that
has been a continual problem for a period of time and
something that I am pleased the Ballarat council
certainly do attempt to address where they can, but it
does fall to the community to ensure that they are
respecting our spaces such as the forest itself. It is not
just, unfortunately, general household rubbish.
Burnt-out cars are occasionally dumped in the forest,
which is extremely concerning and something that I
would certainly like to see this government address in
some way to ensure that this does not occur, as it is
presently, into the future.
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Obviously the owners of those cattle provided
significant oversight and management of the High
Country. Sadly we now see significant weeds infesting
the High Country due to lack of maintenance and a lack
of oversight by the High Country farmers who had the
licence to run the very small amounts of cattle — less
than a hundred, as it turned out in the end — to make a
significant contribution to the maintenance. I digress,
but I did want to make the point to Mr Leane and his
colleagues on the other side that that small number of
cattle played a significant role in the maintenance and
care of the High Country when they were able to graze
those low-lying alpine areas.
The purpose of the bill is to add, as Mr Davis has
indicated to the house in his contribution, the Anglesea
Heath into the Great Otway National Park. Of course
Anglesea is a beautiful seaside resort. It is interesting
that it has taken less time to introduce the Anglesea
Heath into the Great Otway National Park — assuming
this bill gets through — than it has to get the Anglesea
roundabout upgrade to provide a smooth flow of traffic
through that town. It has taken longer to have that
roundabout put in place than it has to have the Anglesea
Heath made part of the Great Otway National Park. It
appears that the Andrews government is happy to move
quickly in relation to this issue but is not so quick to
have VicRoads provide a safe and continuous flow
through the hamlet of Anglesea.

I note that this is a bill that the opposition is not going
to oppose, and I certainly support wholeheartedly that
approach to this bill. I look forward to hearing
contributions from fellow members of the house as we
move forward. At this juncture I will conclude my
contribution to the house.

The bill also makes additions, excisions and corrections
to other parks and reserves. Mr Morris talked at length
about his fondness for the Canadian forest, as it was
then, before Geoff Howard in the Assembly decided to
call it the Canadian state park, and now we know the
reason that was a shambles. There was a quick retreat
by the Andrews government to call it the Canadian
Regional Park and now of course political correctness
has invaded this space and we will be calling it the
Woowookarung Regional Park.

Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (15:14) — I
would like to make a contribution on the Parks and
Crown Land Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. I was
actually going to speak directly to the bill, but
Mr Leane has given me the opportunity to perhaps
respond to some parts of his contribution that quite
literally made no sense at all. Despite the fact that
Mr Leane’s understanding of breeds of cattle was
demonstrated as being very poor in his contribution, the
fact is that they made a significant contribution to the
maintenance of not the high alpine areas of the High
Country but the low-lying areas, the less sensitive areas,
where they actually kept weeds down to a minimum
and they helped reduce the fuel loads.

While it seems to be very fashionable in the Andrews
Labor government to change names of parks, streets,
hills, mountains and rocks, it is important not to forget
the history of why those places were named in the first
place. Communities have very strong attachments,
including to the Canadian park — I suspect Mr Morris
might know better than I do why it was called the
Canadian park in the first place, but I assume it had
some link to Canada or Canadians. Suddenly the
Andrews government in one brushstroke has taken out
all that history and all that connection to those
communities and decided to give it an Indigenous name
that, importantly, no doubt has a connection to that park
as well.
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We see the same again with Mount Eccles, which was
fondly named by Major Mitchell and recognised by
those communities around Macarthur and beyond, with
Mount Eccles National Park having its name changed
to Budj Bim National Park, which again is the Andrews
government trying to be fashionable — with the stroke
of a brush again it is removing people’s very close
connection to the name of Mount Eccles. I remember it
well from my childhood. Now it will have a name
change.
The bill also amends the approach to making, varying
and revoking codes of practice under the Conservation,
Forests and Lands Act 1987. It streamlines the process
for appointing litter enforcement officers for Crown
land, which is important, because I have noticed the
government’s ongoing locking up of these national
parks and in fact the extensions of these national parks,
with the Greens’ support. We are going to have some
debate in this house soon in relation to a proposal to
add a further 305 000 hectares of land to a national
park, which the Greens will no doubt think is a great
idea —
Ms Dunn — We are very fond of national parks.
Mr RAMSAY — Except they are not willing to
actually help fund the maintenance and care of these
parks. They are more than happy to go in and disrupt
normal law-abiding practices of timber collection — to
chain themselves to trees, spike the tyres of vehicles,
generally be a nuisance and cause financial damage —
but at the same time they have their hands very much in
their pockets in terms of supporting and calling for
funding for the maintenance of these parks that are
growing by the day.
The bill also amends the definition of ‘central plan
office’ to create a universal definition across legislation
for consistency, and that seems to me to be a good and
practical idea. It reduces reporting requirements for the
Royal Botanic Gardens board and the Zoological Parks
and Gardens board, again reducing some of the red tape
and regulation around the reporting requirements. It
confers on the minister powers to prescribe sitting fees
and allowances for the advisory councils, committees,
reference groups and all others that sit around and chat
about all things environmental and parks and Crown
land. It allows employees of the public sector to receive
payment for their service on the Victorian
Environmental Assessment Council (VEAC). I would
love to be able to talk about VEAC, but time will not
permit it today. I have had considerable engagement
with VEAC. I will leave my report on that council for
another time.
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The bill also removes a prohibition on the Royal
Botanic Gardens board carrying out the business of
selling plants to visitors to the gardens at South Yarra
and Cranbourne. I love the Royal Botanic Gardens. I
fondly remember my grandmother taking me through
the gardens when I was five years old — feeding the
ducks, which I am pleased to see are still there, and
going to the cafe that is on one of the lakes. Whenever I
am in Melbourne and have a spare hour I try and make
a purposeful visit to see what the curators are doing to
the gardens. We are very lucky to have a jewel in the
crown like the Royal Botanic Gardens in the city
centre, in the CBD, where people can enjoy that
freedom of space and engagement with nature. So I
strongly support anything that we do as legislators to
improve the operation, maintenance and enjoyment of
the gardens.
The bill makes other minor and consequential
amendments. I do not intend to delay the process of this
bill’s passage through the house. On that basis I note
that the opposition does not oppose the bill.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (15:23) — I rise
to speak on the Parks and Crown Land Legislation
Amendment Bill 2017. I am going to focus my
contribution on one section of the bill. The bill does
many, many things; however, there is one specific part
of it that has caught the eye of the Greens, and that is
the section that amends the Conservation, Forests and
Lands Act 1987 to provide for a more efficient
approach to making, varying and revoking codes of
practice under that act.
The bill amends sections in the Conservation, Forests
and Lands Act that set up processes for making and
amending the Code of Practice for Timber Production
2014. This code is the main instrument that regulates
environmental management in logging coupes and
includes the rules to protect threatened species found in
logging areas. We know that these rules are already
weak and not wholly fit for purpose. Furthermore, their
application by VicForests is frequently found wanting.
There have been numerous cases over many years
where VicForests has failed to detect greater gliders and
Leadbeater’s possums, among other species, in
prelogging surveys. There was also the disturbing case
in June when a dead koala was found among felled
trees in a logged coupe in the Acheron Valley. It has
fallen to citizen scientists to find these individuals and
colonies and to protect them. While these rules are
weak, the Greens oppose any effort to make it easier to
dilute these rules even further. We therefore are
proposing an amendment to the bill, and I would ask if
that amendment could be circulated at this point in
time.
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Greens amendment circulated by Ms DUNN
(Eastern Metropolitan) pursuant to standing orders.
Ms DUNN — Presently all proposed variations to
the code must be the subject of public comment; there
are no exemptions. The code has very specific
obligations in relation to biodiversity and community.
The code incorporates management standards and
procedures that must be complied with, and it is based
on six principles:
1.

Biological diversity and the ecological characteristics of
native flora and fauna within forests are maintained.

2.

The ecologically sustainable long-term timber
harvesting capacity of forests managed for timber
harvesting is maintained or enhanced.

3.

Forest ecosystem health and vitality is monitored and
managed to reduce pest and weed impacts.

4.

Soil and water assets within forests are conserved. River
health is maintained or improved.

5.

Cultural heritage values within forests are protected and
respected.

6.

Planning is conducted in a way that meets all legal
obligations and operational requirements.

The code consists of mandatory actions that are to be
conducted in order to achieve operational goals. Failure
to undertake a mandatory action results in a
non-compliance with the code.
The code states:
Long-term forest management planning must:
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Over the past several decades, other users and uses of forests,
such as biodiversity protection, clean water and recreation
opportunities have become increasingly important to the
community. An expanded network of national parks and other
conservation reserves have been declared in areas that were
once available for timber harvesting, and public scrutiny of
timber harvesting operations is now acknowledged as integral
to the right to use this natural resource.

The code goes on:
Why a code of practice for timber production?
Maintaining the benefits to society provided by the timber
industry depends on balancing community needs and
concerns with careful stewardship and responsible
management. The effective implementation of a code of
practice helps to ensure that timber production is compatible
with the conservation of the wide range of values associated
with forests, and of any such values associated with land on
which commercial plantation development is proposed.

In terms of forest management planning the code also
refers to community in that it states:
It is important to ensure that forest management is responsive
to changing community expectations, expanding knowledge
of forest ecosystems and techniques to improve planning
approaches.

There are some significant obligations in relation to
biodiversity, and in fact the section of the code headed
‘2.2.2 Conservation of biodiversity’ contains mandatory
actions. The most important and significant of those
are:
2.2.2.1 Planning and management of timber harvesting
operations must comply with relevant biodiversity
conservation measures specified within the
management standards and procedures.

i.

meet the requirements of this code and the management
standards and procedures;

…

ii.

provide for the perpetuation of native biodiversity;

2.2.2.4 During planning identify biodiversity values listed in
the management standards and procedures prior to
roading, harvesting, tending and regeneration.

iii. maintain a range of forest age classes and structures;
iv.

identify and mitigate impacts on all cultural heritage
values;

v.

minimise impact on water quality and quantity within
any particular catchment;

vi.

minimise adverse visual impact in landscape sensitivity
areas; and

vii. facilitate effective regeneration of harvested forest.

The code specifically references community, and it is at
this point that we are very concerned, because at the
moment the way the bill stands it seeks to change the
community consultation obligations in the act. In
relation to the timber code of practice it states in its
background:

It is a very significant document, and it is important that
those obligations are met, but we are actually seeing at
the moment on the ground that those obligations are not
being met, because we continue to see that logging
continues in our forests where threatened species are
present, and it is up to citizen scientists to identify that
there are threatened and endangered species present
there.
This bill allows for the creation of an exemption from
the requirement that the minister must publish and seek
comment on all amendments and variations to the code
if the minister is, and I quote:
… satisfied that the draft code of practice or proposed
variation of a code of practice is of a fundamentally
declaratory or machinery nature.
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The Greens are not convinced that there is an
acceptable threshold as to what can be considered
declaratory or rudimentary to the forestry industry —
maybe a significant change to management practice in
terms of impacts on the environment. It allows a
loophole for a minister to obfuscate changes to practice
that may be of concern to the public.
Secondly, where public comment is sought on new,
amended or varied codes the minimum public comment
is reduced from the current 60 days down to 28 days.
Codes of practice are very lengthy documents, such that
it is very difficult for members of the community,
lawyers and forestry experts to get across new codes
and provide meaningful feedback within 28 days.
Both of these events are completely at odds with the
principles of community involvement, open
government and accountability. The state forests belong
to the people through the Crown; it is imperative that
access to information on how forests are logged in this
state is not further restricted.
The code regulates an area which is the subject of
significant community concern — environmental and
threatened species protections in logging areas — and
the public should be given a reasonable period to
comment on proposed variations. There should
certainly be no exemptions from the requirement to
publish variations and seek public comment.
The Greens will support the bill. However, we remain
concerned about changes to the making, varying and
revoking of codes of practice, and I will talk a little bit
more to that when the bill moves into committee stage.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(15:32) — I have been associated with many, many
reforms to the parks and Crown land system — the
national parks system — in Victoria over many, many
years. I am very happy to yet again take to my feet to
support another initiative of our government in terms of
trying to make sure that we add to our conservation
reserve system and that we have an appropriate
reservation system that provides for the protection of
biodiversity and other important environmental values,
that we make sure that our rich environment is
protected and maintained for community access into the
future in a sustainable way and that we try to make sure
of the designation of the way in which we undertake
our responsibilities in terms of the practice of protecting
those values, whether they be through the discipline of
our agencies who are charged with the responsibility of
caring for them or the guidance that we provide to the
community about the appropriate way to relate to our
natural environment into the future.
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Sometimes that means that you make variations,
whether they be machinery of government variations,
whether they be administrative changes or whether they
be codes of behaviour. Interestingly enough — and this
is the important issue that Ms Dunn and I are going to
tease out a bit — at the moment if you change the name
of a department or an agency and that is the only thing
that you do, it is the only thing that would impact upon
the type of code that might apply to the regulatory
environment about how we use our natural resources.
The net effect of what Ms Dunn is trying to protect
when we get into committee is to say that that name
change, which may be the only thing that we need to
reflect, would take 60 days and public consultation to
acquit.
From the government’s perspective, that is a fairly
burdensome administrative arrangement. Ms Dunn may
have some policy concerns about what might happen in
relation to the content of codes of practice, but what she
is defending through her amendment will be basically a
very inefficient regulatory environment in terms of its
administration. We will tease out those issues a little
bit. That is the issue between us as we go into
committee, and I will explain to the committee why that
is the case.
I thank members of the chamber for their support for
this ongoing piece of reform. I thank my ministerial
colleague and her team who provided her with the
advice and the recommendations that will see us adding
to our reserve system in this way.
I note that many members of the community will feel
vindicated in their enduring support for better
environmental protections. In fact that applies right
across the landscape — from the Castlemaine diggings,
the Otway Forest Park to the Canadian Regional Park,
as it was formerly known, now known as
Woowookarung Regional Park. There are some further
amendments to the Greater Bendigo and Great Otway
national parks as well as the adding of land to the
Croajingolong National Park and, for completeness, the
Lower Goulburn National Park and the Warrandyte
State Park. So I think there is a net improvement to the
park regime in Victoria.
There has not only been the change in Ballarat in
relation to its regional park. I am very pleased to say
that I officiated at the renaming of Mount Eccles
National Park to Budj Bim National Park, correcting a
historical anomaly. If need be, I will talk at great length
about that in the committee stage, but probably I will
not be asked about it. The extraordinary thing about that
park is that it should never have been known by that
name. In fact it was a blot on history. The land titles
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office actually recorded the wrong name and it then was
the name of that park for about 150 years. Thankfully
the community and the government saw the wisdom of
actually restoring it to —
Mr Ramsay — You tried to rewrite history.
Mr JENNINGS — No, I do not think so. Can you
tell me who Mount Eccles National Park was named
after?
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — Well, you are the one accusing
me of rewriting history, yet —
Mr Ramsay — You have.
Mr JENNINGS — I do not think I have rewritten
history, Mr Ramsay. Do you actually know who Eccles
was?
Mr Ramsay interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) — I
might at this point ask members to make their remarks
through the Chair.
Mr JENNINGS — What is known, Mr Ramsay —
the real history of the situation — is that Major Mitchell
named Mount Eccles, but he did not really name it
Mount Eccles; he named it after his friend whose name
was Eeles. They did military service with one another.
In the land titles office a blot on the handwritten ledger
was reinterpreted from Mount Eeles into Mount Eccles,
and that name stayed on the Victorian statutes for over
150 years.
Now, I think the people of Victoria should be very
happy that not only did we correct that historical
anomaly but in fact we gave a name that is befitting for
the importance of the cultural heritage of this landscape,
the Gunditjmara people of this landscape, the people
who actually say that Budj Bim is the name of the
mountain, the volcanic structure in the middle of this
park which is an important part of not only our cultural
heritage but the lifestyle that was developed in the lava
flow from that mountain to the sea, and the lifestyle and
continuous habitation that took place for
10 000 years —
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original people of this country and to be proud of it.
That would be a good day for you as a representative
for that community.
My colleague Ms Tierney is actually a very enthusiastic
supporter of that history being understood and
supported. She has come into the chamber specifically
to give me some encouragement in the correcting of
that history. That is a feature of this piece of legislation.
I am pleased that that has occurred. I am pleased that
the Gunditjmara people now feel a greater sense of
respect from and regard shown by this Parliament and
by the Victorian government and that they play an
important role in the management of that park now and
into the future.
Beyond that, which probably warranted a piece of
legislation in its own right because of its significance,
there are a number of other important changes in
relation to the administration of the Royal Botanic
Gardens, something which is again a wonderful feature,
in this sense a created form, of the environmental
values that we should be so richly proud of in our
community. In fact our colonial heritage had some
regard for the botanical significance and the
environmental values, for that matter, from around the
world being a feature of the Victorian parks system.
With that degree of enthusiasm I thank Mr Ramsay for
probably lifting my pulse rate in relation to making sure
that I identified quite correctly —
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — I think the Victorian people
should be pleased with the net result of this piece of
legislation, because it is adding to our national parks
system, our reserve system, our respect for cultural
heritage and the way in which we administer the
running of the parks system. I commend the bill to the
house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clauses 1 to 3 agreed to.

Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — That is the history, Mr Ramsay.
You may or may not choose to recognise that history.
You may choose to ignore that history time and time
again, but I would encourage you to get in touch with
that history, to be proud of that history, to support the

Clause 4
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (15:44) — I
invite members to vote against this clause. I highlighted
in my contribution to the second-reading debate that
presently there are no exemptions in relation to varying
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the code, and that is the timber code of practice I refer
to quite specifically. At the moment all proposed
variations to that code must be subject to public
comment; there are no exemptions. I do note that the
bill does allow a disallowable instrument in relation to
variations to the code, but given there is little
community confidence and in fact a lot of community
suspicion as to the rigour of the code of timber practice,
a disallowance, it is our view, is simply not strong
enough. We say in relation to the code that 60 days
should be maintained as the consultation period in
relation to changes to that, and to do anything less is not
giving the community the full opportunity to engage
with any changes to the timber code of practice.
Therefore I do hope to get support in relation to my
amendment.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(15:45) — Ms Dunn, the government is not in a
position to be able to support your amendment, and I
will explain to you in a minute why. In terms of the
intention of the government’s policies within the bill
before the chamber, I want to go really to the heart of
what you have just indicated in your concluding
remarks — that a disallowable instrument is not enough
protection and that consultation provides more
protection. I think probably philosophically and legally
I might differ, and I ask you to reflect whether on
balance you ultimately believe that. In relation to the
strength of the regulatory environment, I say to you that
the disallowable instrument being determined by the
Parliament is a stronger framework than what might be
an obligation to consult with the community. You and I
might agree that consulting with the community is an
important thing; we might be differing at this moment
about how important it is for this particular matter.
Ultimately at the end of the day the regulatory
environment, just like pieces of legislation, is
determined by the will of the house. If the will of the
house is that there is not sufficient environmental
protection — whatever the concerns of the community
may be on the adequate description of appropriate
sustainable use of any natural resource activity and the
way in which humans have a connection to it, either by
passive or productive relationships with our
environmental values — those codes are meant to
regulate the way in which the community goes about
interacting with our natural landscape.
I know that many of the concerns you have been
associated with over time are valid; I am not disputing
that. I know that many of the concerns that you
represent on the part of your community and your
constituency are valid in relation to protecting
environmental values. I know that there might be some
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unresolved policy matters between us, but as a general
rule I am very accepting of the concerns that you often
bring to this chamber in relation to adequate protection
of environmental values. The government’s intention is
not to deny an appropriate degree of consultation for
those types of codes of practice. Indeed this piece of
legislation still allows for a minimum of 28 days for
any variation, which again should be understood to be a
minimum.
The reason the government introduced the bill in this
form is twofold. One is because the interlocking aspect
of the Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 and the various
prescriptions within this act have led to a duplication of
effort, so sometimes the process doubles up and can
actually be very inefficient in relation to making
changes that may be very simple to make. The example
that I gave in my summing up of the second-reading
debate was one of those examples. I gave the example
that if in fact an agency had its name changed, then
under current legislation — and indeed if your
amendment is successful — just the inclusion of that
name change would then have a minimum of 60 days
before it would take effect, which we think is
counterproductive.
We actually think the intention of the government’s
actions are to enable, where there is a variation to the
code of a declaratory or machinery nature such as what
I have just indicated — it is a matter that just clarifies
something that either by statute or authority has the
ability to be made in any case, for instance who the
secretary of the department or the agency is that is
involved with the oversight of the code, what the name
of the department is or what the name of the region is
that may apply to that code — those things to be within
the power of the minister or the delegate that is actually
ascribed in legislation. If that can be made
unchallenged in an administrative fashion, then that
should be able to be incorporated immediately. That is
really what we are actually saying.
When we are talking about matters where there may be
contested views, advice that needs to be sought or
consultations required, the government’s intention is
that there be a minimum of 28 days for that. We think
that with the effect of your amendment, the minimum
time frame would be 60 days. I know that you are
concerned about environmental protections going
backwards. I know that is what your concern is. Let me
actually just contrast. If the code was going to be
amended to make it more progressive from your
perspective —
Ms Dunn — I look forward to that.
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Mr JENNINGS — Yes, in fact you may not be
alone in that regard. I may have been in the Parliament
at the time that the very first code of practice was
introduced for forest activity — it was the 14th century;
no, it was not quite that long ago, but quite some time
ago — so I understand the importance of this. But I am
actually saying that if there is an additional armoury of
environmental protection that should be inserted into
the code of practice instantly, the irony is that your
amendment will make it slower. I know what you are
concerned about, but the effect of what you want is that
you will slow down from what your perspective could
be a positive, progressive and affirming modification
by the effect of your amendment. That is the reason
why the government on balance does not accept your
amendment. We think the balance would be better
calibrated in a way that makes these changes efficient
and timely. They do allow for community consultation
and consideration, and we think our construct is
preferable to the one that would take effect from your
amendment.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (15:52) — The
opposition will not support the proposed amendment.
Ms DUNN — Just in response, from the perspective
of the Greens, currently there are no exemptions in
relation to amendments and variations of the code, and
there is a longer public comment time of 60 days. Even
in the scenario that you put before us, Minister, we
think the better model is the one that exists now, and we
think that is a better outcome in terms of variations,
whether it be considered positive or negative from an
environmental point of view. For us it is about allowing
people to have the best opportunity to comment. I
would imagine that if it is a name change, you may not
get many contributions to a public consultation. I guess
it depends what name you decide to choose.
Ms Shing interjected.
Ms DUNN — Believe me, I have no problem with
first nations terms in relation to naming at all. From our
perspective there is certainly more rigour in relation to
what the current arrangements are than what is
proposed in this bill. Hence, we ask members to vote
against clause 4.
Committee divided on clause:
Ayes, 35
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms (Teller)
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalidakis, Mr

Morris, Mr
Mulino, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Patten, Ms

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
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Peulich, Mrs
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr (Teller)

Noes, 5
Dunn, Ms
Hartland, Ms (Teller)
Pennicuik, Ms

Ratnam, Dr
Springle, Ms (Teller)

Clause agreed to.
Clauses 5 to 95 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

SERIOUS SEX OFFENDERS (DETENTION
AND SUPERVISION) AMENDMENT
(GOVERNANCE) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 21 September; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State).
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (16:01) — I
am pleased to rise to speak on what is a very important
piece of legislation and a very serious issue, an
important issue, relevant to community safety. The
community and the chamber are all cognisant of the
tragedy that sits behind this legislation — the tragic
murder of Masa Vukotic and the subsequent
commissioning by Wade Noonan, the then Minister for
Police, of the Harper review, which was handed to
government in November 2015. We are pleased as an
opposition to see this bill being debated today. After the
adequate ventilation of issues and amendments that the
opposition has, we look forward to these reforms being
implemented. The opposition will not oppose this bill,
but we will seek to make some changes, which I will
deal with at a later time in my contribution.
The tragic murder of Masa Vukotic highlighted some
failings in the system — failings that must be learned

SERIOUS SEX OFFENDERS (DETENTION AND SUPERVISION) AMENDMENT (GOVERNANCE) BILL 2017
Thursday, 19 October 2017

COUNCIL

from. The Harper review made a range of
recommendations dealing with various issues, but
perhaps two of the major tranches of recommendations
deal with the creation of a post-sentence authority and
the removal of the detention and supervision order
(DSO) division from the Adult Parole Board of Victoria
(APB) for the management of post-sentence sex
offenders. The bill removes that function from the adult
parole board and creates a new authority, the Post
Sentence Authority, as the government is calling it in
this bill — it is separate and different to what Harper
called it in his report, but that is really a by-the-by issue.
We welcome a new authority and note that the adult
parole board has for some time contended that that
function should be a specialist function for a separate
organisation, as indeed the chair of the adult parole
board cites in his foreword to the Adult Parole Board
Victoria Annual Report 2016–17, which was tabled in
this place today.
With the removal of that function from the adult parole
board for this new authority, if indeed this bill passes
this place, let me acknowledge the work of the chair of
the DSO division, Frank Shelton, a former County
Court judge. He has made a significant contribution to
the operation of the adult parole board. He helped to
oversee under two chairs many of the reforms to the
parole system that flowed from the Callinan review and
the overhaul of the operations and functions and the
modernisation of the adult parole board. I just want to
put that on the record because with that function no
longer being the responsibility of the board, Frank
Shelton will no longer by definition be the chair of the
DSO division of the adult parole board. He should be
pleased with his contribution to community safety in
Victoria and the legal system in Victoria over many
decades.
That is the first key part of this bill, and it picks up a
key tranche of recommendations from Harper. As of
today the number of Harper recommendations that have
been implemented stands at eight of 35, from my most
recent correspondence from the minister. Without
labouring the point — I have said it many times before,
as has the Leader of the Opposition, Matthew Guy, and
other colleagues from the opposition — we are
concerned by the delays in implementing all
35 recommendations. So having another group of
recommendations implemented through this bill will be
welcome, but even with the passage of this bill it still
leaves arguably the most important tranche of
recommendations — the architecture for the
post-sentence scheme for violent offenders.
The minister was in Ararat last week trumpeting the
works on the new facility that is being built for
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post-sentence violent offenders, and I thought it was
particularly interesting reading the clipping in — I think
it was — the Wimmera Mail-Times. The discussion
about who would be there was suitably vague, and I
think it was suitably vague because we still do not
know who, because we still have not seen how the
government plans through legislation to implement
those recommendations that deal with a post-sentence
scheme for violent offenders.
I do not for a second pretend that is an easy architecture
to create — where you draw the line, which offences,
what risk factors. How you define that and how you
implement that is a very difficult thing, but it is
extremely disappointing that nearly two years since the
handing of that report to government we still do not
have the legislation for that. With just four more sitting
weeks before the end of this year the question needs to
be asked whether that bill is going to be in the house
before 2018. I know the minister has on previous
occasions said, ‘Well, we’re getting on with building
the facility, so the legislation will be in place by the
time the facility is built’, but that is not really good
enough when the facility is being built without sight of
what the legislative requirements for that facility to
operate within actually are, and it does not deal with a
whole range of other issues about post-sentencing
management for these offenders separate to that facility.
Again I just put on the record that specific point.
As I say, undoubtedly the most critical or important part
of this bill is the creation of the Post Sentence
Authority, which will take over the current functions of
the DSO division of the APB, including reviewing and
monitoring the compliance of offenders subject to a
supervision order, a detention order or an interim order
and making recommendations to the secretary in
relation to applying to a court to review the conditions
of an order. I suppose, though, in a conceptual sense, in
addition to that oversight, monitoring of the orders and
making recommendations to the Secretary of the
Department of Justice and Regulation in relation to an
order, the bill confers on the Post Sentence Authority a
service coordination function for responsible agencies
to ensure that these serious offenders are receiving the
services required to treat the causes of their offending
behaviour.
We have seen just in today’s department of justice
annual report that recidivism across a range of cohorts,
whether offenders on a community correction order or
indeed offenders released from prison, is rising
according to the department of justice figures released
today, and of course addressing recidivism for this very
dangerous, very serious cohort that collectively have
inflicted so much harm on the community is absolutely
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critical. So the notion of providing a service
coordination function is a laudable one, one that
conceptually makes sense and one which the opposition
supports, because we appreciate that many of the
services that are required to address the causes of the
offending behaviour that I have just referred to will not
be provided by Corrections Victoria. They may well be
provided by the Department of Health and Human
Services and a range of other specialist non-government
bodies. Addressing the causes of offending behaviour
for sex offenders is very challenging and obviously
very important. I think the work of people like
Professor Jim Ogloff and others has helped corrections,
government service providers and others understand
how you do address those causes of offending
behaviour, but it is a very difficult and complex area.
As I say, the goals and objectives of that service
delivery function are laudable. The only caveat I would
put on that is that a risk with any government,
regardless of flavour, in creating a new authority is that
you replicate a whole lot of functions. You create a
whole new group of employees and staff, and the
challenge will be to make sure that that is focused on
outcomes and outputs and on the coordination function
that is envisaged, not just replicating functions that
were previously delivered by and now will continue to
be delivered by staff at the adult parole board or
elsewhere — in other words, not just creating a new
authority that adds to headcount but does not add to
outcomes. I say that in a very generalised sense, not as a
critique of this model. It is a challenge and a risk for
any government to make sure that that does not occur,
so I just make that observation and gentle warning, if I
can put it in those terms.
The bill retains the current requirement for breaches of
an order to be prosecuted in the higher courts where the
offender can return to the court that made the original
order. In addition, the bill requires the Magistrates
Court to refer related summary matters when
transferring a breach offence to a higher court, with
limited exceptions. Again that highlights the
importance of this bill to the cohort we are talking
about in relation to the potential offending that may be
subject to court matters. It is important for all of them to
be dealt with and for the court to have visibility of risk.
Different to the APB, the bill will subject the new
authority to carve-outs by the Freedom of Information
Act 1982, and it also has some information-sharing
provisions. Again, while transparency is a laudable
objective, I would seek some assurances from the
minister when the bill is in committee of the whole that
the carve-outs are adequate and we are getting that
balance right between having transparency for the
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community and not compromising the operations and
deliberations of this very important new authority.
Let me just move to a few of the concerns that the
opposition has in relation to this bill. The adult parole
board is exempt from the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006. This new authority, even
though it will assume some current APB functions, will
be required to comply with the charter. I note the
statement of compatibility says:
Unlike the APB (which is declared by regulation 5 of the
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities (Public
Authority) Regulations 2013 not to be a public authority for
the purpose of the charter), the authority will be a public
authority under the charter. As a public authority, the
authority will be obliged to comply with section 38(1) of the
charter. The authority will consequently be required to give
proper consideration to relevant rights when making
decisions, and to act compatibly with human rights.

It goes on to say, referring to the Serious Sex Offenders
(Detention and Supervision) Act 2009 (SSODSA):
Accordingly, the bill will increase the protection of human
rights generally in the SSODSA by requiring the authority to
make decisions which are compatible with the charter …

That raises some concern with me. Let me walk the
house through why.
Mr Dalidakis — I am happy to provide leave so
you can tender your speech.
Mr O’DONOHUE — We are talking about very
serious issues, Minister, about the most serious sex
offenders and how we are going to regulate
post-sentencing orders for some of the worst —
Mr Dalidakis — How many times have you refused
to bring this bill on?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Order! Thank you, Minister.
Mr O’DONOHUE — We have not refused to bring
this bill on once. We have been waiting for the bill to be
brought to this house, Minister. In fact, that has been
my whole contention up till now. You have been taking
too long —
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Order! Thank you, Mr O’Donohue. It is very difficult
for a member to make a contribution when there are
continual interjections, so I will ask members not to
interject and I will ask Mr O’Donohue to continue.
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Mr Dalidakis — I apologise, Acting President. I
shall refrain.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Thank you, Acting
President. Let me give the minister the context of the
bill.
Mr Dalidakis — If he mentions me again, I shall
start again.
Mr O’DONOHUE — This bill comes before the
house following the tragic murder of Masa Vukotic and
the government’s commissioning of the Harper review,
which was handed to the government in November
2015. Now here we are nearly two years later and this
bill is being debated. The key plank of those reforms is
yet to come before the Parliament. The minister
interjects by asking how many times have we delayed
this bill being debated, and the answer is zero. We have
been waiting week after week for this bill actually to be
introduced into the Parliament to start with and, now
that it is on the notice paper, to be debated — because
we want to see these reforms implemented. Minister,
when you are sitting around the cabinet table on
Monday, I would hope that you will inquire of your
colleagues and inquire of the Premier as to what will be
the test for post-sentence violent offenders. Because we
still do not know, and I think —
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Order! Mr Dalidakis, you indicated that you would
cease your interjections. Mr O’Donohue to continue,
without interruption.
Ms Fitzherbert interjected.
Mr O’DONOHUE — It is not all about
Minister Dalidakis, I agree, Ms Fitzherbert. This is a
very serious issue. The opposition wants this bill to
pass. We have some issues, and I hope the minister will
allow me to raise those issues so that Parliament can
consider this and have the bill passed, because that is in
the interests of the community. Inane interjections
about non-existent delays from the opposition are
nothing but inappropriate in the context of the subject
matter we are dealing with.
As I was saying, we in the opposition have some
concerns about the application of the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 to this bill on a
philosophical basis in part because of the cohort of
offenders we are dealing with and the risk that they
may pose to the community, and the operation of this
authority. But perhaps more importantly than that, the
government has consistently said it endorses the
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recommendations of the Callinan review. All four
corrections ministers under this government have said
that and said it on numerous occasions.
Measure 8 of the Callinan review says:
The rules of natural justice do not apply, and should not be
required to be applied to the processes of the board —

that is, the adult parole board —
and its decisions. The board should also remain exempt from
the charter of human rights and responsibilities indefinitely.

When I talked about the exemption pursuant to the
regulations in 2013, that sought to implement that
recommendation.
As we know, this authority will pick up a key function
currently held by the adult parole board. So to me it is
completely inconsistent with that recommendation 8 of
Callinan to now apply the charter to the new authority
when this specific recommendation is that the charter
not apply to the parole board and its functions. Again I
would welcome the minister’s comments on that
specific issue when the bill goes into committee.
I would also like to cite the comments of a former adult
parole board chair, Supreme Court Justice Simon
Whelan. He gave evidence to the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee when it undertook a review of
the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
in 2011. The committee’s report states:
Justice Simon Whelan explained that the board received legal
advice that, in order to comply with the charter, the board
would have to provide hearings to prisoners when making
decisions about parole, including decisions about conditions,
cancellations, refusals and youth transfers. David Provan —

he was the then CEO of the board —
estimated that the direct recurrent cost to the board would be
$1.6 million (i.e. 60 per cent of the board’s present budget).
Justice Whelan added that the change would also alter the
‘philosophical basis’ of the board’s operations (which is
premised on prisoners’ lack of a right to liberty) —

with that section of the quote it needs to be
acknowledged that we are not talking about prisoners;
we are talking about post-sentence management of
offenders, so that is a key point to make. I will go on:
reduce the board’s willingness to grant parole (because of
potential obstacles to conditions and cancellations), increase
the risk of Supreme Court litigation and require legislative
amendments, imposing additional costs, including the
potential cost of housing and managing prisoners who would
otherwise be paroled.

Again, that is in the context predominantly of the
operation of the parole board as it pertains to parole
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considerations, but a number of those points would also
apply to the management of post-sentence offenders.
Again I would be interested to know whether the
Department of Justice and Regulation has done any cost
analysis of the costs to the authority of making it a
public authority pursuant to the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act, because that is I think
a key thing for this place to consider.
In the context of the charter and the application of the
charter to these offenders it has been noted that the new
facility at Ararat will have a perimeter. It has been
described by the minister as being more secure than
Corella Place, and again, without anticipating future
legislation, the application of the charter to offenders
who have finished their time in jail, who are in a secure
facility with a wall as I understand it that is different to
Corella Place, and how that is being reconciled I think
is also an interesting and difficult question, and again
one on which I would welcome feedback from the
minister or any government members when they speak
on this issue.
To summarise this issue of the charter, the opposition
does not believe the charter should apply to the new
authority. That is consistent with the evidence of
Justice Simon Whelan, a former chair of the adult
parole board, and it is consistent with measure
number 8 of Mr Ian Callinan in his review. Community
safety must be a paramount consideration in the
management of this cohort knowing they are
post-sentence, and that is a very challenging legal space
already without the application of the charter.
Moving to another issue and one for which I will also
have amendments during the committee stage, the bill
says the Governor in Council on the recommendation
of the minister may appoint a chairperson and deputy
chairperson to the authority, and while judges may be
appointed to the authority that chair may be a lawyer
with as little as five years experience. Again, I said
earlier I acknowledge the work of the current APB
deputy and chair of the detention and supervision order
(DSO) division, former judge Frank Shelton. I would
have thought it appropriate, given the dangerous cohort
that the authority will be supervising and the current
qualification required for the APB chair and deputy
chair, that that qualification be maintained. I appreciate
that someone with that qualification may be appointed
to that position, but similarly a lawyer with five years
experience could also be appointed to that very
important role. I think it is absolutely appropriate that
the chair and deputy chair have the same qualification
requirements as the APB, and therefore I will be
moving an amendment to the effect that requires the
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chair and deputy chair of the authority to be current
judges of the Supreme Court or County Court or retired
judges of the Supreme or County courts, superior or
intermediate courts.
The third issue I wish to raise is the make-up of the
authority. The bill says the authority can have a
maximum of 10 members with judges, lawyers and
community representatives who may have expertise
and experience relevant to the functions of the
authority. I think it is very important. To get good board
management it is widely accepted that it is important to
have a diversity of skills, and the APB reform process
identifies that as well. The APB reform process also
identified it is good to have a maximum period of
tenure, which perhaps is not a matter for today, but that
is something for future ministers to be concerned about.
The opposition’s concern about the make-up of the
members of the authority is that there is no requirement
to have victims of crime representatives, and therefore I
will have an amendment in committee to require that at
least two members of the authority be victims of crime
or their representatives.
This is an extremely important piece of legislation. The
management of serious post-sentence offenders is a
very difficult area. It is a very difficult area with regard
to our legal system, court sentencing and the rights of
the community to be protected versus the rights of the
offender who has served their jail time. And as I said,
whilst we welcome these reforms I think the bigger
issue that often sits behind all these bills on the
SSODSA and now the authority and in due course the
regime for post-sentence violent offenders is sentencing
for very serious violent and sex offenders.
It is absolutely clear that the community believes that
many of the offenders that are the subject of the
SSODSA should have got a lot more time in jail, and if
they got a lot more time in jail, they would not be
required to be on the SSODSA scheme because they
would be in prison. We have moved to a mandatory
sentencing policy for the most serious and worst crimes
against the person for repeat offenders. It is something
we have had to do as an opposition because of the
manifestly inadequate sentencing that has occurred for
some of the most heinous criminals.
For that most dangerous, serious cohort that commits
the worst types of crime, a serious period of
incarceration is what is required. But what we have
done is develop — as a result of the risk to the
community being too great after some of these
offenders have received relatively light sentences —
and create a post-sentence scheme at incredible cost to
the community, and here we are. I think that is the
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bigger issue that sits behind this bill and this reform,
welcome though it may be.
Finally, the cost to the community of some of these
crimes that are committed by the cohorts subject to the
SSODSA that will be subject to a future post-sentence
violent offender scheme is incalculable. For those
victims of crime, the pain and the trauma will be with
them forever, and for their loved ones and
communities. When we talk about cost I do not think
we talk about the cost to the community in a
non-monetary sense enough. That does not form
enough of the calculation when we are talking about
cost. With that preamble, let me just say that the cost of
the new Ararat facility at around $400 000 a bed, as I
understand it, and the recurrent expenditure is
extremely significant — it is much, much more than a
maximum security prisoner and many times more than
a medium security or minimum security prisoner. This
comes at a significant cost to the community.
It is important that we get it right, and that is why in
committee I will be moving those amendments I have
flagged. I look forward to exploring those issues with
the minister at that time. Let me again say that we
welcome this bill before the house. We look forward to
the creation of the new Post Sentence Authority. I hope
it achieves the laudable objective of a service
coordination as well as an oversight function. We also
look forward to the future legislation — hopefully in
the very near future — to deal with post-sentence
violent offenders.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Mr O’Donohue, did you want those amendments to be
circulated?
Mr O’DONOHUE — I do. Thank you, Acting
President.
Opposition amendments circulated by
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) pursuant to
standing orders.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) (16:36) — I would
like to make some brief remarks in relation to the
Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision)
Amendment (Governance) Bill 2017. This is of course
a very complex area of public policy. In effect in the
interests of community safety we have a system here in
Victoria that enables certain offenders to be detained
and supervised after they have completed the duration
of their sentence. The original scheme was set up for
serious sex offenders who had served their term of
imprisonment imposed by a court but still posed a
significant risk to the community. The scheme is
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considered world-leading, as it is a civil scheme that
manages the supervision of the most serious offenders
as well as evidence-based rehabilitation that is backed
by leading researchers and academics.
We are dealing with the most serious kinds of offenders
in our community, those who are deemed a real risk. It
is really important to note that to date almost
$400 million has been spent over two budgets to
implement the Harper review. We take community
safety very seriously. We want to make sure that we
have streamlined procedures for the prosecution of
summary offences. We want to have streamlined
procedures in relation to all of these matters.
We want to make sure that we do not shy away from
the first order of responsibility of government, and we
think that that is community safety. We had the release
of the Community Safety Statement earlier this year by
the Minister for Police, with the Premier and the Chief
Commissioner of Police. In conjunction with the
Harper review we found that the assessment, treatment
and supervision of complex offenders requires effective
coordination between agencies. We certainly realise
that it is a whole-of-government issue and that it will
require multiple-agency panels working underneath
heads of jurisdiction to ensure that our post-sentence
scheme is one of the strongest in Australia, that it has a
shared model, that it is a coordinated services model
and that it is a model where there is indeed strong
accountability.
This bill puts significant statutory obligations on our
senior bureaucrats in relation to information sharing,
ensuring that our agencies work well together and that
information that is critical is dispersed to relevant
agencies. The bill creates a new independent rigorous
and accountable governance framework that involves
establishing the independent Post Sentence Authority to
oversee the management of offenders on post-sentence
orders, requiring responsible agencies across
government to share responsibility by establishing
panels that will coordinate the delivery of services to
offenders, and streamlining procedures for the
prosecution of summary offences that are related to the
offence of breaching a supervision order.
Following the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Amendment (Community Safety) Act
2016, which implemented some recommendations of
the review of complex adult victim sex offender
management, the Harper review, the bill will
implement the first phase of the more complex reforms
arising from the recommendations of that review.
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On the details of this bill, I will just go through a few of
the headings of the main features of the bill. Obviously
there is the new Post Sentence Authority. The Harper
review recommended the creation of a new independent
body to promote independent and rigorous
decision-making. The bill implements this
recommendation by establishing this authority. The
authority will consist of a board with up to 10 members.
Members will be appointed by the Governor in Council
on the recommendation of the responsible minister.
They can be appointed for a maximum term of five
years and can hold office for a maximum of nine. The
members will be a mix of former judges and
magistrates, Australian lawyers with at least five years
experience and community representatives with
relevant experience or expertise. This mix of people
will provide a diversity of views. The membership
requirements are broad enough to allow victims of
crime to be considered for appointment.
There are already mechanisms in place for victims to be
kept informed and consulted about certain decisions
under the post-sentence scheme. Registered victims of
an offender are informed about any applications for
orders in respect of that offender and they may make a
submission to the court. The court must consider what
victims have to say through submissions. In addition,
registered victims are notified about any directions to
offenders. This is currently given by the Adult Parole
Board of Victoria, and it will be given by the authority
after the implementation of this act. These victims can
make submissions about proposed directions that may
be given to an offender, and they must be taken into
account by the authority.
I will just reflect briefly. I will leave most of the detail
of the amendments to the minister at the table in the
committee stage, because I am conscious that
Mr O’Donohue will be raising them directly with the
minister. But just in relation to the qualification
requirements of the chair and the deputy chair, about
which Mr O’Donohue is proposing an amendment,
only former judicial officers, former magistrates and
Australian lawyers with at least five years experience
can be appointed to chairperson and deputy chairperson
positions. This is because they may be required to
identify and resolve legal questions as part of their
roles. The five years practice requirement for lawyers is
consistent with the eligibility criteria for the
appointment of judicial officers. Of course this is
certainly only a minimum requirement to be appointed
to this role.
The Adult Parole Board of Victoria is made up of
sitting and retired judicial officers and other full-time
and part-time members and is chaired by a sitting or
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retired judge of the Supreme Court or County Court.
Similarly at least one of the members of the adult parole
board’s detention and supervision order division must
be a sitting or retired judge or magistrate. The key
difference in relation to this legislation is that sitting
judicial officers or magistrates will not be able to be
appointed to the authority. This will enable members of
the authority to focus on their key functions —
monitoring compliance with supervision or detention
orders made by the courts.
In relation to shared responsibility for service delivery
and multi-agency panels, the Harper review found that
effective assessment, treatment and supervision of
complex offenders requires more active involvement by
all responsible areas of government in the management
of offenders on post-sentence orders. The review
recommended the establishment of multi-agency
panels. To achieve the intent of the recommendations,
the bill imposes statutory functions on the heads of
responsible agencies — the Department of Justice and
Regulation, the Department of Health and Human
Services and Victoria Police — and requires them to
establish a multi-agency panel to perform their
functions.
The bill requires responsible agencies to act in
accordance with the principle of shared responsibility
by sharing information, providing reasonable assistance
and support to each other and identifying and taking
steps to resolve service delivery issues. The bill also
requires agencies to jointly develop, agree to and
review coordinated service plans for eligible offenders
and offenders on supervision orders. The plans will
articulate agreed service delivery responsibilities of
responsible agencies to manage and reduce the
offender’s risk of reoffending and escalating risk. The
authority will oversee the performance of responsible
agencies to ensure that they are held accountable. The
authority will receive and review copies of plans and
will have the power to request information from
responsible agencies.
On streamlining the prosecution of breaches of
supervision orders, under the legislation it is an
indictable offence punishable by a maximum of five
years imprisonment to breach the conditions of a
supervision order. Charges of this offence must be
heard and determined by the court that made the
supervision order. The Harper review recommended
that the court that made the supervision order should
also hear and determine any summary offences that are
related to the breach offence. The bill implements this
particular recommendation.
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The bill requires the Magistrates Court to transfer
related summary offences to the relevant higher court
unless the offender and prosecutor agree that the matter
should not be transferred. The bill also gives the
Supreme Court and County Court the power to hear and
determine the charges for those related summary
offences using summary procedures. The bill provides
flexibility for the higher courts to transfer matters back
to the Magistrates Court if the court considers it
appropriate to do so.
I think there will be quite some discussion during the
committee stage — I am getting some nods from
people in the chamber — so I would just like to take the
opportunity to thank the Department of Justice and
Regulation for the work they have done with the
relevant agencies to get us to where we are with this bill
and also for their hard work over the past three years in
implementing elements of the Harper review. I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(16:45) — I am pleased to rise this afternoon to speak
on the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Amendment (Governance) Bill 2017. This
bill implements, I think, 14 recommendations of the
Harper review which relate to the oversight of the
Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act
2009 (SSODSA) and the governance models under that
act. It establishes the Post Sentence Authority (PSA)
and provides it with the functions and powers currently
held by the Adult Parole Board of Victoria and its
detention and supervision order (DSO) division.
Therefore it abolishes the DSO division of the adult
parole board because all of its functions will be
subsumed in the new PSA.
The bill provides for the coordination of services,
including by multi-agency panels, to eligible offenders
who are the subject of an application for a supervision
order or detention order or are the subject of a
supervision order or an interim supervision order. The
bill provides for the sharing of information between
relevant departments and for the transfer of summary
offences related to a breach of a supervision order to the
County Court or to the Supreme Court and makes
consequential amendments to the relevant acts.
The bill implements recommendations, in whole or in
part, of the Harper review which specifically apply to
the establishment of the Post Sentence Authority —
which was referred to as the public protection authority
in the Harper review — its powers, the cohort of
offenders who come under its authority, the
streamlining of intervention and management plans, the
simplification of conditions and enabling the authority

5221

to respond to breaches of supervision orders. The new
authority will take over from the detention and
supervision order division, as I said, of the adult parole
board. The Harper review did note that the adult parole
board had discharged its functions under SSODSA
extremely well, but the reforms in this bill will enable
the adult parole board to solely focus on its critical role
in administering the parole system in Victoria.
The PSA will be a body corporate under new
section 192C, capable of suing and being sued. It will
be governed by a board of up to 10 members, led by a
chairperson and made up of retired judicial officers,
legal practitioners and community representatives to
ensure diversity of views, similar to the adult parole
board. Members will be appointed by the Governor in
Council on the recommendation of the minister. To
enable the authority to respond quickly and effectively
in managing offenders subject to post-sentence orders,
the bill provides the chairperson with flexibility to
determine how and when meetings should be held. The
Department of Justice and Regulation will provide
secretariat support to the PSA. The bill requires the
secretary to provide employees and any other assistance
necessary to support the authority to carry out its
functions. The bill empowers the authority to engage
independent contractors and agents to assist it to
perform its functions as well.
The existing functions that the bill transfers to the
authority include the responsibility to review and
monitor the progress of offenders on supervision,
detention and interim orders; to monitor compliance
with and administer the conditions of supervision
orders and interim supervision orders; to give directions
and instructions to an offender in accordance with any
authorisation given to the authority under an order; and
to make recommendations to the secretary in relation to
applications to a court for the review of conditions of
supervision orders and interim supervision orders.
I think it is worth just going over what we are talking
about here. Supervision orders provide for the
post-sentence supervision of serious sex offenders who
continue to pose an unacceptable risk of committing a
relevant offence if the order is not made and the
offender is in the community. They can be determined
by either the County Court or the Supreme Court for up
to 15 years and can be renewed for a period of up to
15 years as well. They need to be reviewed every three
years or in a shorter time if required.
Detention orders require the continued detention of a
prisoner or an offender convicted of those serious sex
offences who would still pose an unacceptable risk if
the offender were to remain in the community. These
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orders are determined by the Supreme Court, can be
made for up to three years and must be reviewed by the
court annually. This is what the new Post Sentence
Authority will be overseeing.
The recommendations that we are talking about are
from the Harper review, which is the review that the
Minister for Corrections commissioned in 2015 after
the tragic murder of Masa Vukotic by Sean Price. The
minister appointed a panel consisting of the Honourable
David Harper, AM, Professor Paul Mullen and
Professor Bernadette McSherry to conduct a review of
the management of offenders who are described in the
terms of reference as ‘complex adult victim sex
offenders’, and who are subject to the SSODSA.
These offenders are considered complex because they
have a complex offending profile; by presenting a risk
of violent offending in addition to the risk of sexual
offending; by reason of their personal issues and needs,
including one or more of mental health issues,
personality traits, behavioural issues, cognitive
impairment and substance misuse; and by being
difficult to treat and manage.
The government has accepted all 35 recommendations
of the Harper review but to date has only implemented
seven of them. It has, however, committed to
implement the rest of them as soon as possible. We
have before us now this bill, which goes to the
government’s oversight of SSODSA. This is a good
thing, and the Greens are supporting the provisions of
this bill.
It is worth noting that the Harper review did warn
against piecemeal approaches to implementing the
recommendations, and this is what we are seeing. We
have already seen some being implemented in 2016
with the previous bill, and we now have this bill and are
looking forward to further bills. I think it would be
desirable that the next bill be the one that represents the
remaining recommendations so we just do not have a
piecemeal approach, which was certainly recommended
against by the review.
The review also recommended that there be an
evaluation or review clause put into the legislation. In
the previous bill last year I moved an amendment to
that effect, but it was not accepted. I am not doing it for
this bill. With the next bill I will try it again, but I
would encourage the government to actually do that
because it was one of the recommendations of the
review that that happen.
There are other points that can be made in the context
of what we are talking about today. The Harper review
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also recommended expanding the orders to include
people in prison for serious violent offences who
present an unacceptable risk of harm to the community,
which is a reform that is not yet implemented and one
that I was advocating for years prior to the Harper
review. It is a recommendation of the Harper review,
and it is something that I have been advocating for for
quite some time — that serious violent offenders be
included in this type of regime.
The other recommendation that has not been taken up,
which is a very important one, is that of making sure
that serious sex offenders — and serious violent
offenders I would say too — should be receiving early
intervention while they are in prison to deal with issues
they have. I think the Harper review recommended that
at least three years before the person may be eligible to
be released intensive intervention programs be
undertaken by that person. This is partly to assist that
person to not go on to post-sentence detention or
supervision, but also in the interests of community
safety. So far this recommendation has not been
implemented either.
I have raised before in debate on these issues to do with
corrections and sentencing that there are far too many
people in the corrections system who are not
undertaking the programs — be they mental health
programs, drug and alcohol programs or educational
programs — that they should be undertaking while they
are incarcerated to assist them to ready themselves for
release into the community, to give them the best
chance of not being repeat offenders, to lower the
recidivism rate and to try and rehabilitate as many
offenders as we can. The best way to keep the
community safe is to use the time when people are
sentenced to prison to make sure they undertake the
programs and assistance they need to assist them when
they are released and, as I say, to keep the community
safer. So while we are looking at this particular bill,
which includes at the establishment of the Post
Sentence Authority and oversight of the SSODSA
regime, we also need to keep in mind what is
happening in prisons with regard to people when they
are already in them.
There is quite a lot of detail in terms of the powers of
the authority, which I will not go through, but there are
a couple of other points to note about it. To provide a
balance and ensure the scheme is non-punitive,
SSODSA already contains a range of procedural
safeguards that the authority will need to observe when
making its decisions, such as notifying an offender of
any directions or instructions that it gives; that the
offender may make submissions within 21 days of
being given a notice; that the offender is entitled to be
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heard and may inspect documents; and that the
authority must take into account the offender’s
submissions and give reasons for the decisions it
makes.
An important part of this bill is that the Harper review
found that effective assessment, treatment and
supervision of complex offenders requires effective
coordination between the agencies involved in their
management and that responsibility for providing
services that will reduce reoffending and protect the
community lies not only with the justice system but
also with the mental health, disability and social
services systems. They all need more active
involvement and to work more closely together.
The review recommended the establishment of
multi-agency panels to coordinate services delivered to
offenders subject to post-sentence orders. The review
envisaged that the panels would include government
agencies, such as the Department of Justice and
Regulation, the Department of Health and Human
Services and Victoria Police, and relevant
non-government agencies.
To implement those recommendations the bill imposes
obligations on responsible agencies, being the
departments and the Chief Commissioner of Police, and
any prescribed person or body and requires them to act
in accordance with a principle of shared responsibility
by providing reasonable assistance and support to each
other, sharing information and taking steps to resolve
any issues in the delivery of services to offenders.
There is quite a lot more detail with regard to the
multi-agency panels et cetera, but suffice it to say it is
very good to see that come into place under this bill.
In order to promote transparency and accountability in
the administration of the post-sentence scheme the FOI
act will apply to documents of authority. However,
under clause 15, which inserts section 192B, the bill
contains a clear list of types of information that are not
appropriate to be publicly released. This includes
information that relates to decisions made in relation to
the management of an individual offender or the
monitoring of administration of a particular court order
or information that relates to a victim or the victims of
an offender, including any victim submission made
under the order.
I think that covers the main provisions of the bill, which
the Greens are supportive of. As I said, we would like
to see the other recommendations of the Harper review
implemented as soon as possible so that there is a full
regime in place working well to address what
Ms Symes and I have said on many occasions is one of
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the most difficult and complicated areas that we need to
deal with in the justice and corrections system. It is not
an easy issue to deal with, and it is good to see
everybody pretty well on the same page with regard to
these difficult issues.
If I could just take a minute to speak to the amendments
circulated by Mr O’Donohue, I will indicate that the
Greens will not be supporting Mr O’Donohue’s
amendment to exempt the Post Sentence Authority
from the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities.
I am aware, as I am sure Mr O’Donohue knows, that
the adult parole board is exempt, but I think the issue
with the Post Sentence Authority is slightly different,
particularly because to detain someone post-sentence is
a very serious matter in terms of justice. It has always
been the case that a person does a crime, they are
sentenced to a period in prison, they finish their
sentence and hopefully they will not offend again. So to
actually detain someone after they have finished their
sentence is a serious thing to do. That is why very few
people are actually detained post-sentence.
Even the supervision orders which serious sex
offenders may be subject to under the act can be quite
limiting on the activities of that person. These are all
post-sentence, so it is a serious matter, even though, of
course, they are there because the persons they apply to
are serious offenders and have been deemed to be at a
high risk of reoffending and reoffending with serious
offences. It is different to the adult parole board, and we
believe that the charter should apply to the Post
Sentence Authority.
We will not support the amendment which
Mr O’Donohue has circulated with regard to adding a
new subsection (e) into clause 16 such that at least two
members of the authority be victims of crime or
representatives of victims of crime. The bill already
allows for community representation on the PSA, as it
does on the adult parole board — and there are
community representatives on the adult parole board —
and there are other avenues for victims of crime to be
recognised through the justice system. The way that it is
set out at the moment does not preclude that happening;
it just does not mandate that happening.
However, with the other sets of amendments that
Mr O’Donohue has put forward, such that the chair and
deputy chair of the Post Sentence Authority be judicial
officers or former judicial officers, I have already
flagged to the government that I am quite open to that
amendment. I have heard from the government their
reasons for not wanting to go down that path, although I
have to say that so far I am not all that persuaded by
them.
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The chair of the adult parole board is a judge of the
Supreme Court. The issues that are being dealt with
here are serious issues, and I think they need someone
with a lot of experience, not just the experience of
having been a practising lawyer for five years. In the
way the bill is written it does not even require that
practising lawyer to be a lawyer in the criminal system.
It could be a solicitor. I am not sure that someone who
has been a practising lawyer — and I understand that
that is the minimum requirement, and of course I
understand that it may turn out to be a person who has
been a practising lawyer for 20 years — is the same as
being a judge or a judicial officer and a judicial officer
of a higher court who has actually dealt with these
issues as a judge. I think that, the same as with the adult
parole board, when you are dealing with post-sentence
offenders who are being detained or supervised
post-sentence you need someone chairing this authority
with a great deal of experience.
Even Ms Symes when she was talking about it in her
contribution basically said, ‘Yes, the adult parole
board — the chair is a judicial officer’. I am still really
struggling to follow the logic as to why the chair of this
authority would not be a judicial officer as well. I thank
the staff of the minister for running their reasons by me,
but I am still inclined to think that it would be a good
thing if the chair was a judicial officer. No doubt we
will prosecute this further in the committee stage. With
those remarks, the Greens will support the bill.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(17:08) — I rise to speak on the Serious Sex Offenders
(Detention and Supervision) Amendment (Governance)
Bill 2017, colloquially known as SSODSA for the sake
of today’s debate. This is a very serious matter that
requires the attention of this house and the focus of this
house, and by no means should it have any elements of
frivolity in its passage through the house. I commend
my colleague Mr O’Donohue for his leadership on
behalf of the Liberal-Nationals coalition in regard to
what is an important piece of legislation that arises
following the tragedy on 17 March 2015, when Masa
Vukotic’s life was taken. The coalition will continue
through Mr O’Donohue and his leadership to offer our
thoughts, prayers and love to Slavoljub, Masa’s father;
Natasha, her mother; Nadja, her sister; and her friends
and her family after the actions of Sean Price in
Doncaster on that day. Sean Price, interestingly enough,
was reading all about Ivan Milat before he went ahead
and did this. This is a serious matter for this place.
The Harper review commenced as a result of this, and it
made a number of recommendations. But as of today
only eight of those 35 recommendations have been
fully implemented. This bill provides passage for
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another 14 recommendations to be implemented, but
even after this bill is passed, even after we do this
today, there still remain 13 recommendations, including
those extending the post-sentence sex offenders scheme
to serious violent offenders, that will remain
unaddressed. I shake my head at the delays in
implementing the Harper review and its
recommendations; the cost blowout in the finalisation
of the Callinan review parole reforms until the end of
2018; the failure to deliver the Coghlan bail review
recommendations; and the failure to this point to release
the report into the Brighton siege, which was handed to
the government probably over two months ago now.
There are some concerns about this recommendation,
and as a result Mr O’Donohue’s amendments reflect
those. The Adult Parole Board of Victoria (APB) is
exempt from the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006. However, this new authority
that is being put before us today will assume some of
the current parole board functions but will be required
to comply with the charter. It raises a number of
questions; it raises a number of concerns. It says things
like the human rights of people like Sean Price will be
given much more emphasis and consideration. That
alone should raise the hair on the back of your neck.
I wonder, given the bill’s current form, what the impact
on the ability of the authority to respond to escalating
risk will be — and Justice Simon Whelan, former chair
of APB, had some concerns about this — or the right to
freedom of movement or the right to privacy. These
offenders will now have to be given greater emphasis
when determining whether to recommend, review or
cancel a supervision order or interim supervision order.
It will be harder to compel these offenders to live, for
example, at Corella Place.
The Liberal-Nationals coalition under the leadership of
Matthew Guy in the Assembly and the stewardship in
this matter of Edward O’Donohue puts the rights of
victims first. Moreover we are seeing from this
government that they are less inclined to support those
who need our support. Mr O’Donohue’s amendments
are logical and make plenty of sense in order to make
sure we protect those who need protection. His
amendment about making the authority exempt from
the charter is self-explanatory, given the comments of
Mr O’Donohue and mine today. Ms Pennicuik rightly
says that the chair and the deputy chair of the authority
should have similar qualifications to those of the APB
chair and deputy, be they current judges of the Supreme
Court or County Court or retired judges of one of our
courts. We have to reflect the views of the community,
and there is no better way to do that than to ensure that
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victims of crimes or those who speak for victims of
crimes have their say in this process.
We have to step up. This chamber has to step up. This
government has to step up and protect the rights of
those who need to be protected to make sure that Masa
Vukotic’s passing has some meaning, not just in
Masa’s memory but for her family. I commend the bill
with Mr O’Donohue’s amendments to this house.
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (17:13) —
This bill represents a significant step forward in
implementing the reforms recommended by Justice
Harper in his 2015 review. Dealing with serious sex
and violent offenders is extremely difficult. We all wish
that these offences were never committed, those victims
were never victims and those people were not
offenders. We wish that upon finishing their time in
prison those offenders would not commit further
crimes, but unfortunately that is not the reality.
Unfortunately that does not reflect what happens here
and around the world. So it is incumbent upon
governments to identify the risk and try to mitigate
against it. The serious sex offender scheme has been
identifying risk and protecting the community for over
10 years, but this bill today is a serious step up. The
Harper reforms are the biggest set of reforms since
Labor implemented the serious sex offenders detention
and supervision scheme a decade ago, which continues
to provide supervision and management of offenders
after their sentence has been served. The scheme is a
world leader, and we have our teams of qualified
clinicians and other staff working to reduce the risk of
reoffending. It is that mix of management and
rehabilitation that sets Victoria ahead of the world in
sex offender management. The ultimate aim is of
course for safer communities.
The bill is also underpinned by an evidence base
created by, amongst others, the Catalyst Consortium.
Professor Jim Ogloff leads this network of researchers
from across the globe, including the United States, the
United Kingdom, New Zealand and Canada. It gathers
together some of the brightest minds that we have here
in Australia. Their work ensures that we are at the
forefront in understanding and treating the causes of
serious violent and serious sex offending, and that is
what is at the heart of the Harper review.
This is a bill that begins to fulfil Justice Harper’s
recommendation in terms of the infrastructure that is
needed. This bill proposes the formulation of an
independent authority to focus on the management of
offenders in the post-sentence scheme whilst also
overseeing the delivery of therapeutic services. The bill
outlines the qualifications for the chair and the deputy
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chair of the Post Sentence Authority. These two roles
on the authority are required to be filled by retired
judicial officers of the Supreme, County and
Magistrates courts and Australian lawyers of at least
five years experience. The latter category is the same as
that for the appointment of judicial officers here in
Victoria, and I am sure we will have an opportunity to
canvass this further in the committee stage.
The bill will also create multi-agency panels to ensure
those offenders are getting those services, and it ensures
responsibility across those agencies. The agencies will
include Victoria Police, Corrections Victoria and a
range of service providers. The bill also streamlines the
breach process for those offenders that fall foul of the
conditions of their order so that the breach and any
other related offences can be heard in the same court at
the same time.
I will go briefly to some matters that have been raised
by members who contributed to the debate on the
second-reading speech. The risk of having a new
authority is that you replicate functions and issues that
are already there. So in response to that, what we say is
that the model is different in key ways to what is
occurring with the detention and supervision order
division of the Adult Parole Board of Victoria (APB).
These reforms clearly delineate the roles of the
authority, the courts — while removing a role from the
APB where it did not sit well — and the multi-agency
panels, which share the responsibility and ensure
service delivery. It is a very different model and one
that is best practice.
There was also an issue about seeking some
clarification on information sharing and getting the
balance right between transparency and ensuring
community safety. In response to that, we say this is a
civil scheme dealing with people who have committed
serious crimes but who have served the time imposed
on them by a court. They have finished their jail time. It
is important in this space to ensure that we have
vigorous transparency. As noted in the second-reading
speech, the application of the Freedom of Information
Act 1982 to the authority is to provide transparency, but
at the same time the bill includes a list of information
that is not appropriate for public release — for example,
information about monitoring or the management of
offenders on an order. We feel this gets the balance
right between ensuring sensitive information is
prohibited from release and that the post-sentence
scheme remains transparent.
We also heard Mr O’Donohue and Mr Ondarchie quote
Justice Whelan in relation to the cost that would be
incurred by the APB if it were not to comply with the
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charter. The authority does not make the same decisions
as the APB does with parolees. The court decides who
is on the scheme and what conditions are applied. The
APB decides who gets parole and what the conditions
are. The Post Sentence Authority, as set out in the bill,
does not have those functions. I believe that the
coalition’s issue is not with the authority being subject
to the charter but with the charter itself. The coalition
forgets that the charter requires the authority to consider
the human rights of all involved, including those of the
victim.
Mr O’Donohue also raised the issue of the new secure
facility at Ararat and its position within the charter.
Firstly, there is nothing in this bill about the new
facility. The charter only applies to the authority. But
the opposition also fails to understand that the new
facility — I was there only last week — has a different
role to that of Corella Place. In any case, the placement
of offenders is another matter before the courts, and it
will be dealt with in the next tranche of legislation that
comes before this house.
The coalition also raised the issue of the bill’s stated
requirements for the chair and deputy chair, and I
covered that earlier in my contribution. As I said, I
understand that that is all subject to an amendment that
is being proposed by Mr O’Donohue.
This is the first tranche of legislative changes that have
arisen as a result of the Harper review. A further bill
will be brought to the house that will finalise and
overhaul the scheme and add serious violent offenders
to that scheme. It is time for it to be finalised leading up
to the completion of the facilities and the formation of
the authority. This will be done next year, as we have
consistently said. With those few words, at this point I
now look forward to moving into committee for further
discussion.
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Under clause 1, Minister, I picked up your point in
relation to the commentary of Justice Simon Whelan.
You may not have had the opportunity to hear what I
said in my second-reading debate speech, when I did
make the point that the roles and functions of the Adult
Parole Board of Victoria (APB) in some significant part
will be different to those of the new authority, but
nonetheless the authority is assuming the detention and
supervision order (DSO) division operations of the
APB, as you are well aware. My question is: will there
be any extra cost to the operation of the authority as a
result of the application of the charter of human rights?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(17:28) — I am advised that as a result of the APB
making a series of decisions that the Post Sentence
Authority (PSA) just will not be doing, as I have said
previously, the costs outlined by Justice Whelan just
will not be incurred.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Just to clarify that, Minister,
are you saying there will be no costs incurred? I was
not suggesting that $1.6 million would be incurred; I
was just wondering whether there would be a cost and
what that might be if there is.
Ms TIERNEY — That was confirmed by those in
the advisors box — that because of the decisions being
so different and more limited in some respect, we do
not know the actual cost, but it is generally understood
it would be significantly less than what Whelan
indicated.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Thank you for that answer,
Minister. From your answer I assume there will be a
cost — much less than $1.6 million, but still a cost to
the new authority. Is that correct?
Ms TIERNEY — Yes.
Mr O’DONOHUE — On that basis, Minister, I
take it from your answers you do not have a cost
estimate you can provide now.

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Ms TIERNEY — No, I do not.

Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (17:24) — If
it is convenient to you, Minister, and to the committee,
I propose to put the questions I have in relation to the
bill, all of which I flagged in the second-reading debate,
under clause 1 so we can deal with those and then move
through to formally putting the amendments, if that
works for everyone.

Mr O’DONOHUE — If in due course, Minister,
that cost estimate does become available, if you could
share it with the house, that would be most welcome.
Ms TIERNEY — Yes, if that is possible.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Minister — again, I flagged
this in the second-reading debate — measure 8 of the
Callinan review says:
The rules of natural justice do not apply, and should not be
required to be applied to the processes of the board and its
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decisions. The board should also remain exempt from the
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities indefinitely.

Again, noting we are not dealing with parole decisions
with the new authority and we are really only picking
up the DSO function and transferring it to the new
authority together with the service provision aspects of
it, does the government accept the proposition that
applying the charter of human rights to in effect the
DSO decisions of the board through this new authority
is a breach of Callinan measure 8?
Ms TIERNEY — The government clearly believes
that operating under the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006 will not in any way prevent
the new authority from doing its job, which ultimately
is about keeping the community safe. Only the courts
can decide who is subject to the post-sentence scheme
and what conditions are imposed on the offender. The
Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision)
Amendment (Governance) Bill 2017 is about ensuring
that post-sentence detention and supervision systems
are supported by an independent, rigorous and
accountable governance framework.
This bill establishes a new independent body, the Post
Sentence Authority, to take over from the APB. The
new authority will be a public authority under the
charter. This is consistent with the arrangements in
place for other bodies and agencies under the
post-sentence scheme. Again I wish to emphasise that
the paramount consideration for decision-making under
the post-sentence scheme will continue to be the safety
and protection of the community.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Thank you, Minister. That is
a fulsome answer, but with respect you have not
addressed the question. We can have a debate about
whether the answer you provided justifies a breach or
otherwise of the implementation of the Callinan
recommendation, but can I just ask again, Minister:
does the government accept that by applying the charter
of human rights that it is stepping away from the
application of measure 8 of the Callinan review?
Ms TIERNEY — The answer is no.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Thank you, Minister. I
suppose we will have to agree to disagree. Minister, in
your summary you referenced the future bill that will
come to deal with the framework for the post-sentence
violent offenders. Are you able to give an indication to
the committee as to when that bill is likely to be
presented to the Parliament?
Ms TIERNEY — Thank you, Mr O’Donohue. I am
awaiting confirmation on the cabinet date. Once I have
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that then I will be able to indicate, but it will certainly
be in the early part of 2018.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Minister, if I could take you
to the composition of the authority. It will have a
maximum of 10 members and the bill contemplates a
range of potential different representatives, but are you
able to give extra detail? Obviously this is subject to an
amendment I will move later, but are you able give the
committee any extra detail about the potential make-up
of those 10 members as the government perceives it?
What particular skills will be sought and what particular
qualifications may be sought from that membership?
Because that will be an important part of the operation.
Ms TIERNEY — The authority will consist of a
board with up to 10 members, and they will be
appointed by the Governor in Council on the
recommendation of the responsible minister, the
Minister for Corrections. They can be appointed for a
maximum term of five years and can hold office for a
maximum of nine years. Members will be a mix of
former judges and magistrates, Australian lawyers with
at least five years experience and community
representatives with relevant experience or expertise.
This mix of people, we believe, will provide diversity
of views, but the membership requirements will be
broad enough to allow victims of crime to be
considered for appointment. There are already
mechanisms in place for victims to be kept informed
and consulted about certain decisions under the
post-sentence scheme. Registered victims of an
offender are also informed about any applications for
orders in respect of that offender and may make a
submission to the court. The court must consider the
victim’s submission.
In addition, registered victims are notified about any
directions to offenders currently given by the APB.
That will be given to the authority, and these victims
can make submissions about proposed directions that
may be given to an offender that must be considered by
the authority. Your key point is that victims of crime
should be members of the board, is that correct, and that
is the substance of the amendment you will be moving?
Mr O’DONOHUE — Yes.
Ms TIERNEY — It will be and is a view of the
government that we will need a mixture of community
experience and expertise, and I believe that obviously
there is a place for victims of crime. At this point in
time we do not wish to be prescriptive, but we believe
that there is broad enough scope to enable that to occur.
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Mr O’DONOHUE — Thank you, Minister, for that
answer. That gives some comfort on the government’s
intention around the future make-up of the board, and I
think we would all agree that someone like Carmel
Arthur has — from her perspective and just what a
remarkable person she is — added so much to the APB
in her tenure there, which I understand will conclude
relatively soon with the new requirements of a
nine-year maximum term. Notwithstanding that, I will
be proceeding because I think it is important for victims
to be recognised and for that to be mandated.
I have a final question, Minister, under clause 1 before,
from my perspective, we move to the amendments. I
note there has been some commentary about the status
of the 35 recommendations of the Harper review. The
government’s language has been consistently that the
government accepts in principle the
35 recommendations. Are there any issues in making
operational those recommendations that prevent the
government from saying without qualification it accepts
the 35 recommendations?
Ms TIERNEY — Mr O’Donohue, the government
has said that we will accept all the recommendations in
principle. I think the ‘in principle’ is not so much about
difficulties in implementation. It is about maybe a
different way of implementing some of the
recommendations. Can I give you two examples of
that? One is in the area of streamlining breaches. It was
recommended that less serious breaches should be
prosecuted in the Magistrates Court and more serious
breaches in the High Court. As part of these
recommendations, the review recommended allowing
related summary offences to be uplifted from the
Magistrates Court to the High Court. We believe that
we have actually enhanced the recommendations, so
that is why I would be conservative in saying
‘in-principle support’.
The other thing I think I should state for the record is
that Harper intended that the authority be involved in
the management of offenders. There has been a lot of
discussion about that, and I think that we have landed
with most people believing it is probably better — in
fact, much better — to delineate services from the
actual high-level overview of the new regime. Again
that is just a taste of some of the little differences, but
the absolute intent of the recommendations from
Harper are supported by the government.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Thank you for that answer,
Minister. I know I said ‘final question’ — this is the
final question. Just for the record, with the passage of
this bill, how many of the 35 recommendations of the
review will have been implemented?
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Ms TIERNEY — Eight will have been fully
completed, but that will take it up to 14. There are
varying degrees of completion between the eight and
14.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 6 agreed to.
New clause
Mr O’DONOHUE — The purpose of
amendment 1, of inserting this new clause, is to remove
the application of the charter of human rights to the
authority so it is not a public authority for the purposes
of the charter of human rights. We have discussed and
ventilated that issue. I move:
1.

After clause 6 insert
‘A New section 6C inserted
After section 6B of the Principal Act insert—
“6C Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006 disapplied
The Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006 does not apply to the
Authority or to the performance of its functions and
the exercise of its powers under this Act.”.’.

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will not be supporting this amendment, as I
outlined earlier in a contribution. The detention of
people post sentence, or the imposition of supervision
orders on them, while they are required, is a serious
matter, and we feel that the charter should apply.
Ms TIERNEY — For the record, the government
will not be supporting this amendment as outlined in
the discussion at clause 1.
Committee divided on new clause:
Ayes, 20
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms

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

Noes, 20
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr (Teller)
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Hartland, Ms

Mulino, Mr
Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Ratnam, Dr
Shing, Ms
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Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
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Somyurek, Mr
Springle, Ms (Teller)
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms

New clause negatived.
Clauses 7 to 15 agreed to.
Clause 16
Mr O’DONOHUE — I move:
2.

Clause 16, page 15, line 9, omit “has” and insert “is or
has”.

This amendment widens the scope of who can be
appointed to the authority from it being just a former
judge to it being a current or former judge.
Ms PENNICUIK — The Greens will be supporting
this amendment to the bill, which says that it could be a
retired or a sitting judicial officer. We have had in the
past many chairs, for example, of the adult parole board
who were sitting judicial officers, and I think that is a
desirable thing, so we will support this amendment.
Ms TIERNEY — I have already outlined the
government’s position on this. We will be opposing
this, but what I would say to Ms Pennicuik, regarding
the issue that seems to concern her in terms of the five
years experience, is that this is essentially there because
it provides a greater and wider pool in terms of those
that can be appointed. There is no intention whatsoever
to reduce the status of the authority or indeed reduce the
expertise and the experience. It is a very pragmatic
opportunity to widen the pool of people for selection.
Ms PENNICUIK — If I can respond to the
minister, I understand that and I am not actually
opposing a lawyer of five years or more experience
being part of the board. This amendment is actually just
changing new subsection (2)(a), which currently reads
that a member appointed to the authority must be a
person who has been a judge — that is, a retired
judge — of the High Court, Supreme Court, Federal
Court, Family Court, County Court or the equivalent of
another state or territory. This just adds that they could
be a current one of those judicial officers as well as a
retired one.
Ms TIERNEY — Again, the courts are responsible
for making orders under the scheme. Having retired
judicial officers means that they can focus solely on
their functions under the new post-sentence scheme.
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Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 26
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr (Teller)
Dunn, Ms (Teller)
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Hartland, Ms
Lovell, Ms
Morris, Mr

O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms
Peulich, Mrs
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Ratnam, Dr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Springle, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr

Noes, 14
Dalidakis, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr (Teller)
Melhem, Mr

Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr (Teller)
Pulford, Ms
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms

Amendment agreed to.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I move:
3.

Clause 16, page 15, line 26, omit “Authority.” and insert
“Authority; or”.

4.

Clause 16, page 15, after line 26 insert—
“(e) in relation to at least 2 members of the
Authority, are victims of crime or the
representatives of victims of crime.”.

They have the intention of seeking to specify that two
victims of crime or their representatives are to form part
of that possible 10-member authority. We have
ventilated this issue previously, so I do not propose to
add anything further.
Ms PENNICUIK — The Greens will not be
supporting Mr O’Donohue’s amendments 3 and 4,
which seek to specify that victims of crime or their
representatives be appointed to the authority. There is
already a provision that members of the community can
be appointed to the authority similarly as they are to the
adult parole board. Victims of crime are not precluded
from being community representatives, but I do not
believe that they should be mandated as representatives
of the authority. I think that over the last few years in
particular there have been many moves made to include
victims of crime in the justice system through the
sentencing process and through the establishment of the
victims of crime commissioner et cetera, which is a
welcome and a good thing. But I do not think it is
necessary on this authority, I do not think it is desirable
on this authority, and I really would be surprised if

SERIOUS SEX OFFENDERS (DETENTION AND SUPERVISION) AMENDMENT (GOVERNANCE) BILL 2017
5230

COUNCIL

many victims of crime would want to be on the
authority as well. Anyway, we will not be supporting
the amendments.
Ms TIERNEY — This issue was ventilated when
we were dealing with questions under clause 1, but I
would still like to reiterate the principal tenet of the
government’s view — that is, that we believe the
membership requirements are broad enough to allow
victims of crime to be considered for appointment.
Committee divided on amendments:
Ayes, 20
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr (Teller)
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr (Teller)
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms

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

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

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

Amendments negatived.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I move:
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Ms TIERNEY — As I indicated earlier when we
were discussing these and other matters under clause 1,
the government will not be supporting these
amendments.
Committee divided on amendments:
Ayes, 26
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Finn, Mr (Teller)
Fitzherbert, Ms
Hartland, Ms
Lovell, Ms
Morris, Mr

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

Noes, 14
Dalidakis, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr (Teller)

Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr
Pulford, Ms
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr (Teller)
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms

Amendments agreed to.
Amended clause agreed to.
Ms TIERNEY — I wish to clarify a point that was
raised when we were dealing with questions in clause 1.
I confirm that eight recommendations of the Harper
review are complete and a further 14 are being
addressed and will be complete when the scheme is up
and operating — so that makes it 22.

5.

Clause 16, page 15, lines 31 and 32, omit “, (b) or (c)”.

6.

Clause 16, page 16, lines 3 and 4, omit “, (b) or (c)”.

7.

Clause 16, page 16, line 17, omit “, (b) or (c)”.

Reported to house with amendments.

8.

Clause 16, page 16, line 31, omit “, (b) or (c)”.

Report adopted.

In effect they round up the intention of having the chair
and deputy chair being a current or retired judge of a
higher court or equivalent.
Ms PENNICUIK — The Greens will be supporting
Mr O’Donohue’s amendments 5 to 8, which specify
that the chair, deputy chair, acting chair and acting
deputy chair be drawn from new section 192F(2)(a) as
amended — that is, be a sitting or retired judicial
officer.

Clauses 17 to 54 agreed to.

Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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ADJOURNMENT
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(18:23) — I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Child influenza vaccination
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(18:23) — I am pleased to contribute to the
adjournment tonight. My adjournment matter is for the
Minister for Health in the other place, and the action I
seek is that the Andrews Labor government commit to
free flu vaccinations for all children between the ages of
six months and five years. I am seeking that
commitment from the Minister for Health in relation to
a very significant announcement that the
Liberal-Nationals have announced — a commitment
that this is absolutely vital and important for the future.
We need to give parents confidence that the flu
vaccination is safe and that it is an effective way to
protect our children. Making sure that it is freely
available would send exactly that message.
Unfortunately too many children are particularly
vulnerable to flu and what we find, as we have seen this
year with the flu season, is that thousands of Victorians
are suffering — and there have been some tragic
consequences for a small number, which is obviously
very, very sad. Many parents do not have their children
vaccinated against flu. This can be because of cost
concerns; it can also be because of concerns about the
vaccine itself. Interestingly, the Royal Children’s
Hospital conducts a poll in relation to a range of health
issues, and the one that they conducted in relation to flu
vaccines found that one in five parents said they could
not afford the flu vaccine for their children and half of
all parents reported they would vaccinate their child
against the flu if the vaccine was free. So clearly there
are many children missing out on the basis of cost, and
making it free would make a very significant
difference.
We also know that many parents have concerns about
whether they should vaccinate their children. This is
despite the fact that the Royal Children’s Hospital has a
very clear policy in relation to flu vaccinations for
children, as does the National Health and Medical
Research Council. So there are very clear messages that
the flu vaccine is important and that it can help prevent
flu or mitigate the effects of flu. They are supportive of
all children, especially young children, getting
vaccinated. That is why the Liberal-Nationals have
announced a very clear policy commitment in relation
to it.
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The Australian Journal of Pharmacy at the time — and
it was reported widely but it was interesting — reported
that the Royal Australian College of General
Practitioners welcomed the move, with the president,
Dr Bastian Seidel, saying that a government-subsidised
flu vaccination program is long overdue. There was a
lot of support across the board, and of course I have had
very supportive comments from families and parents
across the board.
Interestingly, the response from the government, and I
quote from an article from the Herald Sun of
22 September, was:
Ms Hennessy said … the … announcement was ‘half-baked
and underfunded’.

That is very disappointing, given that her only policy is
in relation to the fact that she wants to hand it over to
the feds to do exactly the same thing. We do not think
that you should hand it off or hand responsibility to
someone else; this is something the state can step up to.
In fact just yesterday the Queensland Labor
government announced that they were providing free
flu vaccinations for children over six month and under
five. It is something Labor has done in other states, it is
something Labor should do here and I call on the
minister to commit to do so.

Underbool Early Learning Centre
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (18:26) — The
adjournment matter I wish to raise is for the attention of
the Minister for Families and Children, and the action I
seek is for the minister to update me on the progress of
the Underbool Early Learning Centre in Mildura in my
electorate of Northern Victoria Region. The Andrews
government is committing —
The PRESIDENT — Mr Gepp, I hope you have
actually got an action that goes further than that. To
simply give you an update is not sufficient as an action
for the minister, so when you conclude your matter
please have a specific action and not simply an update
to you.
Mr GEPP — Thank you. I am happy to take your
guidance, of course, President. I sought advice earlier in
the day and was given an indication that it was, so if I
fall short, then I will do my best.
The Andrews government is delivering a record
$70 million to build, expand and upgrade kindergartens
across Victoria to ensure local families can continue to
access great local kindergartens. As part of this record
investment, the Underbool Early Learning Centre was
due to be refurbished, with improvements made,
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including the introduction of an integrated kinder
program with long-day service.
Underbool is situated some 50 kilometres west of
Ouyen on the Mallee Highway and 80 kilometres from
the South Australian border. This wheat, wool and
prime lamb-growing area is a great place to base
yourself for a wonderful, relaxed holiday, close to
many of our fantastic national parks in the north-west
of the state. Underbool is also the gateway to the Pink
Lakes. To the north lies the Murray-Sunset National
Park, home to the picturesque Pink Lakes. They are at
their brightest pink in both winter and spring — an
absolute sight to see for all tourists.
At the early childhood development learning centre in
Mildura children are able to attend from six weeks of
age until their entry to prep at primary school. It is
managed by the local Mallee Track Health and
Community Service. The centre operates on Tuesdays
and Thursdays from 8.30 a.m. to 5.30 p.m., offering a
combination of long-day care for four-year-old
kindergarten and three-year-old kindergarten children
and programs. When attending an early learning centre
a child’s confidence, ability to use language and
physical and social skills are developed through play,
art, dance, music, movement and interacting with other
children. This makes it the best way for these kids to be
ready for school.
The action I am seeking is for the minister to provide
significant detail on the progress of the development of
the kindergarten, both in terms of the program and the
infrastructure programs that were designed and referred
to as part of the $70 million build.

Shepparton Sports Stadium
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (18:30) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Sport, and it
relates to the redevelopment of the Shepparton Sports
Stadium, now estimated by Greater Shepparton City
Council to be close to $30 million. Considering this
state government has committed $5 million for the new
Bendigo basketball stadium redevelopment and
$9 million for the new Ballarat sports centre in
Wendouree and has fully funded the Traralgon
Basketball Stadium, why is the minister treating
Shepparton so poorly by limiting any contribution to
$3 million or less and will the minister now commit to
providing further funding based on contributions to
other stadiums?
Greater Shepparton continues to forge a reputation as
the sporting mecca of regional Victoria. It is the home
of international-standard sporting facilities and the host
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of world-class sporting events. Whether it is hosting a
leg of the international Beach Volleyball World Tour,
the Australian BMX championships or a
world-renowned triathlon event, Greater Shepparton
continues to be a destination of choice for our country’s
top athletes and sporting organisations. Our reputation
has been further enhanced by the recent opening of the
Shepparton Sports City, a world-class sporting precinct
redevelopment that houses soccer pitches, tennis courts,
netball courts, hockey pitches and top-grade athletics
tracks. Shepparton Sports City will allow Greater
Shepparton to continue attracting high-quality sporting
events, the latest being an A-League friendly between
Melbourne City Football Club and Western Sydney
Wanderers last month.
The final stage that will see the completion of Sports
City is the badly needed redevelopment of the
Shepparton Sports Stadium. The stadium, which has
remained virtually unchanged since opening in 1972,
hosts over 230 000 players and visitors each year and
with current events injects an estimated $6 million into
the Shepparton economy. I was pleased when the sports
minister recently toured the stadium, where he saw the
need for the redevelopment firsthand and was briefed
on Greater Shepparton City Council’s comprehensive
Shepparton Sports Stadium Future Direction Plan.
In response to his visit, I asked the minister a
constituency question, requesting that he provide a
substantial funding contribution to the almost
$30 million planned redevelopment. The minister’s
response to my question was nothing short of
disgraceful, pathetically suggesting Greater Shepparton
City Council could seek funding of up to $3 million
from a future round of the Better Indoor Stadiums
Fund. In the past we have continually seen Shepparton
miss out on vital public transport investment, with
money given to perennial favourites Ballarat, Bendigo,
Geelong and the Latrobe Valley.
The planned Shepparton Sports Stadium redevelopment
is yet another example of the Andrews Labor
government prioritising the infrastructure needs of
Shepparton well below those of other regional
Victorian cities. Considering this state government has
committed $5 million for the new Bendigo basketball
stadium redevelopment and $9 million for the new
Ballarat sports centre in Wendouree and has fully
funded the Traralgon basketball stadium, why is the
minister treating Shepparton so poorly by limiting any
contribution to $3 million or less, and will the minister
now commit to providing further funding based on
contributions to other stadiums?
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Yan Yean Road duplication
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) (18:33) — My
adjournment matter today is directed to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, Luke Donnellan. I want to
congratulate him and the member for Yan Yean in the
Assembly, Danielle Green, on the announcement of the
contract awarded for the Yan Yean Road duplication
project between Plenty Road and Diamond Creek
Road. It is a sizeable contract and quite a large project,
and construction will start later this year. The action I
am seeking from the minister is to ensure that the
10 per cent apprentice and trainee guarantee is applied
to this project and that the contractor adheres to this.
Also the contractor must adhere to policies that this
government has when there is a construction project of
this size by encouraging engagement of a number of
Indigenous workers and a number of workers from
other underemployed groups and ensuring that with
some of the work that is to be subcontracted out some
local social enterprises have an opportunity to tender
for that work as well.

Taxi and hire car industry
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (18:34) — My
matter for the adjournment debate tonight is for the
attention of the Premier in the other place. I am in
possession of a letter from Corrs Chambers Westgarth
to the Premier dated 17 October. This concerns the
Commercial Passenger Vehicle Industry Bill 2017 and
their client, the Victorian Taxi Families Inc. They have
been driven to write this letter because of the
non-response of the Minister for Public Transport to
many letters. They very clearly lay out the failure of the
minister to respond to earlier letters — and I have
copies of those letters as well, dated 8 May and
5 April — concerning matters surrounding the taxi
industry.
The letter states:
We write in relation to …

those matters and the state government’s transition
assistance program.
The purpose of this letter is to make plain our client’s
concerns about these issues and to seek your assistance in
addressing the injustice brought about by the revocation of
perpetual taxi licences without payment of compensation for
capital loss which was effected on 9 October 2017.

The letter refers to the previous letters to the relevant
minister and the fact that the minister did not respond to
either of those letters.
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What I am seeking as an action from the Premier is that
he respond as a matter of urgency to the
correspondence directed to him from Corrs Chambers
Westgarth and that he demand an early response from
his minister too. He should pull her into line and make
her respond to serious correspondence about a section
of the community that is suffering considerably because
of the government’s actions.
The letter further says:
On behalf of our client and its members we call for immediate
action from the state government to redress the injustice.

Obviously this is a matter that is relevant to the
transport minister, Jacinta Allan, but it is also, as I said,
correspondence directed to the Premier seeking his
action — his early assistance in addressing the injustice
brought about by the revocation of perpetual taxi
licences. It is clear that this is a matter that is impacting
very severely. The Premier does need to recognise that
there are families who have had their wealth
destroyed — their superannuation — with families that
are now on the poverty line because of the actions of
his government and his minister. There are people who
are facing all manner of very difficult circumstances.
This is a plea, as I see from this letter, to the Premier for
him to urgently act and respond and to make sure that
his minister finally takes this matters seriously.

King Valley Prosecco Road
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) (18:37) — The
matter I wish to raise this evening is a matter for the
Minister for Agriculture. For a couple of hours this
afternoon King Valley’s finest was uncorked up in the
Legislative Council committee room in a celebration of
food, wine and the tourism mega drawcard of the King
Valley Prosecco Road. Prosecco Road is a wine and
tourism marketing initiative that brings together the five
King Valley wineries: Brown Brothers, Chrismont,
Dal Zotto, Pizzini Wines and Sam Miranda. Today’s
celebration upstairs was an opportunity for MPs, staff
and anyone in the Parliament at the time to come and
have a bit of a taste of the local prosecco.
The action I am particularly seeking is for the minister
to take up with the federal trades minister the continued
right to use the prosecco name through any free trade
negotiations with the European Union (EU). The first
Australian plantings of the grape variety prosecco
occurred in the King Valley in 1974. Australian
prosecco sales are currently worth $60 million and are
growing at 56 per cent annually. The King Valley plans
to grow the prosecco market to $500 million by 2022.
This will provide significant regional development
opportunities in jobs, infrastructure and tourism. The
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export and further tourism opportunities associated with
this growth are significant. There is broad scope for
private sector investment activation, particularly as
more and more people learn about this wonderful
region of northern Victoria.
It has got to be noted that prosecco is not a similar
situation to the champagne situation, which saw all
champagne renamed sparkling wine unless it was from
the region of Champagne in France. This is in relation
to a particular grape variety that, as I said, has been
grown in the region since 1974. Access to the prosecco
name must be maintained in the same way as shiraz,
cabernet and chardonnay are used for Australian wine
producers both domestically and internationally. King
Valley prosecco represents the greatest opportunity
seen in the history of the wine region to deliver
economic and social benefits to grapegrowers,
winemakers and tourism operators. This opportunity
must be protected and supported in any upcoming free
trade agreement negotiations with the EU, and I urge
the minister to take this up on behalf of the industry.
We had such a good response to the prosecco tasting
upstairs that we thought maybe there might be a few of
us that might like to see it on the parliamentary wine list
this coming Christmas festive season. I will personally
be raising that with some people within Parliament, but
I also urge the minister’s support in that regard.

Ballarat rail services
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (18:40) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the attention of
the Minister for Public Transport, and it relates to the
unacceptably low on-time and reliability performance
of the Ballarat train service. Many in this house would
be aware of the shocking record that this government
has with regard to the way the train service has been
tracking, so to speak, of late. I note that in July 2015 the
train service really did go off the rails when there was
the removal of the train service and replacement buses
were taking up all of the slack in the line.
Ms Bath — Were they rattled?
Mr MORRIS — They were exceptionally rattled,
indeed, and they should have been rattled too, Ms Bath.
What occurred there was nothing short of shameful.
Unfortunately what we see here is that it appears the
government is trying to condition the people of Ballarat
to just accept an unreliable and slow train service. What
we have seen again of late is a decline in the on-time
performance as well as reliability of the Ballarat train
service. That, in conjunction with the disgraceful dog’s
breakfast of an attempt to redevelop the Ballarat
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railway station precinct, is something that is certainly of
great concern to many in the Ballarat community.
We know that Ballarat is a growing city. It is
increasingly reliant on the train service to move people
about, but the lack of reliability is certainly impacting
on the capacity of people to be able to do so. It was just
today that there was a track fault between Bacchus
Marsh and Ballarat which saw the replacement of all
trains with coaches. It is entirely unacceptable to have
this as a regular occurrence on the train line, so the
action that I seek from the minister is that she
immediately commit to an investigation into strategies
for how the train service in Ballarat can improve from
the unacceptably low levels of both on-time
performance and reliability that people in Ballarat are
being forced to endure.

Moe & District Netball Association
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (18:43) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Sport, the Honourable John Eren. It relates to the needs
of the Moe and Newborough communities, specifically
the relocation of the Moe & District Netball
Association to a new multisport complex in
Newborough. The action I am seeking from the
minister is to view the master plan that was approved
by Latrobe City Council back in 2015 and to commit to
funding the project either in or before the 2018–19
budget.
The Moe & District Netball Association is well
governed by a great group of volunteers. The club is
financially sound, and it is accredited by Netball
Victoria. It offers well-run and inexpensive
competitions with quality coaching. The courts are in
operation seven days a week, including training and
squad training, Saturday morning competition,
Saturday afternoon competition, twilight competition,
NetSetGO and mixed netball. Players range from the
age of five to 55. In fact there were over
800 participants registered last year, and this achieved a
Gippstar award for outstanding service and contribution
to the local community.
The current facility was built in the 1980s, and the
asphalt courts are non-compliant. The drainage is
woeful and far too inadequate in our wet winters. The
car park is far too small, and families are forced to park
their cars on the busy road outside the courts, creating a
safety concern when young players and spectators have
to cross the road. The Moe & District Netball
Association are desperate to move to the new facility in
Newborough at Monash Reserve. The new facility will
be shared by the Newborough paintball club and the
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tennis association. The new facility requires a state
government input of approximately $2.4 million. The
federal government, courtesy of Mr Russell Broadbent,
has pledged $800 000 to the project. The club will also
provide funding.

I have written responses to the adjournment debate
matters raised by Mr O’Donohue on 8 September 2017,
Mr Elasmar on 19 September 2017, Mr Morris on
20 September 2017 and Ms Patten on
21 September 2017.

Considerable funds have been pledged by the state
government for the towns of Traralgon and Morwell,
and to a lesser degree for Warragul, Churchill and Moe,
but none have been pledged for Newborough. This is a
vital facility. There are wonderful people there. I know
from speaking to the president, secretary and club
members that they have women who are returning to
playing netball after not being able to do so for a long
time. They have a great sense of community and
camaraderie. They are improving their health and
lifestyle as a result. So I ask the minister to view this
plan, pledge that money and make sure it comes in or
before the 2018–19 budget.

The PRESIDENT — On that basis the house stands
adjourned.

Responses
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(18:45) — We had eight adjournment matters this
evening. The first was from Ms Wooldridge to the
Minister for Health, seeking flu vaccinations for
six-month-old to five-year-old children. Mr Gepp raised
a matter for Minister Mikakos in relation to seeking
details on the childcare build in Mildura. Ms Lovell
raised a matter for the Minister for Sport seeking an
extra financial contribution to the sporting stadium at
Shepparton. Mr Leane raised a matter for the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety seeking an assurance that
there will be 10 per cent apprenticeships and
traineeships implemented on a recent program
announced yesterday morning along with the member
for Yan Yean, and also for disadvantaged groups,
particularly Indigenous people, getting the opportunity
to be employed.
The fifth matter was from Mr Davis to the Premier. It
was in relation to taxi licences, in particular asking for a
response to correspondence from Corrs Chambers
Westgarth to the Premier. The sixth matter was raised
by Ms Symes, and it was for the Minister for
Agriculture. It was about the access and use of the
name ‘prosecco’ and wanting the Minister for
Agriculture to lobby the federal Minister for Trade.
Mr Morris raised an issue for the Minister for Public
Transport. It was about the Ballarat train service and
wanting the minister to commit to strategies to improve
the service. Ms Bath also had a matter for the Minister
for Sport, requesting that the minister view the master
plan and commit to funding the Moe netball club
precinct project.

House adjourned 6.48 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(09:36) — I move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until 12.00 p.m. on
Tuesday, 31 October 2017.

Motion agreed to.

STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE
ECONOMY AND INFRASTRUCTURE
Reporting date
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (09:36) — By
leave, I move:
That the resolution of the Council of 8 February 2017
requiring the Economy and Infrastructure Committee to
inquire into and report by 14 December 2017 on electric
vehicles be amended so as to now require the committee to
present its report by 29 March 2018.

Motion agreed to.

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Aboriginal maternal and child health services
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (09:37) — I rise to update the house on the
Andrews Labor government’s commitment to
improving outcomes for Aboriginal children and
families. This is part of our vision for both the
Education State and the Roadmap for Reform. Last
year’s state budget included $1.6 million over two years
to work with Koori communities to deliver a more
culturally responsive and high-quality maternal and
child health (MCH) service for Aboriginal families.
The Aboriginal maternal and child health initiative is
about empowering Aboriginal families to choose where
and how they access universal maternal child health
services and ensuring the service they receive is high
quality, tailored to their preferences and well-connected
to other services.
I was pleased to announce the 10 successful recipients
at the Aboriginal Children’s Forum in August —
Ms Crozier — You announced it in Darebin, in
Northcote — pork-barrelling.
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Ms MIKAKOS — approximately a month before
the member for Northcote passed away. The successful
areas where this model will be trialled across Victoria
include Latrobe, Swan Hill, Campaspe, Geelong, East
Gippsland, Warrnambool, Wyndham, Whittlesea,
Mitchell and Darebin. I advise the house that the
Victorian Aboriginal Child Care Agency in the City of
Darebin was one such successful —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Minister, I have had trouble
hearing parts of your contribution. Could you take it
from the top?
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you. With pleasure,
President. I rise to update the house on the Andrews
Labor government’s commitment to improving
outcomes for Aboriginal children and families. This is
part of our vision for both the Education State and the
Roadmap for Reform. Last year’s state budget included
$1.6 million over two years to work with Koori
communities to deliver a more culturally responsive
and high-quality MCH service for Aboriginal families.
The Aboriginal maternal and child health initiative is
about empowering Aboriginal families to choose where
and how they access universal maternal and child
health services —
Ms Lovell interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Lovell, there was a
reason why I asked the minister to reread her
contribution. Please!
Ms MIKAKOS — Are you sure that they actually
applied?
The PRESIDENT — The minister to continue,
without interference.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you. The Aboriginal
maternal and child health initiative is about
empowering Aboriginal families to choose where and
how they access universal maternal child health
services and ensure the service they receive is high
quality, tailored to their preferences and well-connected
to other services.
I was pleased to announce the 10 successful recipients
at the Aboriginal Children’s Forum in August, several
weeks before the late member for Northcote in fact
passed away. The model will be trialled across a
number of locations in Victoria, including Latrobe,
Swan Hill, Campaspe, Geelong, East Gippsland,
Warrnambool, Wyndham, Whittlesea, Mitchell and
Darebin. The Victorian Aboriginal Child Care Agency
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in the City of Darebin was one such successful
integrated partnership to be funded.
It is outrageous but frankly not surprising to see
Georgie Crozier attack such an important organisation,
suggesting that they do not deserve a grant because they
were awarded —
The PRESIDENT — Minister, ministers
statements, as defined in standing orders and by the
process which we put in place, are designed for the
government to announce new initiatives. They are not
designed or required or expected to have criticism of
the opposition or other people and other entities. They
are about new initiatives by the government. You have
clearly put a new initiative and that is obviously well
within the bounds of a ministerial statement, but I will
not entertain the criticism aspect.
Ms MIKAKOS — On a point of order, President,
Ms Crozier made certain assertions around the process
of this initiative earlier this week, and in the course of
informing the house about the funding allocated here I
think it is important that I do provide information to the
house about the process and the timing in which these
announcements were made, because in fact they do
predate the late member for Northcote passing away. In
fact I notified the successful groups in late August,
several weeks prior to the late member for Northcote
passing away. Ms Crozier has sought to cast aspersions
on a very credible organisation that has been funded
and suggested somehow that this process has been
pork-barrelled —
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Ms Crozier — No, no. On a point of order,
President, I would seek your guidance because the
minister stated that she made this announcement in
August, so —
The PRESIDENT — It is debate. Contest it in
another way. Do not contest it by way of a point of
order because it is not a point of order. Minister, to
complete.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, President. It is
important that members understand that the City of
Darebin is in fact an area with one of the largest
Indigenous populations in metropolitan Melbourne.
These grants were independently assessed and
approved by a panel of experts. The grants were signed
off by me before the late member for Northcote, Fiona
Richardson, passed away. I did in fact advise the
successful recipients by letter prior to the member for
Northcote passing away. All the organisations were
funded on their merits because they demonstrated
innovative ways of delivering the maternal and child
health service to be fully inclusive of the needs of
Aboriginal families. I think it is important that we do
have some bipartisanship around an issue that seeks to
address the gap that exists in relation to Aboriginal
families and is addressing our maternal and child health
service — demonstrate a bit of class.

PORTS AND MARINE LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Second reading

Ms Crozier — No, I didn’t. On a point of order,
President —

Debate resumed from 2 May; motion of
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture).

The PRESIDENT — I am in the middle of a point
of order.

Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (09:44) — I
am pleased to speak on behalf of the opposition in
relation to the Ports and Marine Legislation
Amendment Bill 2017, the purpose of which is to
remove the ability of children between the ages of 12
and 16 to apply for a personal watercraft endorsement
on their marine licence and to restrict children aged 12
to 16 to only use a personal watercraft with adult
supervision and not by themselves. This bill is yet
another bill that has been clogged in the legislative
system for many, many months after the government
has failed to manage its legislative agenda.
Interestingly, despite this bill being in the Parliament
for such an extended time, we now have house
amendments from the government picking up a number
of the issues that the shadow minister, the member for
Croydon in the other place, Mr Hodgett, identified in
his speech many, many months ago.

Ms MIKAKOS — an assertion that I absolutely
reject. It is an outrageous assertion —
The PRESIDENT — Ms Mikakos, I was perhaps a
little expansive in saying I was in the middle of a point
of order, because it is not a point of order. You are
debating, and what is more, you are debating my ruling,
my instruction. I do not care what anybody said in the
course of this week or at any previous time. The fact is
that a ministers statement is designed to clarify new
initiatives, and some of the points that you were just
putting in your debating a so-called point of order are in
fact relevant to the new initiative, but references to
Ms Crozier are not relevant to the ministers statement.
Ms Crozier? And make sure it is a point of order. I do
not want further debate.
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Belatedly yet again we see the government making
changes to their own bills after they failed to properly
consult. It was clear that the consultation with various
stakeholders was insufficient before the bill was
introduced. I look forward to the minister moving those
house amendments, and we can discuss those in due
course once they are circulated as part of the committee
stage.
As I say, the main provisions of the bill remove the
ability of children aged 12 to 16 to drive a personal
watercraft such as a jet ski by themselves without an
adult being on board. It permits waterway managers,
such as Gippsland Ports in my electorate, to relocate,
seize and dispose of things abandoned on waterways
under the waterways manager’s control and recover all
associated costs of relocating, seizing and disposing of
abandoned things; to apply safety duties to local port
managers and to persons who manage boating
activities; and to provide for the maintenance of
knowledge, skills and the medical fitness of vessel
pilots.
This is obviously an important issue. As Melbourne and
Victoria’s population grows, as more and more people
buy these personal watercraft, the competition for space
on the water, amenity through noise and risk through
people driving jet skis and other fast personal watercraft
become issues. It is clear that there is some change
required. So we welcome the general direction of this
bill, but again, as I say, there are issues which my
colleague Mr Hodgett identified in the other place. The
government’s amendments I believe will address some
of those issues.
Victoria Police, the water police and Transport Safety
Victoria safety officers will enforce any agreed new
regulations and sanctions, including fines, that in many
cases parents will pay. The opposition will not be
opposing this bill.
Ms Crozier — On a point of order, President, I am
just wondering: Minister Mikakos stated in her
ministers statement that in fact the City of Darebin had
the largest Indigenous population. In actual fact the
latest Australian Bureau of Statistics census data —
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The PRESIDENT — So am I. Fifteen minutes,
Minister. You can leave as soon as you find another
minister.
Ms Mikakos withdrew from chamber.
The PRESIDENT — Ms Crozier, that is not a point
of order, again. We are in the middle of a bill now, and
the fact is, yes, if she has made an error in terms of a
description of a population statistic, then in fact she
may have an opportunity reflect on that or indeed you
can bring it the house in other forms at other times —
with 90-second statements and so forth on another day
or as an adjournment item. But the fact is that it is not a
point of order.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (09:50) — It is a
good opportunity to rise when talking to the Ports and
Marine Legislation Amendment Bill 2017 this morning
to go over a number of the safety issues that have arisen
as policy challenges and as regulatory challenges and as
resourcing challenges in the areas of the use of personal
watercraft. It is interesting and easy to paint a picture of
receiving a jet ski or a personal watercraft for Christmas
and thinking that it is going to be exciting and new and
just like The Love Boat — ‘Come aboard, we’re
expecting you’ — where things will go seamlessly well
and everyone can have a whale of a time. In fact as I
recall from having watched a number of episodes of
The Love Boat growing up, the line at the end of the
credits refers to the fact that love does not hurt
anyone — well, that is true perhaps for love in The
Love Boat; it is definitely not true for personal
watercraft.
Personal watercraft are in fact responsible for so many
horrific injuries, collisions, near misses, long-lasting
trauma and incidents. It stops being exciting and new
when you do not have the skills to be able to manage a
powerful piece of equipment without having the
education or the training necessary in order to make
sure that you can safely avoid obstacles, that you can
safely manoeuvre a personal watercraft through areas
that are often not able to be readily understood by
people with limited or no knowledge of waterways. It
stops being exciting and new when you are left with a
legacy of broken bones and constant pain.

The PRESIDENT — It is not a point of order.
Ms Crozier — Well, I am just asking that she
correct the record, because she has in fact misled the
house in —
Ms Mikakos interjected.

The overall objective of this particular bill and its
amendment is to facilitate improvement in safety. I did
start out with a degree of levity, but the points to be
addressed in this particular piece of legislation could
not be more serious. In addressing the gaps in the scope
and the coverage of safety duties under the Marine
Safety Act 2010, we are tackling directly and
assertively a risk which has existed on our waterways
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for far too long despite the fact they are also a source of
great joy and despite the recreational benefits they bring
not just to children, families and people from Victoria
but also to those who come to our waterways and our
seas and our coastal environments to holiday from
elsewhere. The overall objectives also include a
requirement to reduce public safety risks through the
making of specific changes to licensing requirements
for pilots and masters of recreational vehicles aged
between 12 and 16 years.
It is also about enabling more efficient and effective
management of state waters by amending the waterway
rule-making powers and providing powers to local
ports and waterway management to deal with
abandoned vessels. As Mr O’Donohue indicated in his
opening remarks, Gippsland Ports is in fact one of the
areas where this is covered.
There are many, many waterways throughout
Gippsland, the area I also represent, which are
frequented by people using personal watercraft, and
they are enjoyed. We do have some of the very best
waterways in the state and indeed in the nation, and
they include Ramsar-protected areas, wetlands and
coastal areas that are exciting and new and are
wonderful for people to come together to build family
memories and holidays around. However, they are
often very, very dangerous, and if you add to that a
piece of equipment which in the wrong hands or in
inexperienced hands is extraordinarily dangerous, what
you have is the potential for tragedy.
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operate at a speed greater than 10 knots; must not
operate between sunset and sunrise because visibility is
critical for the purposes of safe operation, particularly
where we are dealing with minors; and must not tow
persons or other vessels.
Making sure that people have these restrictions imposed
until such time as they have the requisite level of
experience and a greater level of maturity will in fact
reduce overall the risks associated with serious injury
because of the use of these personal watercraft in a way
which is unsafe. It means that we can also encourage
minors to get involved in recreational boating in a very
controlled way without exposing them to significant
risk. We have seen numerous calls for change to what
has been described as ‘horrifically dangerous’ in
relation to jet ski licensing rules, and the hooning issue
in relation to watercraft has been something which has
aggrieved communities, families and victims of this
sort of behaviour for many, many years.
It is not uncommon to hear people bemoan ‘bloody jet
skiers’ when they are trying to enjoy a day on the water.
By actually imposing these rules in relation to the use
by minors of these craft we are encouraging better
behaviour to be developed from the start, so that when
we do have people out using watercraft with fewer
restrictions because they are no longer minors they will
be demonstrating better behaviour for the benefit of the
community as a whole.

In supporting more effective cross-portfolio
enforcement and in facilitating cost savings by
removing unnecessary limitations on the disclosure of
marine-licensing and registration information to
enforcement authorities, there is also a better capacity
for the bill to address information sharing and
collaboration while also reducing red tape and enabling
cost savings to be achieved by making minor technical
and miscellaneous amendments.

Making sure that we can actually address these
challenges is a big part of this bill, along with making
sure that the bill ensures that pilotage service providers
have an obligation to minimise the risk of operations
and that abandoned vessels, which pose safety risks and
may occupy moorings, berths and other facilities at the
expense of other users, can in fact be coordinated
through a number of agency collaborations to be
located, seized and disposed of abandoned vessels and
if necessary the cost of disposal can be recovered from
the vessel owners.

We have done an awful lot in recent years to invest in
safety education and the delineation of boating zones in
Port Phillip Bay. In addition to this we have worked
very hard in the community. But despite these
investments safety incidents involving personal
watercraft — so jet skis — continue to occur near
swimmers and other water users. The investments are
making a positive impact, but we have more to do. So
there is a related measure in the bill aimed at reducing
injuries to minors and avoiding the loss of life. Minors
between the ages of 12 and 16 years may currently
apply for and obtain a restricted marine licence. The
restrictions imposed are that licence-holders must not

What we do have with this bill is further work done to
make sure that we provide better safety measures on the
water; to make sure that we provide better opportunities
for young operators of these craft to learn, practise and
embed good habits; to make sure that we have the
starting point of a broader package of compliance
monitoring and enforcement measures; and also to
provide for the best ways possible in practical terms to
reduce the number of incidents that occur, which
currently set out a disproportionate representation of
persons between the ages of 12 and 16 years being
injured on personal watercraft when compared with the
rate of injury observed in other age groups.
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Making sure that we actually address those gaps means
that we will be in a position to take care of young
watercraft users and their families. It is incumbent upon
us to take this with the same level of seriousness that
we do the operation of any other heavy machinery. In
this regard looking at the work that has been done
across the operation of motorcycles, cars and heavy
vehicles is a good example of a greater sense of
awareness by governments of all colours and
persuasions to address these issues and these concerns
proactively, whether that is through getting 120 hours
in a log as it relates to driving experience before getting
a licence; being required to be on restrictions as far as
the power of a vehicle that you can operate, whether it
is a motorcycle or a car; or better training and
educational opportunities for people in our farming and
agricultural sectors.
The quad bike is another very, very dangerous piece of
equipment that is a disproportionately high part of
fatalities and serious injuries on our farms in Victoria.
That is something which is felt around Australia and
globally. Making sure that we can understand the risks
as they apply in an everyday sense gives people the best
tools possible to be educated about proper use of heavy
vehicles, equipment and machinery, and this is one
further example of that.
Making sure that we are extending marine safety duties
to local port managers and providing Marine Safety
Victoria, which is now Transport Safety Victoria
(TSV), with the authority to regulate and ensure that
consistency in safety standards applies to all Victorian
port waters means that again there will be a very keen
local interface, whether it is the Gippsland Ports or
whether it is other local waterways around the state, to
have that direct oversight and control, and to have that
responsibility made abundantly clear. Because again
when we do have enforcement, education and
compliance measures being exercised at a local level,
we are making sure that we do get the best consistency
and responsibility for the rollout of safety measures
which will benefit everybody, as well as making sure
that we can understand where and how local waterways
and port operators need additional assistance or
resourcing to cope with challenges that might be very
specific to their situation.
We have a number of other challenges, though, that will
continue to operate to test the will and resolve of people
on the ground, and removing red tape is a big part of
this. Exclusion zones on state waters are sometimes
needed to facilitate and enable certain activities to be
undertaken in or on state waters. It was envisaged that
under the relevant provisions the establishment of
exclusion zones for certain types of boating activities
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would accompany the requirement to gain exemptions
from requirements that otherwise apply, but as
currently drafted the law requires applicants to seek to
establish an exclusion zone to also seek a boating
activity exemption. However, clause 20 of the bill
removes the unnecessary link between the
establishment of exclusion zones and the application
process for exemptions.
We do need to make sure that we have also a better
capacity for TSV to cancel pilot licences due to
concerns about medical fitness. Clauses 23 to 26 of the
bill enable licence conditions to be imposed which
require medical fitness to be maintained and assessed
periodically. That is also consistent with requirements
that apply when a person first applies to become a pilot,
and disclosure of information is another significant
component of the bill set out in clauses 28 and 29.
It is unfortunate that I do not have further time available
to me today to talk through the broader policy and
practical implications of this bill and what it means as
part of a broader suite of compliance measures to
enhance and improve safety in and on our waters,
because this is, despite the earlier gaffes that I made in
the opening remarks, actually very, very serious. We
need to take this issue and continue to tackle it in the
way that we have tackled and tackle road safety, in the
way that we have tackled and continue to tackle farm
safety, in the way that we encourage better
understanding of risks by those in our communities,
particularly minors, who do not necessarily have a full
understanding of the dangers associated with what is
otherwise a wonderfully fun activity.
With those few comments, and suspecting that there
would not be an indulgence to give me additional time,
I would commend this bill to the house on the basis that
it does a number of things to improve safety and that it
does represent a further step in acknowledging the
issues that have been associated with personal
watercraft risk, collision and serious injury in the past
and looks towards being able to prevent further injuries
or collisions from occurring, often with tragic results,
into the future. I commend this bill to the house.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) (10:04) — I too
wish to make a contribution on the Ports and Marine
Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. This is a very
important bill for those that enjoy time on the water,
and particularly those that —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms SYMES — That is right. Marine safety is an
important matter. I am going to have less puns than

PORTS AND MARINE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2017
5242

COUNCIL

Ms Shing, I am sure, but I will have a crack throughout
the process of my contribution. The primary purpose of
the bill is to address identified safety problems and
facilitate improved public safety outcomes in the future.
So this is really a bill that is designed not only to
address immediate safety issues but also to bring about
some cultural change on the use of the lovely
waterways that we have here in the state.
I have a very large electorate. It covers half the state,
and therefore it is very various in its offerings. I have, I
reckon, the best part of Victoria, but one of the things I
do not have are any oceans, no beaches — something
that many of my colleagues enjoy. I actually do not
miss not having any beaches. I find the water a bit cold
down here. Give me a tropical beach anytime. But we
do have other lovely, lovely large waterways in my
electorate, including Lake Nagambie, of course, which
I know many people will be quite familiar with.
Boating, fishing, waterskiing, jet skiing — there are
ample opportunities for water pursuits in the electorate
of Northern Victoria Region.
This is an important bill for all Victorians because there
are obviously lots and lots of constituents that enjoy
entertainment on the waterways. This bill really is
about removing red tape to enable administrative cost
savings to be achieved. Some of the miscellaneous,
minor and technical changes that the bill proposes to
make are considered long overdue, so it is good that we
have the opportunity to complete this bill today, I think.
Aside from the legislation needed to support the port of
Melbourne transaction, the ports bill, this is the first
legislation addressing water issues in terms of the ports
portfolio since 2012–13.
There has been much talk and public concern about jet
skis and the safety issues around the use of that
particular water vehicle. Despite significant investment
in safety and education and the delineation of boating
zones, a small group of jet ski users continue to engage
in unsafe conduct. That is of significant concern to local
communities where jet ski operations are concentrated.
This conduct threatens the safety of swimmers and
other water users. Certainly as a mother of small
children I would not allow my children to be too far out
in the water when there are jet skis around. It is one of
those things. If there are jet skis around, you want to
make sure that the rules are very clear, communicated
well and indeed enforced.
The government of course is responding to those
community concerns by investing in a targeted package
of compliance monitoring and enforcement activities.
The bill includes a related measure aimed at reducing
injuries to minors and avoiding the loss of life. Minors
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aged between 12 and 16 years that hold restricted
licences are currently able to have those licences
endorsed so that they can operate jet skis. The available
evidence indicates that a disproportionate number of
minors are being injured on jet skis when compared to
the rate of users of jet skis in other age categories. The
data and anecdotal evidence made available by the
water police, Transport Safety Victoria and local
waterways managers support the view that there is a
genuine safety problem that needs to be addressed, and
that is being done through this bill.
The bill makes an amendment that prohibits persons
less than 16 years of age from having their licences
endorsed, so they are not able to operate a jet ski
without supervision. Supervised operation of jet skis by
minors is still possible, so there will continue to be
avenues available to minors to learn responsible jet ski
operation. In effect, what the bill is seeking to do is to
require that there is adequate adult supervision at all
times. This is expected to reduce observed injury rates
and potentially save lives, and we certainly hope that
that is the case.
The Marine Safety Act 2010 imposes duty on a range
of different parties to identify risks and implement
measures that minimise safety risks so far as that is
reasonably practicable. The bill will address gaps in
safety duties and safety requirements that have been
identified as a consequence of incidents on state waters
in recent years. The bill applies safety duties to
managers of events held wholly or partly on state
waters, and it will ensure that Transport Safety Victoria
has the capacity to ensure risks are minimised. I would
just like to take the opportunity to give a shout-out to
Transport Safety Victoria and thank them for the work
they do on behalf of the government.
Similarly, to enable the good people at Transport Safety
Victoria to more effectively oversight safety risk
management in local ports, the bill extends the safety
duties currently applied to commercial port
management bodies to the managers of local ports. The
bill also ensures that pilotage service providers have
clear and unambiguous safety duties irrespective of the
type of vessel under the pilotage.
There are several other miscellaneous minor and
technical changes in this bill. The Victorian Ports
Corporation already has powers to deal with abandoned
things left on port land or on port waters. Amendments
made by the bill ensure that all other port and waterway
managers have the power to locate, seize and dispose of
abandoned vessels and things.
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The capacity of Transport Safety Victoria to make
waterway rules is currently limited in a number of
ways, and this bill seeks to address that. Specifically
those limitations are unnecessary, and we would say
they impede Transport Safety Victoria’s ability to take
timely action to manage identified safety risks. The bill
removes all of these unnecessary limitations.
The bill establishes a new regime for the use and
disclosure of information that is modelled on
information disclosure provisions in the Road Safety
Act 1986. It is good to have some consistency between
our road safety legislative instruments, including those
that now apply on the water. This will assist
cross-portfolio coordination with fishery regulators,
customs, quarantine and Victoria Police and enable
administrative cost savings to be achieved through that
streamlining of those organisations and the information
that they deal with.
The bill also implements a number of changes to
legislation in the ports portfolio that is consequential to
other reforms that have been approved by this
Parliament. An example of that would be in part 3 of
the bill, where there are changes to drug and alcohol
testing requirements that are consequential to changes
to the road safety drug and alcohol scheme made by the
Road Legislation Further Amendment Act 2016. It
implements direct liability provisions that are consistent
with formulations that have been agreed to at the
national level and which are being progressively
implemented across all Victorian statutes.
I think probably the attention that this bill will receive
certainly comes back to the jet ski changes, and
obviously it responds to the community concern and
call for improvements in that space. It is only prudent to
just go through that in a little bit more detail. Of course
at the beginning I explained that the bill prohibits the
unsupervised operation of jet skis by minors, and that is
persons aged between 12 and 16. They will still have
the opportunity to enjoy being in control of a jet ski, but
we are just making sure that there is a little bit more
provision around that to ensure that those important
safety measures are paramount, because the evidence,
as I have indicated, is showing that it is a safety concern
that we as a government have an opportunity to
address, and therefore that is our obligation.
Persons that are between 12 and 16 may apply for and
obtain a restricted marine licence. Licence-holders may
not operate at a speed greater than 10 knots. I actually
do not know how fast 10 knots is.
An honourable member — Quick.
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Ms SYMES — Quick? Pretty quick. I am not a
boating —
An honourable member — It is similar to 10 miles
an hour.
Ms SYMES — It is similar to 10 miles an hour.
Now, that is pretty quick on the water. We are not the
fun police. We are not taking the fun out of these
things. We are just making sure that there are
appropriate measures to ensure the best safety
outcomes.
Licence-holders may not operate between sunset and
sunrise, which I think is a very commonsense approach,
and they also must not tow persons or other vessels. Of
course I have seen those tyre things that go behind jet
skis. It is not my choice of recreational activity on a
weekend, but I certainly know that many people enjoy
that pursuit. I think it is important that 12 to
16-year-olds are not towing other people, but of course
adults will still be able to do such things, so that is a
sensible limitation for this age group.
People using vessels on the water generally do so with
the intention of operating at speeds significantly in
excess of 10 knots, so restricted licences are seen by
many as being inconsistent with the restrictions
imposed on those licences.
Just to back up the anecdotal evidence about some of
the safety concerns of this age group, there is actual
incident data that indicates a disproportionate number
of persons between 12 and 16 are being injured when
compared with the rate of injury of other age groups. I
think this will be a welcome reform by many parents as
well as the general boating community. As I said, it
does not prohibit the use of these vehicles by young
people; it is just making sure that there are some
stringent rules around it.
I certainly welcome this bill. I welcome continued safe,
fun recreational pursuits on our waterways. This bill
goes a long way to reminding people that there are
probably some safer ways to do things. I think this will
bring about a cultural change and make it safer for users
now and users into the future. I am certainly happy to
commend this bill to the house.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(10:17) — I am pleased to rise to speak on the Ports
and Marine Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. The bill
does a number of things which are aimed at improving
safety on Victorian waterways, including our bays,
rivers and lakes et cetera, and particularly where
boating activities occur. But it also goes to
strengthening the ability of port authorities, particularly

PORTS AND MARINE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2017
5244

COUNCIL

regional ports and smaller ports, to deal with safety
risks as they may present themselves.
The bill amends some of the waterway rule-making
powers and facilitates the disclosure of marine licensing
registration information to enforcement authorities. As I
said, it provides more powers to local ports and
waterway managers to deal with safety issues,
including with regard to abandoned vessels, and
changes licensing requirements with regard to children
on vessels, particularly in relation to the ability of
children — or minors, people under 16 — to be in
charge of a jet ski. I will talk about some of these a bit
later in my contribution. I note that the bill was debated
in the lower house in March this year, so quite a long
time ago, and has been sitting on the notice paper for a
very long time.
In detail, part 2 of the bill makes amendments to the
Marine Safety Act 2010, part 3 makes amendments to
the Marine (Drug, Alcohol and Pollution Control) Act
1988, part 4 makes amendments to the Port
Management Act 1995 and there is an amendment to
the Road Safety Act 1986, which is consequential to the
changes included in part 2 specified in part 5.
Clauses 7 and 9 of the bill extend the safety duties that
currently apply to commercial ports management
bodies and the managers of local ports to enable
Transport Safety Victoria (TSV) to more effectively
oversee safety risk management in local ports. It is
interesting that in 2016 the Victorian Auditor-General’s
Office did a follow-up on recreational maritime safety.
Just reading from the Auditor-General’s comments on
that bill, in fact it was the acting Auditor-General at the
time, Dr Peter Frost, who made the comment that this
report was one of three follow-up audits that he would
table in the years 2015–16 — this report was tabled in
June 2016 — to provide Parliament and the community
with information about the improvements that
Transport Safety Victoria and the Department of
Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources have or have not made in relation to the
audit recommendations in 2014 in Recreational Marine
Safety. That audit found:
… that the state’s regulatory framework was not being
effectively or efficiently implemented. Shortcomings
included the absence of arrangements within TSV for
assuring the effectiveness of its regulatory approach as well as
the competence and ongoing suitability of waterway
managers. In addition longstanding waterway rules were not
fit for purpose and did not support the efficient management
of safety risks. The audit made 14 recommendations to
improve recreational maritime safety.
… As Victoria’s transport safety regulator, TSV must ensure
that designated waterway managers are meeting their

Friday, 20 October 2017

legislative obligations in helping to maintain public
confidence in the marine safety system.

The Auditor-General found that:
In spite of this responsibility, TSV has no explicit function
under the maritime safety act 2010 to oversee waterway
managers. The safety director is reliant on the cooperation
and capability of waterway managers in taking action on
identified deficiencies. This limits the action TSV is able to
take and this situation needs to be addressed.

This was back in 2014.
In January 2016 the department commenced a review of the
governance of waterways in Victoria. This creates an
opportunity to critically examine the legislative framework
and address fundamental deficiencies in the regulatory
scheme that were identified in our 2014 audit …

and which at the time of this report in June 2016 still
remained unresolved.
Despite the commitment of the department and TSV
given to the Auditor-General to action the
recommendations made in 2014, the Auditor-General
found in 2016 that progress had been slow and both
agencies needed to continue to drive and closely
monitor actions taken and planned to ensure their
intended impact on improving recreational maritime
safety in Victoria is achieved.
Some of the issues identified by the Auditor-General
are being addressed in this bill. As I said, clauses 7 and
9 extend the safety duties that currently apply to
commercial ports to the managers of local ports to
effectively oversee safety risk management in local
ports. Clause 8 of the bill applies to the safety duties of
managers that hold events wholly or partly on state
waters. I note that that particular clause as it was
originally written in the bill has invited quite a lot of
public comment about the duties imposed on the
managers or coordinators of water-related events such
as boating races and swimming carnivals et cetera held
on Victorian waters. Certainly the original wording of
that clause was quite vague as to who the duty holders
were and what their actual duties were as the person or
persons managing an event on Victorian waterways.
Overnight I received a set of amendments from the
government, which I have had the opportunity to look
through, and we will spend some time on this in
committee, I presume. They do look to me to have
significantly improved clause 8 because, as I have said,
it is quite vague as to, firstly, who was meant to be the
duty holder, and what they are required to do. For
example, part of the wording is ‘ensure … that rescue
services and first aid … services are available to
participants’.
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Of course if you are in charge of a boating activity such
as a kayaking activity or a boat race, particularly if that
involves young people, or if you are organising a
swimming carnival or swimming event in open waters,
then definitely you need to have first aid and rescue
services available. But all the clause says is ‘ensure …
that rescue services and first aid … services are
available to participants’. It is an extremely broad
provision that is originally in the bill, leaving those
people who may be held liable if something had gone
wrong with not much guidance as to what they are
actually meant to be doing.
Mr Bourman — Which is never a good thing.
Ms PENNICUIK — Never a good thing, no. Thank
you, Mr Bourman. Just the words used, ‘Safety duties
of persons who manage boating activity events’, are
also very broad. I note that the new provisions that the
government is wishing to insert in the bill by way of the
amendments circulated last night talk about duty
holders and duty holder as defined under the WorkSafe
act, for example. That narrows it down to the person
who actually holds the duty and excludes people who
are employees of the person who holds the duty and
people who are volunteers. The first iteration did not do
that, so it was unclear as to whether if you were a
volunteer organising a swimming activity you were
going to be held liable under the act. It is good to see
that the government has moved in relation to clause 8
and completely rewritten that clause.
There are a number of other amendments to the bill that
the government has circulated. One is with regard to the
definitions of vessels to which duties would apply for
piloting of vessels, as I understand it, on my first
reading of that amendment. Again, no doubt we will
spend some time in committee on that.
Clause 11 of the bill makes an amendment that
prohibits persons less than 16 years of age from having
their licences endorsed so that they are not able to
operate a jet ski without supervision. That is a welcome
development. Certainly as a person who represents the
Southern Metropolitan Region that includes suburbs
that are adjacent to the bay, I know that some of those
areas in my electorate are designated jet ski areas, and
this has been a longstanding problem. I think if we were
to do a survey of the population of Victoria we would
find that a vast majority of Victorians hate jet skis and
hate them being on the bay during the summer months
when people are trying to enjoy themselves there and
swim and enjoy the waterways with their children. I am
one of those people. I love to go to the beach. I love to
swim in the bay. If you are down in the Brighton area,
for example, where there is a designated jet ski area,
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you can be down there for hours and all you will hear
all day are jet skis at full volume.
Mr Young — How dare they?
Ms PENNICUIK — I will pick up Mr Young’s
interjection, ‘How dare they?’. Mr Young is always in
favour of minority rights, which is a good thing — we
are all in favour of minority rights — but he is in favour
of the minority of Victorians who like to shoot our
native waterbirds, and now he seems to be in favour of
the minority of Victorians who like to spoil the amenity
and ambience for the majority of Victorians who are
trying to enjoy some peace and quiet at the beach where
they can hardly hear themselves talk over the sound of
the jet skis going up and down endlessly, all day.
But back to the provision. The fact that hitherto
someone as young as 12 has been able to be in charge
of a jet ski unsupervised is unbelievable. Jet skis are
very powerful water vessels, and they are very
dangerous if operated at speed. To think that up until
when this bill comes into force children between the
ages of 12 and 16 have been allowed to be in charge of
a jet ski unsupervised is unbelieve. Of course we all
know that people have been injured and killed by the
operation of jet skis. The injury rate of children
between the ages of 12 and 16 is particularly high, and
not only do they injure themselves but they injure other
people as well. Personally I think no-one who is under
18 years should be in charge of a jet ski. I do not know
why the age of 16 has been chosen, but certainly it is
better than 12. With this provision, anyone under the
age of 16 will have to be supervised by an adult if they
are going to be on a jet ski, and that is a good thing.
I have to say that, for example, in one of these
designated areas in my electorate, in order to actually
go out into the designated area, the jet ski operator is
meant to be going — I could not quote you the exact
rate of knots, but it is supposed to be a very low rate of
knots — let us say very slowly. Can I say if you take an
hour of time out of your day to stand next to that
designated area and check how many of them are going
out slowly, I think you would find there are not many.
They are all racing out and racing back in again, and
there are very rarely any compliance officers there to
deal with that issue. It is an issue that causes danger to
members of the public who are in those areas.
If I had my personal way, there would not be any jet
skis except for use by lifesavers. They are certainly a
great tool for that because they can get out very fast and
the lifesavers can pull up a swimmer who could be in
trouble in the water. I think they are fantastic for that.
But in terms of the small minority of people spoiling
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the amenity of our waterways for everybody else by
zooming up and down endlessly at a great rate of knots
and very loudly, I am not in favour of that. It is good to
see some action taken on the control of jet skis by
young people.
Clauses 14 and 15 make some amendments to ensure
that TSV has the authority to act when needed. I am
presuming that some of these amendments go to the
issues that were raised by the Auditor-General as to
some of the gaps that were in the law allowing TSV to
act in certain instances.
The issue with regard to abandoned vessels I found
quite interesting, because it appeared to me quite
strange that up until now there were gaps in the ability,
particularly in local ports, to deal with abandoned
vessels. Of course abandoned vessels can be a health
and safety hazard as well, especially if they are floating
around untethered or if they are upturned in a
waterway, and they create a hazard to other boating
vessels. I was surprised to know that was in fact the
case and that it has to be ameliorated by this legislation.
So it is good to see that happening.
Also, I presume by following the licence number of a
vessel, the particular port authority that has to deal with
the removal and disposal of abandoned vessels is able
to track down the owner of a vessel and recover the
costs incurred to remove and dispose of that vessel. Just
looking through this legislation, there have been quite a
few surprises for me in terms of things that previously
could not actually be done under the Marine Safety Act,
and some of the amendments in this legislation go
towards fixing that.
Clauses 24 and 25 of the bill include amendments that
enable Transport Safety Victoria to impose conditions
on pilot licences relating to competency and medical
fitness and to ensure that the competency and medical
fitness of pilots are tested periodically. I noticed that
amongst the amendments circulated last night there are
some that go towards that issue: making sure that a pilot
provided to an owner of a vessel is not impaired by
fatigue, alcohol or other drugs; that the pilot is
medically fit and able to carry out the activity for which
that pilot has been provided and is qualified and
competent to carry out that activity; and also, so far as
reasonably practicable, that such information,
instruction, training or supervision is provided to a pilot
provided by the person to an owner of a vessel as is
necessary to enable the pilot to carry out an activity
mentioned in the definition of marine safety work.
I know my colleague Ms Hartland will have some
remarks to make about this issue because it is
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something she has had a lot to do with over the years,
but if I could make some general remarks, pilots that
board vessels, in particular those that are coming in
through Port Phillip Heads, perform a very important
function. They are very essential to marine safety in
getting vessels in and out of the port of Melbourne but
also in other ports where there can be hazardous
conditions that may arise from time to time due to
weather conditions, wind changes, swell et cetera that
can alter the local conditions.
I would like to take this opportunity to go back to an
issue I pursued in this Parliament for some years, and
that is the issue of the channel deepening of Port Phillip
Bay, which occurred some eight years ago now and
which I was an opponent of. Many scientists and others
who are very familiar with the geography of Port
Phillip Bay, with the bathymetry of Port Phillip Bay
and with the hazards and the particular characteristics
of Port Phillip Heads warned against the channel
deepening project. There were two main aspects to it.
There was the issue of the effects on Port Phillip Bay,
which I will talk about in a moment, and there was the
issue of the government of the day, which of course
was the Brumby government, asserting that we just had
to have channel deepening to allow the bigger ships —
Panamax ships et cetera — to enter Port Phillip Bay. As
far as I know, not one of those ships has ever entered
the bay or come near Port Phillip Bay, and there are a
lot of reasons for that.
At the time I pointed out that if people were paying
attention to the shipping news and the missives put out
by the major shipping companies, they would know
that that was never going to happen. They had no
intention of ever coming down to Melbourne with those
large ships. Firstly, for economic reasons they were
never going to do it. They have not done it in the eight
years since channel deepening occurred. None of those
ships has ever come down here. None of them has ever
come into the bay, and another of the reasons they
cannot is because of the geography of the bay. We are
talking about a very shallow bay, and the channels have
to be maintained by constant dredging. I can remember
saying at the time to Mr Jennings, ‘What keeps me
awake at night is what’s going to happen once you
remove 5 metres of rock from Port Phillip Heads’,
because all the scientists said that is a very dangerous
thing to do. Once you take it away, you cannot put it
back. What they said was the main problems will be felt
in the south of the bay because of the way the water
moves in the bay. It moves in and out of the south of
the bay, and it swells around in the south of the bay. It
does not necessarily go up to the north where the actual
port of Melbourne is or around the suburbs that
surround the entrance of the Yarra River and the
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Maribyrnong River to Port Phillip Bay, but most of the
effects will be felt in the south of the bay, and that is
exactly what has happened.

reason why they do not come down. They are never
going to come. They do not come; they are never
coming.

We have completely lost Portsea beach. That has been
washed away by ocean swell that comes into that bay
every single day. It has never happened before. It has
never happened in the history of Port Phillip Bay that
ocean swell would be coming in. Again if you want to
take an hour of your time to head down to Portsea and
stand on the pier — if you can, if it is not being washed
over with water — you will see this swell coming in
and washing onto the now disappeared beach that is
being propped up with sandbags. There is now water
reaching the actual land of that area and in other places
along the south of the bay as well. Only last year I was
walking along the areas around Mount Martha et cetera,
and you can see massive erosion happening on those
beaches and all of the beaches along the south of the
bay. This is going to continue on forever. It is never
going to stop because the 5 metres is gone, the swell is
coming in and the erosion will keep happening. In some
areas it is going to really start impacting on the
infrastructure along those beaches. Irreparable damage
has been done. Millions of dollars were spent and all
for no point whatsoever.

So we have just done irreparable damage to our bay.
Scientists warned against it, but there it is. Not to
mention that we have also still got the toxic dump in
between Mordialloc and the western suburbs for the
millions of tonnes of toxic sludge that were dug up
from the Yarra River — Ms Hartland might want to
talk about this; she has got a long history with this
issue — alongside Coode Island et cetera, where even
some nuclear or radioactive waste was buried in the
sludge. That was all dug up and buried in the bay under
layers of sand. I tried to stop that with a bill in this
Parliament to prevent the dumping of toxic waste in our
Port Phillip Bay by the government of the day, the
Brumby government, against the provisions of the
Environment Protection Act 1970.

But there is a point to this in relation to the bill, and that
is about pilots. It was the pilots that were piloting the
ships in and out of Port Phillip Heads at the time who
also warned against it, saying it would make the access
and egress to Port Phillip Heads more dangerous, and
that is what has occurred. I do not do it so much now,
but I did watch the missives from the port of Melbourne
and the notices to mariners. For all my sins I would
look at the notice to mariners and I would read the port
of Melbourne’s notice to mariners: ‘Please do not try to
enter Port Phillip Bay in the next 8 hours’. So we have
now got ships lined up outside in Bass Strait and we
have got ships lined up inside Port Phillip Bay waiting
for tides and weather conditions to change to a suitable
time when the pilot can get on and get them out safely
or get them in safely because Port Phillip Heads is so
much more dangerous than it ever was.
The other issue with the larger ships is that they are of
course not only longer but wider and deeper, and the
reason they do not come in is that if a mistake is made
on entering through the narrow channel — it is not very
wide — and all of a sudden there is a change in the
weather, which anyone who is familiar with Port Phillip
Heads would know can happen pretty quickly, and one
of those ships actually turns around, it will find itself
embanked on the very shallow areas that are adjacent to
the shipping channel and will have a major incident
there. That is why they do not come down. It is another

Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Ms PENNICUIK — We were like that! That is the
history of port and marine safety in Port Phillip Bay.
Perhaps some people new to the chamber might not
have been aware of that and how we have arrived at the
situation of the shoreline on the south of the bay, not
only on the Portsea-Mount Martha side but also on the
other side of the bay, where parts of the landscape
along there are only inches above sea level, so water is
now coming up at high tide and running across the
roads. It is all down to the Brumby government and its
terrible channel deepening project. It was a terrible
waste of taxpayers money.
Mr Dalidakis — Were there any environmental
outcomes that you were unhappy with?
Ms PENNICUIK — They were the ones that I have
just been talking about — through you, Acting
President. There were terrible environmental outcomes
with regard to Port Phillip Bay.
There is a little bit of joviality happening, but this is the
seriousness of having a toxic dump in the middle of our
bay, which is surrounded by suburbs with people using
the bay all the time. As far as I know, the Brumby
government put in place an organisation called the
environmental monitor, which did not do too much
monitoring and then was disbanded. As far as I know,
there is now no monitoring of the toxic dump in the
middle of the bay. The government has basically
thrown up its hands as to what to do with the ongoing
erosion down in the south of the bay and has also
refused to acknowledge that this had anything to do
with channel deepening, even though it happened just
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after channel deepening. It had never happened before
channel deepening and it has been happening ever
since. The government tried to deny there was any link
between the two, but of course they were directly
linked and it was subsequently demonstrated by the
CSIRO, which did a study into it, that the channel
deepening was responsible for the damage to the south
of the bay. In terms of pilots who help ships navigate in
and out of Port Phillip Heads, their job has been made
much more difficult by the channel deepening.
I would not like to let this opportunity go without going
back to one of the local ports, which is a Gippsland
port. Another issue that I fought quite strongly over in
this place was the Bastian Point boat ramp, which was
put in to make a ‘safe’ boat harbour and which the
independent panel at the time strongly advised against
because the conditions at Bastian Point near Mallacoota
mean it could never be made into a safe boat harbour.
And that is exactly what has come to pass. It has come
to pass that very rarely can anyone safely get in and out
of that area because of the conditions. In the process of
putting in the boat ramp there, a beautiful beach was
destroyed and completely changed forever and no safe
boat harbour actually eventuated, as predicted by the
independent panel that looked closely into it. But that
was overridden by the minister. As I said, it is good that
this bill is looking at making it easier for local ports to
deal with safety issues in their areas.
Getting back to the issue of clause 8, which is in regard
to —
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Ms PENNICUIK — Through the Chair! I was of
course giving a wider context to the issue of the
challenges that face our pilots who need to safely get
container ships in and out of the port of Melbourne.
I go back to clause 8 because it is the one that has
attracted the most public comment. I mentioned before
the amendments to clause 8 that were circulated by the
government last night. As I said, I was very glad to see
them because I thought, ‘Well, I’m going to have to
spend quite a lot of time in committee on clause 8 and
find out from the government how they are going to
actually implement this particular clause’, which was so
wide and vague and unspecific in imposing duties and
liabilities on organisers of boating activities. As the
clause still says, an example of a boating activity event
could be a boat race — of course that could be a boat
race involving kayaks or sailboats, which happen on the
bay on a daily basis — water sports competitions or
exhibitions or open water swimming races. It includes
filming or promotional events, so I would be interested
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to know what filming and promotional events might
actually be covered by this. It could mean filming part
of a film or a TV show, for example, that involves boats
on the water; it could be that.
I noticed that in the amendments circulated by the
government the insertion into the new clause of the
phrase ‘so far as is reasonably practicable’. That is a
phrase I know well from the occupational health and
safety legislation. I know it very well from legislation
around the country that the duties imposed on
employers to provide a safe workplace are ‘so far as is
reasonably practicable’. Of course when incidents occur
in a workplace, be they death or serious injury, that end
up going to court where there is a prosecution by
WorkSafe of an employer, that phrase there can come
to be quite —
Mr Dalidakis — Challenging.
Ms PENNICUIK — Well, it could be the fulcrum
of the debate — what was reasonably practicable for
the employer to do. It is a phrase that is inherent in the
occupational health and safety legislation around the
country, and one would have to say it was put in there
at the behest of employers because they did not want a
strict liability for occupational health and safety; they
wanted to be able to say, ‘Well, we did what was
reasonably practicable to do’, so that is throughout all
the occupational health and safety legislation and it is
now creeping into the marine safety legislation as well.
However, in terms of what I was saying before, the
original clause was so open-ended and vague that it
would have been difficult for anybody to know what
they were meant to comply with unless there were very
explicit regulations. But you cannot always overcome
the faults of vaguely written legislation by trying to
compensate with specific regulations. The regulations
are always better if they follow on from good
legislation in the first place and are not there trying to
overcome legislation which could be better written. I
think clause 8 is better written, but certainly we will
have some questions about that when we get into the
committee stage and the government moves those
amendments. As I say, I will go back to the issue of the
age of children on jet skis as well during the committee
stage, but generally, particularly with the newly
rewritten clause 8, the Greens will not be opposing this
bill.
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) (10:59) — This is
an important bill that deals with safety on our
waterways and also with a number of important
regulatory matters relating to the port and other aspects
of the use of our various harbours and ports. In relation
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to safety in the use of jet skis, I want to make a couple
of opening observations. My electorate includes the
Mornington Peninsula and of course many other areas
in which jet skis and other recreational water vehicles
are used. Indeed it has been reported in the press that
there are over 230 000 people with a licence to operate
a jet ski in Victoria, which is more than in Queensland
or New South Wales. This is a very significant number,
and this shows the degree of interest —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr MULINO — Indeed, without taking up the
interjection, I have confirmation from elsewhere in the
chamber that there are some within the chamber at the
moment who have one. This is a significant number,
and indeed it has also been reported that that number is
increasing. One only need visit many parts of the
peninsula, for example, to see the number of vehicles
on the water.
This is an activity that people are enjoying — it is an
activity that many people are enjoying — and it is an
activity that is growing. But as previous speakers have
indicated, it is an activity that is in a lot of ways
deceptively dangerous. It is an activity that has caused
serious injuries and indeed death in this state and in
other states, and as speakers on this side have said, we
are not trying to be the party poopers — we support
people’s rights to undertake this activity — but when an
activity has certain inherent dangers, the regulation of
that activity is a matter of considerable public
importance.
There are a number of aspects of the use of jet skis that
warrant policy consideration. Noise pollution, for
example, is clearly a matter that many people have
raised in a number of contexts, and that is a serious
matter, but of course it is in my opinion the far more
serious matter of the potential use of jet skis in
swimming areas that is a significant matter, and then of
course you couple that with the fact that a number of
minors are now using jet skis.
This in many ways reminds me of a regulatory issue
that I grappled with in a previous life, and that was
quad bikes. Quad bikes are a vehicle that many people
consider semi-recreational. They are of course used in
many regional settings for work, but they are also used
in some settings as a semi-recreational vehicle. They
are used by many minors in many situations. Quad
bikes, as many people in the chamber would know, are
a cause of a large number of serious injuries and indeed
a large number of deaths in this country. For too long
the regulation of the safe use of quad bikes was not
prioritised. It is relevant, I think, in that with jet skis we
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again have a vehicle that can be much more dangerous
than people would imagine at first blush. As I said, we
have had deaths in this state and of course other
jurisdictions as well. The safety and the use of these
vehicles is very important.
Currently minors aged between 12 and 16 years that
hold restricted licences are able to have those licences
endorsed so that they can operate jet skis. The available
evidence indicates that a disproportionate number of
minors are being injured on jet skis when compared
with the injury rates across the population as a whole.
This should not be surprising. The judgement of minors
in a number of respects is not fully developed — we
know this in many, many contexts — so it is highly
appropriate that there be stronger regulation when it
comes to the use by minors of vehicles such as this.
This bill makes an amendment that prohibits persons
less than 16 years of age from having their licences
endorsed so that they are not able to operate a jet ski
without supervision. Supervised operation of a jet ski is
still possible so that they will continue to be able to
enjoy jet ski operation, but this is going to fill a
significant gap in the regulatory framework when it
comes to minors, and that is a very significant change.
The Marine Safety Act 2010 imposes duties on a range
of different parties to identify risks and implement
measures that minimise safety risks as far as is
practicable. This bill will address the gaps in safety
duties and safety requirements that have been identified
as a consequence of incidents on state waters in recent
years. The bill applies the safety duties to managers of
events held wholly or partly on state waters. This is a
gap in an area of the regulatory framework in relation to
events that are held wholly or partly on state waters that
this bill will strengthen. The bill also ensures that
pilotage service providers have clear and unambiguous
safety duties, irrespective of the type of duty under
pilotage.
The bill also makes a number of other minor and
technical, but nonetheless important, changes. The
Victorian Ports Corporation already has powers to deal
with abandoned items left on port land or in port
waters, but this bill contains a number of amendments
that will ensure that all other port and waterway
managers have the power to relocate, seize and dispose
of abandoned vessels and things. The capacity of
Transport Safety Victoria (TSV) to make waterway
rules is currently limited in a number of ways. A
number of these limitations are unnecessary, and they
impede TSV in taking timely action to manage a
number of identified safety risks. This bill will remove
a number of those unnecessary impediments. Finally,
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the bill will implement a number of changes to
legislation in the ports portfolio that are consequential
to other reforms already approved by the Parliament.
I might just say that as a side point I was on the select
committee that examined the lease of the port. That was
clearly a very important commercial transaction for this
state that generated significant revenue, which has been
deployed to much-needed infrastructure across the
state. But what it did highlight, and this was something
that came out in the report arising from that select
committee, is that the regulation of our port is
absolutely critical. The economic regulation of the port
was something that was a real focus of that select
committee, but of course it is vitally important to
strengthen the regulation of all aspects of the port,
whether it is pilotage, whether it is safety or whether it
is the way in which the ports corporation can deal with
abandoned things left on port land or in port waters.
This is an extremely important area, and this chamber
spent a great deal of time considering that transaction.
We debated a lot of aspects of that particular
transaction, but one thing that came out that I think
everybody in this place would agree with is that the
regulatory arrangements surrounding the port, the
powers of the Victorian Ports Corporation and the
powers of Transport Safety Victoria are vitally
important to the use of our waterways and to one of our
great economic gateways.
I want to touch on a couple of the particular aspects of
the item that I opened with, which is the prohibition of
unsupervised operation of personal watercraft (PWC)
by minors. As I said, I see this as a first-order safety
issue. People between the ages of 12 and 16 years
should be able to enjoy the use of personal watercraft,
but the safety risks are so great for people who do not
have experience and who do not have potentially
well-developed judgement that it is important that we
have appropriately strong regulation of their use.
I want to spell out a couple of the specifics, and in
particular that licence-holders may not operate at a
speed greater than 10 knots, they may not operate
between sunset and sunrise and they may not tow
persons on other vehicles if aged between 12 and
16 years. Again, if we think about this in the context of
using other vehicles, it is quite common for us to
impose restrictions on the way in which people can use
motor vehicles if they do not have sufficient
experience. The risk of accidents causing injury — and
potentially worse — to others is sufficient that the
imposition of some restrictions is appropriate. In this
case the restrictions of speed and when a minor can
operate and whether or not they can tow are all
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proportionate and reasonable restrictions on their
operation of such vehicles.
People using personal watercraft generally do so — I
should not say ‘generally’ but often do so — with the
intention of operating at speeds in excess of 10 knots. It
is important that there be speed restrictions appropriate
to a person’s experience and capacity, given the
damage that these craft can cause, particularly to
swimmers, people who may not be easily visible to the
operator of the craft, people who are of course
unprotected if they are just swimming recreationally in
the water.
I think it is important to note that hospital admissions
and emergency presentation data for the period
2007–08 to 2014–15 indicate that a disproportionate
number of people between 12 and 16 are being injured
on these craft when compared with the rate of injury in
other groups. Of course that probably does not surprise,
but it is important when changing regulation of this
nature to back it up, to justify it with data, and this has
been developed on the back of data and is informed by
that data.
Minors with an endorsement for operating a PWC are
approximately seven times more at risk of sustaining an
injury in all age groups, and importantly more than
three times more at risk than young adults aged
between 17 and 25 years of age. I do not have the data
in front of me, but I would not be surprised if we saw
something similar with cars and with quad bikes.
Indeed in the case of cars we do have restrictions
imposed based upon age and upon experience. I think
that is an important point to make — that these
restrictions are proportionate, they are reasonable and
they are justified on the basis of the impact on the
broader society, on swimmers and on other members of
the community that could potentially be at risk.
Importantly, consultation has been undertaken, and it
has confirmed broad support for making the change.
The Minister for Ports is proposing to proceed with a
broader package of compliance monitoring and
enforcement measures. That for me is one of the key
provisions of this bill.
I also want to flag some of the specifics of this bill in
relation to addressing gaps in safety duties. The Marine
Safety Act 2010 places a duty on port management
bodies — so the managers of commercial ports at
Melbourne, Geelong, Hastings and Portland — to
ensure the safety of marine safety infrastructure
operations carried out by or supplied to them. This is to
put beyond doubt the OH&S duty of care owed by port
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management bodies, and it enables TSV to monitor and
enforce compliance.
Clause 7 of this bill extends marine safety duties to
local port managers to provide TSV with the authority
to regulate and ensure consistency in safety standards
that are applied to all Victorian port waters, and
clause 9 makes a number of consequential but
important changes. So this is an important bill. As I
said, it deals with personal watercraft but also a number
of port arrangements, and I commend it to the house.
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (11:14) — The changing of the guard has
occurred. It is something that is usually ascribed to
London or indeed outside the Parliament in Athens. We
have had it here with Mr Ramsay taking the acting
presidency. Acting President Ramsay, what I would
like to do just before I take the opportunity to sum up is
ask that the amendments the government will move be
distributed at this stage.
Government amendments circulated by
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) pursuant to standing orders.
Mr DALIDAKIS — The bill before us, the Ports
and Marine Legislation Amendment Bill 2017, is of
course a bill that facilitates improvements in safety by
addressing gaps in the scope and coverage of safety
duties under the Marine Safety Act 2010. Indeed we
have had a wide range of contributions before this place
over the last period of time. Those contributions have
been at times very broad, by Ms Pennicuik, to far more
focused, by my colleague Dr Mulino, but at all times
those contributions have been in good faith. There has
been a positive, good spirit in this place in relation to
the legislation that is before us.
I was talking a little bit about what the legislation
before us is attempting to do. Another objective of the
legislation is looking to enable more efficient and
effective management of state waters by amending the
waterway rule, making powers and providing powers to
local ports and waterway managers to deal with
abandoned vessels. That is very different from what we
have been experiencing recently with oBikes, when we
have found them in our waterways too. Fortunately the
City of Melbourne has seen fit to deal with that
problem, and of course that is outside the remit of the
legislation before us.
Ms Dunn — Not known as watercraft.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I will take up that interjection.
They are not known as watercraft, oBikes. They have a
distinctly different attempt in terms of getting people
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from one place to another. It has been something that
we have had to deal with, and fortunately the City of
Melbourne has.
We are also looking to reduce public safety risk by
making specific changes to licensing requirements for
pilots and masters of recreational vessels aged between
12 and 16 years of age. These are all so far very
important changes. These are changes that some people
outside this place may think are common sense, and
indeed they would be right in that thought.
We also support more effective cross-portfolio
enforcement and look to try and facilitate cost savings.
Acting President Ramsay, I know that you very
strongly agree with trying to achieve cost savings
wherever we can to try and reduce the punitive impact
of costs on people within the community, so I know
that you in particular would strongly support removing
the unnecessary limitations on licensing, making it
cheaper and more accessible and indeed improving
registration information for enforcement for our
authorities.
We only have a limited number of members of the
opposition in the chamber at this time, but I know —
Mr O’Donohue — And two members of the
government, I might add.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Yes, but two wonderful
members of the government, Mr O’Donohue.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! Through the Chair.
Mr DALIDAKIS — What I was wanting to say
was that in fact I am sure that they support the reduction
in red tape that this bill is attempting to deliver and
provide benefit from. The bill provides for a reduction
of red tape and enables cost savings to be achieved by
making some minor and at times technical and
miscellaneous amendments through this legislation.
Again, I think the reduction of red tape is a policy
pursuit that we should all be very favourably disposed
to. To try and make life and regulatory processes easier
and to reduce the cost burden is, as I was saying just
moments ago, something that we should always attempt
to do.
Obviously we have a number of amendments that I
have now provided to the chamber and that the
government will move through the course of the
committee stage of the bill. What you will see is what I
believe are again commonsense amendments that will
further enshrine the integrity of this bill in this place
and in the community, of course, which the legislation
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is ultimately looking to work with. Of course it is not
just the community today that this legislation is looking
to make changes for but generations to come, and so we
need to make sure that we get it right. We believe that
these amendments strike the right balance in getting it
right, in making sure that this bill is workable for
generations to come.
Can I just at this point praise — and I do use that word
very deliberately — my ministerial colleague the
Minister for Ports in the other place, the Honourable
Luke Donnellan. I believe that the minister has
undertaken his work in relation to this legislation with
the dedication and verve that you would associate with
somebody that is completely across his portfolio and
somebody that understands the needs of the waterways
and of our stakeholders, the need to reduce red tape and
the need to reduce the cost burden. I believe, knowing
Mr Donnellan as I do, that these are all fine attributes
that I am very confident that I can ascribe to him in
Hansard so that future generations can see the depth of
professional affection that I have for the work that he
has done in this portfolio. Of course the Honourable
Luke Donnellan is a colourful character and he is
someone that I enjoy spending a lot of time with, but I
think what we can see here is another side to him —
one that is dedicated to the pursuit of good public
policy and one that has attempted, even at times in the
most minimalist of ways, to try and find that right
balance between cost burden on our community and
cost savings.
The reduction in red tape also is one that I follow very,
very closely. Of course, as many members in this
chamber would be aware, the reduction of red tape is
indeed a pursuit of this government. The Treasurer has
made it a priority and asked me when I was the
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade to
look at red tape reduction for small businesses very
specifically. Can I say that this legislation and the red
tape that it is looking at will have a positive impact on
some small businesses as well. So whilst I do not have
carriage of this legislative process ordinarily, it is still
something that I very strongly support, along with the
policy pursuit that the Honourable Luke Donnellan has
ensured that we debate in this place.
We will get to these amendments very soon. As I have
got a few more minutes of summing up before we
move into the committee stage, what I would like to do
is take you through some of the details of the legislation
that we have before us. I have of course talked a little
bit about the objectives — objectives that I believe
everybody in this house aspires to achieve in all of the
policy before us.
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In terms of the detail, of course the bill does indeed
make amendments to the Marine Safety Act 2010.
What it does is look to apply safety duties to local port
managers and to persons who manage boating activity
events. It looks to extend the safety duties that apply to
pilotage service providers so that duties apply
irrespective of the type of vessel pilotage services are
provided to.
We are looking to remove the ability for minors
between the ages of 12 and 16 to apply for a personal
watercraft endorsement on their marine licence. What
we refer to as a personal watercraft is of course a jet ski.
We have of course seen tragedy befall a range of
people, including, sadly, some deaths as a result of
misadventures on our waterways by jet skis. We think
this is an important amendment to try and provide a
degree of regulatory oversight to ensure that those
people that have carriage of such water vehicles, for
want of a better term, understand that there is a huge
responsibility that comes with the use of such
watercraft and appreciate that life is at times very
fragile. If you do not undertake the right activities, then
you can suffer very tragic outcomes and events from
those misadventures.
There are other details of the proposal that I would like
to take you through in the remaining few minutes that I
have to sum up this legislation. We are looking to make
the dangerous operation of a vessel offence apply in
circumstances where the vessel is either at anchor or
made fast to the shore so that it is consistent with the
offence of culpable driving under the Crimes Act 1958.
I think this is a very sensible amendment, and one that
so far speakers on all sides of the chamber have seen fit
to endorse.
We are also looking to permit waterway managers to
relocate, seize and dispose of things abandoned on
waterways under their control and recover all
associated costs of relocating, seizing and disposing of
abandoned things. I think those oBikes that we were
talking about may actually well be covered under this
provision, even though, as I said, the City of Melbourne
has moved very promptly to assist us in the removal of
these abandoned bikes in our waterways.
We are looking to provide for the maintenance of the
knowledge, skills and medical fitness of ship pilots. As
I said and as I have spent some time on — and, Acting
President, I do appreciate the leeway you have provided
me in focusing on the red tape reduction — we are
indeed reducing red tape. We are enabling
administrative cost savings. Acting President Ramsay, I
know that you like to reduce the cost burden, the
regulatory burden, associated with legislation across a
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multitude of portfolios, so it is very pleasing while you
are in the chair, Acting President, to be able to note that
cost reduction, that regulatory burden reduction and the
red tape reduction at the same time to enable
administrative cost savings. The bill makes other minor
and technical amendments as well.
This bill beyond that allows amendments to the Marine
(Drug, Alcohol and Pollution Control) Act 1988 — this
is also important, Acting President, and I know you will
be a strong supporter of this — to permit approved
health professionals to take blood samples, to make
provision for criminal liability of officers of bodies
corporate for contraventions of certain specific offences
under the act and of course to make some other minor
and technical amendments. Whilst those other minor
and technical amendments are not necessarily what get
you up in the morning, Acting President, or indeed get
all of us up in the morning, distributing that cost burden
is something that no doubt drives us all in this place, as
well as making our waterways much safer. We all want
to be able to get home to our families safely,
irrespective of the sporting and recreational pursuits
that we undertake, whether in fact it be duck shooting
that our colleagues from the Shooters, Fishers and
Farmers Party undertake or whether it be waterway
activities that the Shooters, Fishers and Farmers
Party —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
And the Sex Party.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I am going to leave that one
alone, Acting President. I thank you for that
interjection, but alas that is a step too far for even me.
But again, to have people be able to get home following
their pursuit of recreational activities is very important.
There are two more things that I just want to note. The
bill makes amendments to the Port Management Act of
1995 to permit port managers to relocate, seize and
dispose of things abandoned at ports and recover all
associated costs. Finally, the bill makes an amendment
to the Road Safety Act 1986 that is consequential to the
new information disclosure provisions in the Marine
Safety Act 2010.
With that, I think it is important that I commend this
bill to the house so we can proceed to the committee
stage of this piece of great legislation by my colleague
the Honourable Luke Donnellan, the Minister for Ports
in the other place.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Thank you Mr Dalidakis, for that very expansive
summing up and quite lengthy explanation of the
amendments as proposed by Ms Pulford. I am sure she
would be very proud of your diligence in giving us
quite an expansive insight into those committee
amendments.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1 agreed to.
Clause 2
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (11:31) — I move:
1.

Clause 2, line 28, omit “1 March” and insert “30 June”.

Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clauses 3 to 7 agreed to.
Clause 8
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(11:32) — The amendments foreshadowed by the
government with regard to clause 8 are a complete
rewriting of that clause, as I mentioned in the
second-reading debate, to narrow it down from the very
broad provision that it was earlier. I have two questions.
Who has been consulted with regard to the changing of
the clauses, or has the government done that off its own
bat? Will there be more specific regulations and
guidelines to support these provisions, because they
have caused quite a deal of consternation in the
community?
Mr DALIDAKIS — I thank Ms Pennicuik for her
questions. I think the questions are absolutely in good
faith, and I think they will elicit a response that I am
confident she will be able to understand and agree with.
Let me deal with the first part of the question, which
was: who was, I guess, effectively consulted in the
course of the progression of this legislation? It is always
worth pointing out that I and my colleagues always
enjoy this part of the legislative process — the ability to
engage with stakeholders — and that is no different for
the Honourable Luke Donnellan, who of course gets
out and about as much as any of my ministerial
colleagues in terms of stakeholder consultation.
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So in terms of the consultation, Ms Pennicuik, let me
tell you that the following entities — the following
organisations — and representatives of the following
constituencies were consulted in relation to the
preparation of the legislation before us. They include
Outdoor Education Victoria; Sailing Australia — which
of course, given their own constituency, consulted with
individual clubs within their own relationships;
Canoeing Victoria; Life Saving Victoria — a wonderful
institution; the Australian Power Boating Association,
Victorian council; Ski Racing Australia; Ski Racing
Victoria; Rowing Victoria; Kiteboarding Victoria; and
Triathlon Victoria. Can I just point out that standing
before you is a fine, fit, physical specimen of a man. I
was involved in triathlons as a younger man. Triathlon
Victoria do an amazing job looking after the sport, and
I pay tribute to them. Others consulted include Scouts
Victoria; Girl Guides Victoria; the Victorian Water Ski
Association; the Boating Industry Association of
Victoria and of course VRFish. A very, very extensive
group of stakeholders were consulted, and I believe that
list is quite exhaustive.
Ms Pennicuik also raised the issue about the
amendment to clause 8. Of course that follows on from
the change of date. It is important to note that when we
proposed that the default commencement date for the
bill be changed from 1 March 2018 to 30 June 2018,
the reason for that was to enable more time to work
with our stakeholder groups to develop codes of
practice for particular types of boating activity events
before the new safety duty under the Marine Safety Act
2010 came into effect. So, as I said, we have had
extensive consultation with stakeholders about the
changes that are being made through this legislation,
but what we are doing through enhanced stakeholder
negotiation and discussion is getting those codes of
practice — I am going to use a term that I believe the
Honourable Luke Donnellan would support — cherry
ripe. I think he would support the use of that term, and I
think that that is a great way of explaining what we are
trying to do.
Of course there are other parts that are required in this,
not just the development of codes of practice. The
proposed change in the default commencement date
also provides additional time to support effective
implementation of the other measures included in this
bill, which is required due to the delay in the
consideration and passage of the bill itself. We are late
in the year — it is late in October as we have this
discussion — and before we know it Christmas will be
upon as, and as we know, people will be looking to take
holidays in January, so we need to extend the date out
to ensure that appropriate and adequate time is available
for supportive and effective implementation.
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The last point that I would like to make is about the
second question Ms Pennicuik raised. Consequential to
the proposed change to the default commencement date
in amendment 1, amendment 5 to clause 53 of the bill
simply changes the date on which the Ports and Marine
Legislation Amendment Act 2017 will be repealed
from 1 March 2019 to 30 June 2019. We believe that
this reflects the usual legislative procedure.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you for the response,
Minister. While I see that the foreshadowed
amendment is certainly better formulated than the
original clause 8 — and I refer to the use of the phrase
‘so far as is reasonably practicable’ in new
section 25A(3)(a), (b) and (c), particularly in terms of
rescue and first aid capabilities or services available to
participants in boating activity events under
subsection 3(c) — that still remains quite broad. The
rescue and first aid services available for perhaps a
kayaking activity close to shore would be different
from those for something being held out in the middle
of the bay or, for example, outside the bay in the open
waters. What sort of guidance is going to be given to
those various organisers of different sized activities
with totally different risks associated with them?
Mr DALIDAKIS — I thank Ms Pennicuik for her
question. It is a good question again, and I think that is
largely because Ms Pennicuik and I are both from the
Southern Metropolitan Region. Good questions and
good answers always come from the Southern
Metropolitan Region, Ms Pennicuik, and I hope that
this answer will be no different.
The question goes to the ability to respond to accidents
predominantly. Of course we hope that there is nothing
further to an accident, because that of course would be
malicious. Part of being able to put together the codes
of practice will allow us to discuss that with
stakeholders — what do they need to do and what do
they need to implement according to whatever event
they are holding? I think you will see that we will be
able to have that discussion with them, and of course
we would be very happy for you to support that
enhanced stakeholder consultation as those codes of
practice are put together to ensure that we strike the
right balance between prescriptions and safety and the
ability to respond when accidents do inevitably occur.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, Minister. I only
have one other question. You are talking about the
codes of practice; however, I was referring to the
Auditor-General’s report of 2016, which did say that
there was a lack of enforcement of some of whatever
already exists. What I am concerned about is that, as the
minister referred to, we actually are coming to the
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information to enable those participants
to participate in the boating activity
event safely;

Christmas season, and the issue is that open water
swimming events, boating activities et cetera will be
occurring prior to this act coming into effect. Will there
be some enhanced enforcement activities by Transport
Safety Victoria on Victorian waterways this coming
summer in the absence of this act actually coming into
effect?
Mr DALIDAKIS — I thank Ms Pennicuik for her
question. What I can say is that as we enter this summer
of course we all want to ensure that safety is not
diminished by the codes of practice being developed
over this period of time. What I can advise you is that
Transport Safety Victoria will continue to work with
event organisers to ensure that adequate safety and the
ability to respond is provided through not just this
summer of course but as our waterways are used
year-round. Whilst those codes of practice are
prescribed, we would want to make sure that Transport
Safety Victoria are having that adequate consultation,
which they already do, and we will try to ensure that
they are mindful of the fact that the codes of practice
are yet to be locked down and yet to be finalised. Until
that time of course Transport Safety Victoria will be
responsible for working with event managers to make
sure that safety is always the paramount responsibility
of event organisers, that they are aware of it and that
they have got an adequate response capability should an
incident or an accident occur as a result of their event.

(b) comply, so far as is reasonably
practicable, with accepted safety
standards or manuals that are specific to
the type of boating activity event being
undertaken;
(c) ensure, so far as is reasonably
practicable, that rescue and first aid
capabilities or services are available to
participants in boating activity events.
(4) For the purposes of this section, a duty holder
manages a boating activity event if that duty
holder organises, facilitates or controls a
boating activity event.
(5) In this section—
boating activity event—
(a) means an event on State waters that
directly or indirectly involves
vessel operations; and
Examples
Boat race, open water swimming
race, water sports competition or
exhibition, filming or promotional
event, school kayak excursion.
(b) does not include—

I move:
2.

(i)

Clause 8, lines 13 to 29, page 6, lines 1 to 29 and page 7,
lines 1 to 8, omit all words and expressions on these
lines and insert—

(ii) groups of people cruising
together in vessels on State
waters in an informal manner;

‘25ADuty of a person who manages a boating
activity event to ensure safety of
participants and other affected persons

duty holder means an employer or
self-employed person (within the
meaning of the Occupational Health
and Safety Act 2004) but does not
include—

(1) A duty holder who manages a boating activity
event must, so far as is reasonably practicable,
ensure the safety of participants in the boating
activity event or persons affected by the
boating activity event.
Penalty:

a pyrotechnic display or show
on State waters; or

(a) an employee (within the meaning
of that Act) of a duty holder who
manages a boating activity event;
or

In the case of a natural person,
1800 penalty units;

(b) a volunteer (within the meaning of
that Act).

In the case of a body corporate,
9000 penalty units.
Note

(2) An offence against subsection (1) is an
indictable offence.
(3) Without limiting subsection (1), a duty holder
contravenes that subsection if the duty holder
fails to do any of the following—
(a) provide, so far as is reasonably
practicable, participants with

This section applies irrespective of whether a duty holder
who manages the boating activity event has applied for or
obtained an exemption or the establishment of an
exclusion zone under Part 5.3.”.’.

Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clause 9 agreed to.
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This was circulated by the government prior to the
committee stage of this bill beginning.

Clause 10
Mr DALIDAKIS — I move:
3.

Clause 10, lines 23 to 31 and page 8, lines 1 to 12, omit
all words and expressions on these lines and insert—
‘(3) For section 29(2) of the Principal Act
substitute—
“(2) Without limiting subsection (1), a person
contravenes that subsection if the person
fails to do any of the following—
(a) ensure, so far as is reasonably
practicable, that a pilot provided by
the person to an owner of a vessel
is not impaired by fatigue, alcohol
or other drug;
(b) ensure, so far as is reasonably
practicable, that a pilot provided by
the person to an owner of a vessel
to carry out an activity mentioned
in paragraph (a) or (b) of the
definition of marine safety work—
(i)

is medically fit and able to
carry out the activity for
which the pilot has been
provided; and

(ii) is qualified and competent to
carry out the activity for
which the pilot has been
provided;
(c) provide, so far as is reasonably
practicable, such information,
instruction, training or supervision
to a pilot provided by the person to
an owner of a vessel as is necessary
to enable the pilot to safely carry
out an activity mentioned in
paragraph (a) or (b) of the
definition of marine safety
work.”.’.

Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clauses 11 to 22 agreed to.
Clause 23

Clause 53
Mr DALIDAKIS — I again thank the house for its
indulgence for allowing the amendments of the
government to be circulated prior to the committee
stage beginning. I move:
5.

Clause 53, line 3, omit “1 March” and insert “30 June”.

Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (11:48) —
The opposition does not oppose these amendments
moved by the government, this tranche of amendments,
but we do note that this bill has been on the notice
paper now for many, many months, but these
amendments were only received last night.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Can I apologise to the house,
can I apologise to Mr O’Donohue, for that delay in
circulating the amendments. It was not done out of any
deliberate mischief on our behalf. Certainly I appreciate
the indulgence of the chamber and the goodwill
displayed by all parties in this place in relation to the
amendments that have been before this place.
Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to.
Reported to house with amendments.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

RENEWABLE ENERGY (JOBS AND
INVESTMENT) BILL 2017
Second reading

Mr DALIDAKIS — As previously explained, I
move:
4.

Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clauses 24 to 52 agreed to.

Clause 23, lines 13 to 16, omit all words and expressions
on these lines and insert—
‘(1) For section 248(2)(c) of the Principal Act
substitute—
“(c) a master of a vessel that is less than
35 metres long.”.’.

Debate resumed from 21 September; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State).
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(11:46) — I wish to speak very briefly today on the
Renewable Energy (Jobs and Investment) Bill 2017 on
behalf of the coalition, and I indicate from the outset
that the coalition will be opposing this bill. The bill
establishes a target of 25 per cent of electricity
generated in Victoria to be generated from renewable
energy sources by 2020 and a target — an unbelievable
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target — of 40 per cent by 2025. Clearly this legislation
has been conceived by someone who has still got their
head well and truly buried in the sand. Secondly, it
requires the minister to report annually to the
Parliament on the progress towards meeting the
renewable energy targets, and thirdly, it requires the
minister to determine the minimum amounts of
generation capacity required to meet the targets under
the bill.
The sands have shifted, however, on the debate,
especially given the closure of Hazelwood and the
impact that that is having on both the energy supply and
cost. For those who still have not caught up with the
shifts in attitudes, they only need to look to South
Australia to appreciate the seriousness of the situation
that we are in. This serious situation that we are in was
reported in an article by Robert Gottliebsen in the
Australian entitled ‘MPs shocked’ — into action — ‘by
energy threat’.
Clearly the exposé of a report by the Australian Energy
Market Operator, which signals a very serious threat to
our energy supply and a shortfall as a result of a
reduction in, I think they call it, dispatchable capacity,
is something that obviously even Bill Shorten, the
federal Labor leader, has been convinced by. It seems
indeed that perhaps nationally we may have some hope
to actually adopt and embrace policies which increase
our dispatchable capacity as well as lower prices —
something that is of enormous concern to Victorians.
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must address. Previously, however, the cost of energy
and the inputs of lower energy costs into the production
of goods, in particular, have been a huge advantage.
The Labor Party, supported by the Greens, are
obviously very keen to see that trashed and to allow
Victoria and Australia to become an economic basket
case, with the loss of jobs and the loss of industry that
accompanies it.
The Liberal coalition believes that it is important for us
to actually maintain accessible energy at the lowest
possible price. When Engie announced that the
Hazelwood power station would close its eighth
generation unit by 31 March 2017, it was forecast that
electricity prices would increase by roughly 10 per cent
in Victoria from 1 January 2017 to a $200 increase on
power bills per annum, according to the St Vincent
de Paul Society.
Victoria was a net exporter of electricity. Now
Hazelwood has stopped generating, Victoria will have
an increased number of times when it will need to buy
electricity from New South Wales and Tasmania during
peak periods. In the past we have provided I think
14 per cent of South Australia’s operational
consumption, 6 per cent of the New South Wales
operational consumption and 6 per cent of Tasmania’s
operational consumption.

The Victorian coalition is focused on delivering
affordable, reliable and secure electricity to the state
and supporting a national framework in the transition to
cleaner energy, and as far as the coalition is concerned,
we are agnostic as to how this is to be achieved. The
Victorian government has announced a Victorian
renewable energy target (RET). Under the target Labor
wants 25 per cent of the electricity generated in the
state to come from renewable energy by 2020, and
40 per cent by 2025. This is also a position that the
Queensland Labor government has adopted — it has
adopted a target of 50 per cent by 2030. The South
Australian Labor government has a target of 50 per cent
by 2025. The Victorian RET scheme is a go-it-alone
scheme in addition to the national renewable energy
target of 23.5 per cent by 2025.

Since the closure of Hazelwood was announced, due to
what was essentially an ideological attack by Daniel
Andrews and his government’s reckless energy
policies, including a $252 million increase in the coal
royalty levy and the Victorian renewable energy target
of 40 per cent by 2025, the policies have caused power
prices to soar, jobs to be lost and Victoria’s power
security to be placed in jeopardy. They are the reasons
why the Victorian coalition is opposing this legislation.
According to the Labor government’s own modelling,
which the government refuses to release, publically
citing cabinet confidentiality, the RET will cost
households approximately $520 on their power bills or
$1.2 billion in total. Already, not including Labor’s
RET, the average household, according to the
Australian Energy Market Commission’s price trends
review, is paying $81 per annum for federal and state
government environmental policies to cut greenhouse
gas emissions and promote wind and solar power.

Australia and Victoria are industrially or economically
challenged by three facts. Number one is the cost of
transport. It is a large country; the cost of moving goods
around is expensive and the cost of exporting
internationally is expensive. We have also enjoyed high
wages, which means that the cost of production of
goods and services is certainly also a challenge that we

Victorian household electricity bills are skyrocketing
because of the Andrews government’s obsession with
renewable energy targets. The RET aims to create
5400 megawatts of capacity of renewable energy
generation by 2025. This is intermittent energy which is
dependent on the level of wind and sun that is available
at the time, and there is no requirement for battery
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storage in these projects, which remain extremely
expensive. As the RET creates more intermittent
energy, the cost will either be additional to the
investment required to upgrade baseload power or the
cost will be borne without delivering energy security. In
addition, power prices are soaring. Victorian
households and businesses are desperate for affordable
energy to ease cost-of-living pressures and to create
jobs.
We are already seeing the consequences of the removal
of baseload power due to Hazelwood closing: the
Portland smelter was unable to negotiate an affordable
power deal. This has cost taxpayers $230 million to
keep the smelter operating. Other businesses are seeing
electricity prices increase by 50 to 70 per cent and
higher. I am sure that each member in this chamber will
have local examples of the devastating impact that this
has on businesses and jobs — contrary to the stated
purposes of this bill — as a result of increases of 50 to
70 per cent in new contracts due to the wholesale price
of electricity jumping.
There are a range of stakeholders who are on the record
in relation to this particular piece of legislation. Let me
just quote some who provided feedback to our shadow
minister, Mr David Southwick, a member in the other
place —
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Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:01) —
I thank the member for his question. I have been
advised that there has been an escape, and I have asked
Corrections Victoria to provide me with a briefing as
soon as possible on this matter. The police are involved,
and I understand that they have put out a media release
in the last 40-odd minutes or so. I will not be providing
any further details as this is unfolding, other than to say
that any escape from custody is unacceptable and the
government treats every incident very seriously. We are
committed to ensuring the safety of the community, and
of course prisoners are carefully assessed prior to their
placement. This is an operational matter for Corrections
Victoria.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:02) —
Minister, thank you for that answer. In the preliminary
information you have received from Corrections
Victoria, have any failures in the security vetting that
led to this prisoner being approved for work outside the
prison been identified?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:02) —
As I said, I am awaiting a briefing from Corrections
Victoria. I have not been briefed on that matter or any
other, apart from that there has been a prisoner that has
escaped.

Mr Dalidakis — Who?
Questions interrupted.
Mrs PEULICH — the guy who is trying to keep
you honest — in relation to the consultation process on
this legislation. Matthew Warren of the Australian
Energy Council states, and I quote:
Victoria’s energy system is interconnected to other states as
part of a national grid. Decisions made here affect other
states. That’s why major policy measures to reduce emissions
should be implemented at a national level.

He goes on to say:
We are yet to see the modelling that the Victorian
government has used for its cost projections.

Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
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Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:01) —
My question is to the Minister for Corrections.
Minister, another prisoner has escaped while
undertaking community work this morning. How did
this occur?

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
The PRESIDENT — Leader of the Government, it
has been brought to my attention that Ms Pulford is not
here.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:02) — Yes. In fact I had intended to make eye
contact with you, President, before you called
Mr O’Donohue. Ms Pulford is not in the Parliament
today, and I will be taking any questions that may be
directed to her.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Questions resumed.

Parole reform
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:03) — My
question is for the Minister for Corrections. Minister,
there was a review undertaken, following the tragic
murder of Karen Chetcuti, into the management of
Michael Cardamone’s parole. What did the review
recommend?
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Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:03) —
Thank you for the question, Ms Lovell. This is a matter
that is very important, and my advice is that I am not in
a position to comment on this matter.
Supplementary question
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:03) — I
guess the minister will not be able to answer the
supplementary either. My supplementary is: what
changes have been implemented as a result of the
review and will it be released publically? Minister, I
would ask you a little bit further, if you cannot answer
this question as well, if you would undertake to provide
an answer to the opposition on what the review’s
recommendations have been and what has been
implemented in response to that review, and also advise
us whether it will be released publicly.
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:04) —
I thank Ms Lovell for her question. Again, I wish to
reiterate the answer that I gave in respect of the
substantive question that was presented to me: I am
unable to comment at this stage.
The PRESIDENT — Minister, it might actually be
helpful and a courtesy to the house if you were able to
explain why you are unable to release that information.
Is it sub judice, or is there some other prevailing issue?
Ms TIERNEY — It is the usual practice, and it was
the practice of the former government as well, that
justice assurance and review office reports are not
released to the public.
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, President,
Ms Lovell in her question did not actually ask for the
release of the report. I think what she was seeking was
information about changes to the parole management
system following this tragic murder to prevent this sort
of thing happening in the future. That is the information
I think Ms Lovell was seeking, and I think that is the
sort of information that would be of benefit to the house
and the community. Of course the opposition
understands that security-confidential matters should
not be disclosed, but within those parameters surely the
minister can give us an answer other than nothing.
The PRESIDENT — The minister has completed
her answer at this point, including the supplementary
question, and I will take this into consideration in terms
of a written response.
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Parole reform
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (12:06) — My
question is also to the Minister for Corrections.
Minister, the Centre for Forensic Behavioural Science
assisted in the development of guidelines to determine
‘satisfactory behaviour’ when applying Callinan
recommendation 13 to parole applications. Minister,
what did those guidelines say and were they adopted by
the Andrews government?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:07) —
I thank Mr Ramsay for his question. It does give me an
opportunity to indeed highlight the work of
Forensicare. Forensicare I think universally is regarded
as a significant contributor to the wellbeing of our
prison community. Indeed I did praise them in terms of
their activities leading up to the development of what I
think is going to be a very important facility at the new
correctional centre, Ravenhall. They do provide a
number of services at Thomas Embling Hospital as
well, and of course they are at the cutting edge in terms
of managing prisoners as well as people with mental
health issues. Can I say that I believe that they are an
outstanding organisation that make contributions right
across this state. Indeed when I went to Thomas
Embling last week they allowed me to have access to
all of the facilities that exist on that site. Every
opportunity was provided to me to determine what
areas I wanted to visit and in fact what facilities I could
see. I hold Forensicare in high regard, and I absolutely
hold their —
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, President, I
join the minister in acknowledging the great work that
Forensicare does. The minister has now for 1 minute
and 40 seconds outlined that. Mr Ramsay’s question
was very specific about the recommendations made by
Forensicare on measure 13 of the Callinan report. As
you are aware, President, measure 13 is a matter of
significant public interest following the Brighton siege
incident, so I would ask you, President, to draw the
minister, after that expansive opening about the benefits
of Forensicare, to the question Mr Ramsay posed.
The PRESIDENT — I do uphold the point of order
to the extent that, while the minister has provided
information that is relevant to the question in terms of
the agency, the specific question is yet to be addressed.
No doubt the minister will bear that in mind as she
completes the answer.
Ms TIERNEY — Thank you, President. Again I
reiterate the enormous work and the major contribution
that Forensicare makes across our corrections system
across this state. In respect of recommendation 13, as I
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have said, the Callinan report handed down in August
2013 had 23 principal recommendations, or
23 measures as they are commonly referred to.
Recommendation 13 was accepted in full by the
previous government, and it was considered to be fully
implemented in 2015. Indeed the Auditor-General in
February 2016 found that this recommendation had
been implemented as per the recommendation and that
it was an appropriate response.
Mr Ramsay — On a point of order, President, on
the same line as Mr O’Donohue’s point of order, I
specifically asked: what were the guidelines, what did
they say and were they adopted by the Andrews
government? We had a lot of waffle about the science
centre and the visit that Ms Tierney might have made,
but we did not actually hear what the guidelines were in
relation to the forensic behavioural science or about the
determination and development of the guidelines, nor
did we hear from Ms Tierney whether in fact the
Andrews government adopted those guidelines. It was
just a lot of waffle.
The PRESIDENT — Thank you. Mr Ramsay, I
will take the matter into consideration as to whether or
not I seek a written response.
Supplementary question
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (12:11) —
Minister, the Annual Research Report for the Centre for
Forensic Behavioural Science details that the centre
recommended:
… using the satisfactory behaviour rating scale as a measure
of behaviour change, in release decision-making.

Minister, can you confirm that the rating scale is
currently being used to assist in parole determinations
and, if so, how its accuracy has been reviewed since its
introduction?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:12) —
I thank Mr Ramsay for his question. I do not have that
detail in front of me, but I will investigate whether I can
provide that in writing to you, Mr Ramsay.

Members for Tarneit and Melton
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:12) — My question is to the Leader of the
Government. In June the Chief Commissioner of Police
advised the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
that Victoria Police was assessing the circumstances of
the former Speaker and Deputy Speaker’s claims for
the second residence allowance ahead of launching a
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formal investigation. Have those matters now been the
subject of a formal Victoria Police investigation?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:12) — I do not know the answer to that question.
As the member would expect, the police operate
independently of government, and in fact I have not
been furnished with any advice about where their
investigation may be at. I can make some inquiries, but
the police commissioner may or may not choose to
actually actively respond in relation to that matter. As
the member knows, following those circumstances the
members in question took action to repay moneys to the
Parliament and recognised the gravity of their situation
and their circumstances by removing themselves from
office.
The government has responded by introducing a
number of reforms instantly to apply to the second
residence allowance, and it no longer will be in the
same form. There is an enhanced degree of evidence
that is now required to receive such a claim, and it is the
government’s intention to use that as the prompt to
introduce major and lasting reforms from the
government’s perspective in relation to the way in
which allowances should apply into the future. We will
be introducing legislation to the Parliament during the
course of this calendar year to try and prevent these
circumstances occurring. As to the matter of the police
investigation, I do not have that material before me.
Supplementary question
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:14) — I thank the Leader of the Government for
agreeing to investigate that and come back to the house.
I ask, then, that he also investigate if a brief has been
forwarded to the Director of Public Prosecutions for
consideration of prosecution or charges?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:14) — Ms Wooldridge has used the word
‘investigate’ on a couple of occasions in relation to this.
I will ask the police commissioner about those matters,
and it is up to the police commissioner whether in fact
he believes it is appropriate to share that information
with me, let alone share it with the chamber.

Australian Paper Maryvale mill
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:15) — My question is for the minister representing
the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate
Change. Does the government classify burning tonnes
of garbage every year at the proposed waste-to-energy
incinerator at Marysville as renewable energy, as
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implied by Australian Paper, the company that would
operate the facility?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:15) — I thank Ms Springle for her question and for
her concern about what may or may not be a proposal
that may be coming to fruition through various
considerations of its commercial viability, its logistical
viability and ultimately its environmental integrity. She
is making assumptions about whether that proposal is at
a mature level to actually see that those matters have
been adequately addressed. That would then underpin
whether in fact it is not only a viable activity for the
company but an appropriate one to take place in the
state of Victoria. In relation to the contribution to
Victoria’s energy source and in fact to our supply in
relation to acquitting our renewable energy targets, it
has not been proposed to actually be of that form. It is
not being considered, to the best of my knowledge, to
be making a contribution to the renewable energy target
within Victoria. I will take some further advice about
whether any conversation has taken place about
whether it would be considered in that light, but I have
not been privy to any consideration which would
indicate that it would be an aspect of our renewable
energy targets and our commitment to renewable
energy in this state.
Supplementary question
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:17) — I thank the minister for that answer. As part
of those discussions it would be wonderful if you could
find out what commitments the government has made
to Australian Paper over the course of discussions to
date on the feasibility study into this waste-to-energy
proposal.
The PRESIDENT — That does not have a question
mark at the end of it.
Ms SPRINGLE — Yes, it does. It does on my piece
of paper.
The PRESIDENT — I do not wish to question your
grammar; however, that was not a question. Can you
please rephrase that as a question? It may well be
wonderful to hear that further information, but I think
you should pose it in a way that you seek that further
information.
Ms SPRINGLE — I seek that the minister inform
the chamber: what commitments has the government
made to Australian Paper over the course of discussions
on the feasibility study into the waste-to-energy
proposal?
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:18) — For any Victorian citizen who is watching in
on the online Parliament today, it is not this chamber
that has been up for 24 hours. It has not been us that
have been up for 24 hours; however, it still may mean it
is a long sitting week and indeed we may perhaps have
to be understanding of our collective weariness in
relation to the way in which we conduct our matters.
Whilst the proposal has been forwarded to the
government, so there have been some discussions about
its potential viability, I am certain that no commitments
have been made in relation to the long-term delivery of
this program, apart from the consideration of what, if
any, support should be made to evaluate it in the terms I
described in my substantive answer.

Animal Welfare Victoria
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(12:19) — My question is for the Leader of the
Government representing Ms Pulford today. Yesterday
Ms Pulford announced that she will establish a group
called Animal Welfare Victoria, which she will oversee
along with the department. She also announced a new
animal welfare action plan, that was in fact announced
in September last year. The minister said in her media
release that:
Animal Welfare Victoria will ensure that wherever animals
are, their wellbeing and welfare is a priority.

The media release also says:
Whether it’s in our industries, in our communities, in our
homes or in the wild, the community rightly expects we do
the right thing by animals.

My question is: will the animal welfare plan start with
banning duck shooting; banning jumps racing; banning
intensive farming, such as battery hens and sow stalls;
and banning greyhound racing?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:21) — I thank Ms Pennicuik for her question, and I
will forward the question on to my colleague
Ms Pulford to answer. And whilst Ms Pennicuik
actually did construct her sentence in the form of a
question, I can assure the house that she has just given
us a policy statement.
Supplementary question
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(12:21) — Thank you, Minister, for your answer. I am
sure the policies that I have announced there of the
Greens to ban duck shooting, to ban jumps racing, to
ban battery hens, to ban sow stalls and to ban
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greyhound racing is no surprise to the Leader of the
Government, as I have certainly have been advocating
for those things for many years in this place. As the
minister said in her media release, ‘All Victorians are
committed to good animal welfare’ and the community
‘rightly expects we do the right thing by animals’. So I
am wondering how it is credible to have an animal
welfare action plan and a group called Animal Welfare
Victoria if duck shooting, jumps racing, intensive
farming and greyhound racing are still allowed to
continue in Victoria.
Mr Jennings — That was not a question.
The PRESIDENT — I have to agree. We seem to
have lost some question marks. Ms Pennicuik, it was a
statement of failing to see how this new body would
have integrity if it did not address these matters, but it
did not go to a question as such, so do you wish to
rephrase the question?
Ms PENNICUIK — My question was: how could
the community have faith that this new body will really
take on the community’s expectation that we do the
right thing by animals while these activities that I
mentioned in my substantive question are still allowed
to continue?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:23) — It is hope that is the answer. I hope the
community can actually have faith that in fact that can
be achieved, and I have confidence that my colleague
will be committed to actually making sure that there is a
full and appropriate consideration of these matters.
Through that process we will give some hope to the
community to have faith in the form that you are
seeking.

Upfield rail line duplication
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:24) —
My question is for the Minister for Public Transport
represented by Mr Jennings, and it relates to the
duplication of the Upfield railway line between Gowrie
and Upfield stations. The state government’s Level
Crossing Removal Authority will commence work later
this year to grade separate the existing Upfield railway
as part of the Camp Road level crossing works. The
proximity of these works to this section of line could
facilitate significant cost and time savings over future
duplication works were the opportunity taken now to
extend a second track between Gowrie and Upfield at
the same time. As it stands the lack of a duplicated
track means that each train service must travel from
Gowrie to Upfield and return to Gowrie before the next
train can go. Will the minister seize this opportunity to
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duplicate the Gowrie to Upfield track, the cost of which
will not be significant when compared to that of the
crossing works themselves?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:25) — I thank the member for the question. I know
that Ms Patten has actually spoken on this matter
before, so she is demonstrating a residual commitment
to it. The interest of the government is to make sure that
we deliver on what we have committed to do and to do
it in a timely and efficient way, and we continue to do
this. The notion that in fact there is an incremental cost,
if you take it in isolation, may be true, but if you
actually consider that in the forward estimates there is
something close to $40 billion of expenditure in the
transport portfolio, there is a significant pipeline of
investment and expenditure that the Victorian
government is committed to. I am sure that is a matter
that my colleague will be very alive to. She never, from
my experiences, misses an opportunity to look at the
way in which we can augment the public transport
infrastructure system in Victoria. She is as assiduous as
any person I know on the planet in her attempts to add
to our additional capacity to meet the needs of our
community. I think she will be very responsive, but as
to how she can commit in a specific way, I will leave
that to her.

Victoria Police sex industry coordination unit
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western Metropolitan)
(12:26) — My question is for the minister representing
the Minister for Police, Minister Tierney. Recently in
an answer to another question I was informed that the
sex industry coordination unit, or SICU, is currently
under review. While this review drags out councils are
increasingly concerned about the growing number of
illegal brothels in their local government areas and a
lack of policing of them. In fact some councils, such as
Kingston, are taking matters into their own hands and
paying private investigators to police massage parlours
to see if they are actually illegal brothels. This is simply
not good enough. Councils should not be placed in a
situation where they feel their only option to keep their
community safe is to use ratepayers money to police
their own areas. What is the police minister’s response
to councils feeling the need to police their own areas in
regard to illegal brothels, and when the review of SICU
is completed will there be enough resources to pick up
this essential police work so that councils no longer feel
they have to take matters into their own hands?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(12:27) — I thank Dr Rachel Carling-Jenkins for her
question. These are serious matters that you raise that
deal with councils getting involved in matters and
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indeed the issue of resources that might be allocated to
the unit after the review. They are definitely matters for
the Minister for Police, and I look forward to her
providing you with the relevant information.
Supplementary question
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western Metropolitan)
(12:28) — Thank you, Minister, for your answer and
for your answers in this theme of questions that I have
been asking. My supplementary is this simple: when
will the review of the sex industry coordination unit be
completed?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(12:28) — I will pose that question and get a response
from the minister.

Lake Boort
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) (12:28) — My
question today is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change represented by the
Leader of the Government. Minister, a draft
management plan has been produced for the area
around Lake Boort in the state’s north-west, which
includes some new zoning that would exclude a
number of recreational activities on more than half of
the lake — you may remember this from a previous
question — with an imaginary line up the middle.
Minister, who was consulted during the drafting of this
plan?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:29) — This is the simplest way that I can answer
Mr Young’s question: I was not consulted on that
matter, so I will check with my colleague, who would
be better placed to actually inform him of who was
consulted.
Supplementary question
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) (12:29) — I thank
the minister for his endeavour to do so. To point him in
the right direction my supplementary may aid. Minister,
given that the area in question is in fact a state game
reserve, were any hunting organisations or relevant
government authorities responsible for hunting
consulted about the government’s plan to ban hunting
at Lake Boort?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:30) — I acknowledge that the supplementary will
need to be answered as well.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:30) — There are 11 written responses to questions
on notice today: 11 483, 11 506, 11 528, 11 550,
11 572, 11 591–2, 11 594–5, 11 731–2.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Written responses
The PRESIDENT (12:30) — In respect of today’s
questions I require a written response to
Mr O’Donohue’s supplementary question to
Ms Tierney within one day; Ms Lovell’s substantive
and supplementary questions to Ms Tierney, one day;
Mr Ramsay’s substantive and supplementary questions
to Ms Tierney, one day; Ms Wooldridge’s substantive
and supplementary questions to Mr Jennings involve a
minister in another place, two days; Ms Springle’s
substantive and supplementary questions to
Mr Jennings involve a minister in another place, two
days; Ms Pennicuik’s substantive and supplementary
questions to Mr Jennings on behalf of a minister in this
house, one day; Ms Patten’s question to Mr Jennings,
substantive, two days; Dr Carling-Jenkins’s substantive
and supplementary questions to Ms Tierney, two days;
and Mr Young’s substantive and supplementary
questions to Mr Jennings, two days, the last two
involving ministers in another place.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Questions on notice
The PRESIDENT (12:31) — I have some letters
from Mr Rich-Phillips seeking to have some questions
reinstated. In respect of question 11 584, which is for
the Minister for Finance, I have had the question and
answer perused and I am of the view that that question
should be reinstated. So too with question 11 587; that
one was also for the Minister for Finance.
In respect of a request for the reinstatement of
question 11 590, which was for the Minister for
Finance, I have taken the view that that question should
not be reinstated — that the answer is sufficient in that
case, albeit that it might not satisfy the member. But at
least there has been an attempt to answer.
In respect of a request by Mr Rich-Phillips for the
reinstatement of quite a series of other questions, I have
perused those questions. I am concerned about a
reliance in the responses on referring Mr Rich-Phillips
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for answers to websites and annual reports or other
mechanisms. I have had those mechanisms investigated
to see if they actually do provide the sort of information
that was sought in the question, and the answer is no.
So on that basis I am seeking to reinstate the questions
that Mr Rich-Phillips asked me to reinstate. They are —
and this should get us to lunchtime: 11 474, 11 476,
11 477, 11 479, 11 480, 11 482, 11 492, 11 493,
11 496, 11 498, 11 499, 11 501, 11 502, 11 503,
11 504, 11 515, 11 516, 11 519, 11 521, 11 522, 11 524
and 11 525. Additionally, 11 526, 11 527, 11 537,
11 538, 11 541, 11 543, 11 544, 11 546, 11 547,
11 548, 11 549, 11 559, 11 560, 11 563, 11 565,
11 566, 11 568, 11 569, 11 570, 11 571, 11 572, 11 581
and 11 582.
Ms Wooldridge — On a point of order, President,
just in terms of answers to questions without notice, I
wonder if we can get some clarification from the
Leader of the Government, who has given a written
response to Mrs Peulich in relation to her question on
Wednesday about Mr Eideh. The clarification we are
seeking is that there were two questions, both a
substantive and a supplementary, that required written
responses, but there is only one response. The first
question was whether Mr Eideh stood aside, and I want
to know whether we can attribute the response at the
bottom of the page, as in ‘Yes’, to that question. The
supplementary question asked if it was appropriate for
Mr Eideh to continue. There is still only one answer,
which is ‘Yes’.
It seems that there is a conflict between the two
questions, with only getting a one-word answer. Could
Mr Jennings clarify if the answer of ‘Yes’ is to the first
question, the second question or both?
Mr Jennings — On the point of order, President, the
interpretation that the Leader of the Opposition has put
on ‘Yes’ does relate to the fact that Mr Eideh has
chosen to stand aside. The same logic and the reason
that he offered to stand aside from that position is the
same as he put in writing and as he communicated it to
the chamber as the frame by which he thought it was
appropriate to stand aside for an indefinite period of
time pending the outcome of any investigations in
relation to protecting the interests of the chamber and
the standing of the house. He recognised that that
should equally apply to his other responsibilities.
Ms Wooldridge — Further on the point of order,
President, I appreciate the clarification from the Special
Minister of State in relation to that. Can I just ask: the
supplementary question asks if we can find out the
precise nature of the role and activities in which
Mr Eideh was involved domestically and
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internationally during his tenure. I ask, President,
whether you will consider reinstating that given there is
not a response to that supplementary question.
The PRESIDENT — I did have the opportunity of
looking at that response, and I am of the view that that
matter was not touched upon in the response, so I
would seek a further written response to that
supplementary question.
Ms Wooldridge — On a further point of order,
President, in relation to a response to a question, I
wonder if Mr Jennings can give the house an update on
the question asked yesterday in relation to the
Aboriginal justice agreement and the now six-day
outstanding written response?
Mr Jennings — On the point of order, President, I
have to admit to the house that for the last 24 hours
most of my waking moments have been dedicated to
another task.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr Jennings — What was that? Perhaps not the
most intuitive or aware interjection. I have been very
engaged in another matter within the Parliament that
has skewed my attention. I will return to acquitting my
broader responsibilities in relation to this matter and get
the best answer I can. The people I am relying on to get
an answer have been involved in the Legislative
Assembly, so their abilities to absorb and respond has
been somewhat constrained because of their
preoccupations as well.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Southern Metropolitan Region
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (12:40) — My
matter for a constituency question is a follow-on
constituency question to the Minister for Public
Transport that follows the earlier question this week
about safety along the Caulfield to Dandenong line. I
have as yet had no response from the minister, but this
matter is now urgent.
It is very clear that people are at risk. It is very clear that
there have now been three incidents on the line, and I
therefore ask as a matter of urgency: will the minister
respond to my earlier question and seek to ensure the
safety of the community and particularly of the workers
and commuters along that line. If one of those
420-tonne beams lands on a train, hits somebody’s car
or comes onto the side of a house, it will cause
devastation. We now know after three serious incidents
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that there is every reason to be deeply concerned about
safety on that line.
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extended until next year somewhere close to the
election, but when will the evaluation take place?

Southern Metropolitan Region

South Eastern Metropolitan Region

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(12:41) — My constituency question is for the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety, and it is in regard to the
recently announced truck curfew trial along Beach
Road, which is going to commence on 4 November. I
know Ms Fitzherbert has raised this issue a couple of
times in the chamber, seeking information that has not
necessarily been forthcoming, including the community
surveys and the truck count done by VicRoads, which I
believe still has not been released. I notice that
VicRoads is setting up a consultative group this week
while the curfew trial is in place. My question to the
minister is: apart from stakeholders, how is he going to
ensure that the community, which hitherto has been
locked out of information regarding this extended
curfew, will be included in those consultations?

Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:44) — My constituency question is for the Minister
for Emergency Services, and it is in relation to the
upgrade of Edithvale Life Saving Club, which emerged
unexpectedly for funding following the last state
election, when it was anticipated that it would be
Mentone and Aspendale that would be next in line.
Nonetheless, the City of Kingston made adjustments to
its budget in order to meet the required contribution.
There was a lot of design work done, but that has now
been overruled, I understand, by the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning. My question
is: what grounds gave rise to this failure to obtain
planning approval for the upgrade of the Edithvale Life
Saving Club, and why is it that the lifesaving club has
been required to be silent as to this reason?

Western Metropolitan Region

Northern Victoria Region

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:42) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. The $5.5 billion West Gate Tunnel project
is still largely a mystery to the general community and
in particular to the residents in the west directly
impacted by this dog of a project. The role of
Transurban, as the biggest and probably sole
beneficiary of the project, is also one of the great
mysteries of our time. In order to settle concerns
expressed by locals, will the minister make public the
role of Transurban in the West Gate Tunnel project and
the time lines of any contracts or memoranda of
understanding either already signed or under
consideration?

Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:45) — My
constituency question is for the Deputy Premier. I have
been contacted by several constituents who are
concerned at the tone of the text message that was sent
by the Minister for Health to the Deputy Premier. On
behalf of my constituents I would like to ask the
Deputy Premier if he will be making a report to the
Premier about workplace bullying against the Minister
for Health?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:43) —
My constituency question is to the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety, Luke Donnellan, and it is in a similar
vein to the question from Ms Pennicuik, who spoke
about the Beach Road curfew that is occurring, as well
as to the announcement by the member for Albert Park
in the other place, Martin Foley, regarding a trial
extending the truck curfew on Beach Road, which in
his words is to improve safety and reduce traffic. The
new curfew will extend the bans to include the times
between 6.00 a.m. and 1.00 p.m. on Saturday. There are
some community concerns in relation to this trial, as
raised by Ms Pennicuik. The question I ask of
Mr Donnellan is: when is the evaluation of that trial
going to be taking place? We know that is going to be

The PRESIDENT — How does that affect your
electorate?
Ms Lovell — My constituents are concerned about it
and have contacted me.
The PRESIDENT — Constituents are concerned
about all sorts of things, but that is not a matter related
directly to your electorate. Are you able to pin it back to
your electorate?
Ms Lovell — My constituents are concerned about
the tone of the language that was used in that text
message. They are concerned about harassment in the
workforce.
The PRESIDENT — You may raise it in the
adjournment debate if you like, but it is not a
constituency question, and I rule it out.
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RENEWABLE ENERGY (JOBS AND
INVESTMENT) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:46) — President, earlier I was speaking on the
Renewable Energy (Jobs and Investment) Bill 2017
about the folly of the government setting its own
state-based renewable energy target (RET) when
clearly nationally — given the way that energy supplies
are interconnected between the states and the severity
of problems facing Australia, which were
acknowledged yesterday in the article by
Mr Gottliebsen in the Australian and including, it
seems, in Bill Shorten’s sharing of this concern — we
are looking at a very, very dramatic shortage of what
we call baseload power. In the future this is going to be
a massive problem facing Australia.
It seems odd that the state Labor government is
pursuing this writ under the guise that somehow it is
going to create more jobs and investment, when clearly
the closure of Hazelwood has actually cost jobs and
increases in prices are costing jobs on a daily basis. I
was attending a function at the South East Melbourne
Manufacturers Alliance just a few weeks ago, and I was
speaking to one business owner who was telling me
that their electricity cost had gone up from $750 000 a
year to — wait for this — $1.5 million over the
12 months. That is an additional $750 000 coming
straight off the bottom line, and this costs jobs.
Multiply this many times over, especially across the
manufacturing states such as Victoria, and this costs
jobs, when clearly we are also not meeting the future
electricity and energy needs of Australia, as well as the
need for affordable inputs of energy into business, as
well as alleviating the hardships experienced by
families and householders. I was quoting some of the
key stakeholders and what they said about the RET.
Indeed I was quoting Matthew Warren, the Australian
Energy Council CEO, who said — and continuing on
with a quotation that I finished up on earlier:
We have learnt from South Australia that more renewables
initially reduced prices, but as they push out traditional, firm
generation without equivalent replacement supply wholesale
prices have almost doubled.

Of course that means loss of jobs and loss of industry.
Tony Wood of the Grattan Institute — and it is not the
bastion of conservatism that you say — said the policy
was a ‘nasty dog’s breakfast’ with dodgy modelling of
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energy bills based only on wholesale prices. He went
on to say:
No-one is debating the future need for more renewable
energy in the system, but a national approach —

a national approach which is the Victorian coalition’s
policy —
would consider the most efficient place to source that from.

And:
It appears to me that the lesson from South Australia has been
ignored by this policy.

Even the Victorian Council of Social Service, or Emma
King on their behalf, said that a renewable energy target
was ‘important and welcome’ but:
… we shouldn’t pretend the VRET will magically drive down
prices.

And:
We shouldn’t be building a greener Victoria on the backs of
people doing it tough.

And currently in Victoria there are too many people
doing it tough. We announced that if elected in 2018 we
would abolish the RET to stop energy prices from
soaring further. The RET directly contradicts the Finkel
review’s recommendations for nationally consistent
energy policy, a recommendation endorsed by all
federal, state and territory energy ministers. The
Victorian government, along with the South Australian
government, is taking unilateral and uncoordinated
action. The Victorian government claims its scheme
will cut costs for customers, yet the calculations do not
include the payments the government will make to
generators, the additional costs of transmission to
connect the proposed project to the grid or the costs
associated with balancing the intermittency of wind and
solar generation as proposed by the Finkel review.
Wind and solar power plants that are remunerated
outside the wholesale market and have near zero
marginal cost will displace coal and gas generation and
lead to lower wholesale prices but only in the short
term. However, over time the fossil fuel generators will
become unsustainable and will close, resulting in
wholesale prices increasing. Yallourn power station,
which generates approximately 22 per cent of
Victoria’s electricity, has an estimated closure date of
2032. However, the RET may force its early closure,
with no replacement base load generation. This will
mean Victoria is at greater risk of blackouts and higher
power prices, and this means of course also the loss of
jobs.
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Economic modelling has a very poor record of
forecasting such closures or the price consequences, as
we have seen in South Australia prior to the closure of
the Northern Power Station and in Victoria prior to the
closure of Hazelwood. It is hard to believe that
forecasts of a better outcome as Victoria drives towards
a 40 per cent renewable share by 2025 will hold water
for any longer than one news cycle. The
Liberal-Nationals are focused on supporting the
delivery of affordable, reliable and secure energy to
Victoria and supporting a national framework in the
transition to cleaner energy and are, as I said earlier,
technologically agnostic in how this is achieved. It is
for this reason that the opposition is opposing this bill.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:53) — I rise
to speak on the Renewable Energy (Jobs and
Investment) Bill 2017. My colleague in the other place,
the member for Melbourne, has spoken at length as to
the merits of this bill. The Greens are delighted that we
finally have renewable energy target legislation before
this Parliament. It is a necessary mechanism if this state
is to do its part in reducing emissions from the
emissions-intensive electricity sector. It is worth noting
that as of September 2017, the amount of CO2 in our
atmosphere was 403.38 parts per million, already over
what is the critical 400 parts per million and in fact the
safe level of 350 parts per million. It is particularly
telling — I know that I should not refer to the
gallery — that we just had a primary school come
through. When we think about the renewable energy
target and climate change and what this is responding
to, we do it for those children. We do it for
intergenerational equity. If we do not do it, then those
generations ahead of us are set to experience some very
dark and dangerous times.
I note that this bill has only come into being due to
sustained pressure from community and environmental
groups, and I commend their efforts and congratulate
them on their legislative success. They have worked
long with the Greens to keep the Andrews government
honest on making progress on establishing a renewable
energy target mechanism. I was delighted this morning
to in fact speak to some of those community
campaigners, who once again have come out to the
steps of Parliament to interact with democracy, as you
can do in Victoria, and this time bringing cake with
them to celebrate. We as the Greens were delighted to
participate in that event.
Considering the short length of this bill, it is a wonder
why it took so long, but better late than never.
However, this bill needs to be a bit longer to address a
potential perverse outcome because of the haste to
develop novel energy sources in this state. There is a
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place for resource recovery through taking biomass and
converting it into energy. An example of such a process
would be to take agricultural waste and process it
through a biodigester to create biogas, which can then
be used to power a turbine or boiler. There are many
waste streams that can be considered for such
processes, including food-processing waste and
effluent.
However, the establishment of a waste-to-energy cycle
under a renewable energy target cannot be allowed to
include biomass from native forests. Victoria’s forests
store huge amounts of carbon that need to be protected.
Logging forests releases huge amounts of greenhouse
gases. The destruction of undergrowth, the burning of
log coupes and the oxidation of soil carbon lead to
major releases of both methane and carbon dioxide.
This practice is a major source of greenhouse gases.
Using native forest biomass to produce electricity
supports an industry that causes massive forest carbon
releases. It is not a net carbon sink.
This is important to note in relation to particularly the
forests of the Central Highlands of Victoria. Those are
the montane forests of our country. They are mainly
populated by mountain ash — Eucalyptus regnans, the
tallest flowering plant in the world; they are home to
the state faunal emblem, the Leadbeater’s possum; and
they are in fact the most carbon-dense forests in the
entire world. It is disturbing that, in terms of the bill
before us, there is no specific mention of biomass not
being included as a renewable energy source. It is
concerning to the Greens that that matter has not been
elevated to the level of being included in the bill, and I
will talk about that a bit further as part of my
contribution.
There have been accusations that Australian Paper, the
mill in Maryvale that chips the largest amount of
mountain ash trees, feeds those chips into boiler
furnaces at its Maryvale pulp mill. This is the most
wasteful use imaginable of these beautiful trees.
Maryvale has been provided with a grant to build a
waste-to-energy incinerator, which will have the
potential to use native forest biomass as feedstock. The
renewable energy target cannot be an opportunity to
expand this destructive form of energy production.
The Greens will therefore move amendments to this bill
that will ensure native forest biomass is not included as
a renewable energy source, and I would ask, President,
if I could, that those amendments be circulated, please.
Greens amendments circulated by Ms DUNN
(Eastern Metropolitan) pursuant to standing orders.
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Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (14:03) —
Before the break I did have my amendments circulated,
so I will pick up where I left off. At that the stage I was
talking about native forest biomass. The government
has given assurances in the contributions in the lower
house that native forest biomass is not being considered
as a renewable energy source; however, we do note that
it is not incorporated in the bill, but will appear through
regulations, I have been advised. We have not been
given any assurances in relation to fossil fuels or
materials derived from fossil fuels, yet again we are
being asked to put our faith in the government that it
will do the right thing, using a mechanism that
precludes parliamentary scrutiny and therefore any
genuine level of transparency.
Many Victorians will not be aware that, alongside the
public debate on the Victorian renewable energy target,
a huge amount of attention is being paid to the
development of energy from waste technologies,
including incineration, which generates energy. If any
of the projects currently under consideration are
approved, it is likely that some proportion of the energy
generated will contribute to the renewable energy
target. The question is: what will that proportion be,
and on what basis will those decisions be made? The
bill in its current form leaves open the way for plastic
materials derived from fossil fuels to be burnt to create
energy that contributes to a renewable energy target.
Ultimately, depending on a number of factors, it could
result in the creation of economic incentives to process
waste that are entirely inconsistent with the waste
management hierarchy already enshrined in Victorian
law.
From next year Australia will be dealing with enormous
amounts of plastic waste it can no longer export to
China following that country’s decision to ban certain
waste products. Of course the Greens proposal to ban
and phase out a range of plastics would have gone some
way towards mitigating this plastics crisis, but the
decision has been taken to tinker around the edges on
plastic consumption rather than tackle the issue
decisively.
It is unclear how these levels of plastic waste will be
dealt with, though clearly many are regarding
waste-to-energy facilities as at least part of the solution.
Including the burning of plastic as a renewable form of
energy would set a dangerous precedent, and it would
fly in the face of both scientific consensus and best
practice policy. We may well be hearing assurances
from the government that fossil fuels and materials
derived from fossil fuels will not be considered sources
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of renewable energy, but this does not represent a
cast-iron guarantee, nor does it futureproof the scheme
in the event of a change of government.
The Greens amendments seek to do a number of things.
They seek to insert some definitions in the bill around
biomass, to define native forests and to define what a
renewable energy source is. They also seek to include
the following energy sources that are not renewable:
native forest biomass, fossil fuels, materials or waste
products derived from fossil fuels and a prescribed
energy source. I would be happy to talk to that further
once we proceed to committee of the whole.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (14:07) — I rise this
afternoon to make my contribution on the Renewable
Energy (Jobs and Investment) Bill 2017. For the sake of
moving this bill on and through today, I will make my
contribution relatively short.
What I would like to say is that the people of the
Latrobe Valley and the people of Central Gippsland
have a dark cloud hanging over them at the moment. In
March this year we saw the loss the Hazelwood power
station due to the fact that the current Andrews Labor
government installed in the budget last year
$252 million worth of coal royalties. That went straight
into the costs of the power companies, and in effect
Engie was unable to retain its stake and closed. With
that closure 750 direct jobs were lost and downstream
jobs of subcontractors were removed. The workers
were no longer needed and are looking for work in
Central Gippsland.
What we also know now is that with this renewable
energy target of 40 per cent renewables by 2025, at the
current state of play we have 17 per cent renewable
energy in the market as a result of the Hazelwood
closure, and we have 23 per cent of coal and gas
coming from baseload power. So in only seven years
we have to make a 23 per cent increase in renewable
energy sources. That sounds wonderful. It sounds like a
great thing to do, a great thing to aspire to, but the
practical application of that will mean that this
government is going to drive out another coal-fired
power station. I know the Greens will be chucking up
their hands saying, ‘How fantastic!’, but the reality is
that that is more jobs lost to the community of Central
Gippsland. If you want to get to 40 per cent by 2025,
there will have to be a massive reduction in baseload
power and a company will have to close. That is what is
being spelt out in the subtext of this bill.
As a result of that, what further things will happen to
those people in Central Gippsland? What will happen to
people already experiencing huge power increases in
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their homes, in their businesses and in their industry?
Once upon a time Australia and Victoria had an
amazing reputation across the world for developing
industries and exporting industries. When I was a
young girl we used to make clothes that mum and dad
could afford. Now that has well gone and our car
industry has gone. We can meet it in another way: we
can just totally shut down all industry and pack up and
go home and sit in a box.
I will give a couple of examples of some of the reasons
that people are hurting. Burra Foods in Korumburra is a
milk processing plant of fantastic quality. Its current gas
bills have increased by 80 per cent in the last 12 months
and they have had a 90 per cent increase in electricity
costs. The local milk bar down on the corner that I
frequent quite often has had a 55 per cent increase
month on month of its electricity bills. Alba Cheese,
which is a great local cheese manufacturer in
Melbourne processing our good products, has gone up
150 per cent. I was just speaking with a lovely CEO of
a hospital in Gippsland. Their power bills have gone up
from $2000 a month to $6000 a month. So when you
look at that $24 000 for the next year, the CEO has said,
‘What sorts of services will we have to close? Will we
have to shut beds in order to meet our needs?’. This is a
government that is coming out with statements that
sound good on paper but in practice the ramifications
for people down the track are quite serious.
There needs to be an important mix. There needs to be
a mix of wind, solar, hydro and geothermal and a whole
range of relatively new technologies. We want to see
this come into the market but we want to see it in a
practical and sustained way. Australia needs to be a
good global citizen. I endorse that entirely. In fact
through the Paris agreement the Australian government
is committed to reduce Australia’s greenhouse gas
emissions by 26 to 28 per cent on 2005 levels by 2030.
So this is important, and I endorse that. The federal
government has come out only this week with a new
plan to make that happen as part of incorporating I
think 49 of the 50 recommendations from the Finkel
review. The federal government has also come out with
a National Energy Guarantee this week. It expects to be
able to make electricity retailers have a certain amount
of dispatchable power available at all times and also
meet that Paris agreement.
The current government’s own modelling for this
ideologically driven Victorian renewable energy target,
the Ernst & Young modelling, has come out to say only
recently that in order to meet this market Victoria will
need 25 times more gas supply for energy generation
than it has at the current state of play. The Australian
Energy Market Operator also talks about Victoria

5269

facing a 50 per cent drop in gas supply by 2021. That is
why the Liberal-Nationals new policy on encouraging
and enabling onshore, conventional gas — and I state
that again, conventional gas, not unconventional gas —
to be extracted. The farmer has an opportunity, where
the landholder can say yes — or can say no and that is
accepted — where there is stringent regulation included
and where that property owner has the capacity to
receive a 10 per cent royalty from the commission that
goes to the government.
As has been indicated on other occasions in my
speeches, I entirely endorse the ban on fracking. It
needs to stay. But where there is an opportunity to look
at gas in the marketplace to help meet an appropriate
energy mix I think this is a very positive policy moving
forward. I will leave my brief comments there.
Just by way of finishing off, in comparison Australia
has 1.3 per cent of the world’s CO2 emissions. Of that,
if we take away the 0.3 per cent — because there have
been other emissions in relation to cars, cattle and
humans — about 1 per cent of CO2 emissions in
Australia is from coal-fired power stations and from
gas. If we then take our part of that in Victoria, I am
painting the picture that there needs to be a national
approach to this; a going it alone study is not the best
approach. There needs to be a national approach where
there is responsibility for people (a) to be able to earn a
living and be able to pay their electricity bills and (b) to
retain jobs and keep to the Paris agreement. The
Nationals will be opposing this bill.
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(14:15) — I rise to contribute to the Renewable Energy
(Jobs and Investment) Bill 2017. This bill will legislate
renewable energy generation targets for 2020 and 2025
in order to encourage investment, employment and
technology development in renewable energy. This bill
will also legislate renewable energy targets for
Victoria — 25 per cent of electricity generated in
Victoria will come from renewable energy sources by
2020 and 40 per cent by 2025.
This bill demonstrates Victoria’s commitment to
creating energy security and affordability for
Victorians, facilitating industry and jobs growth and
reducing our state’s carbon footprint. This
demonstration of leadership at state level is required in
the absence of care and commitment towards these
fundamental policy areas from our federal government.
The way we function as a modern, civilised, First
World nation relies upon the policies we create now in
relation to energy and the environment. Our energy
systems and resources provide for us our industry, our
employment, our economy and our mobility. Our health
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is completely reliant upon a consistent and reliable
energy sector, without which the state of Victoria risks
its viability and indeed sustainability.
In the absence of national leadership, Victoria needs to
step in and lead the way. While the federal government
does nothing, we must drive confidence for industry to
invest in the state of Victoria, invest in our future
energy sources and invest in the wellbeing of all
Victorian residents. Australia’s chief scientist, Dr Alan
Finkel, in his investigation into the national electricity
market, found overwhelmingly that it was the lack of a
cohesive long-term innovative and progressive policy
that was reducing investor and industry confidence in
planning for the future. Several industry representatives
made similar submissions, such as this one I am about
to quote, from Origin:
There is a need to move the policy debate away from political
ideology particularly as it relates to the diametrically opposed
views on climate change, with renewed focus on the need for
investment certainty in an industry where there are long lead
times for the development of assets that last up to 40 years.
Without timely investment the key objectives of reliability
and security and consequently the delivery of cost-effective
energy cannot be realised.

In calling for a cohesive national solution in the form of
a clean energy target, Dr Finkel acknowledges that to
do nothing is not an option; it is not a solution. Again I
will quote:
Our electricity system is entering an era where it must deal
with changing priorities and evolving technologies. If the
world around us is changing, we have to change with it. More
of the same is not an option, we need to aim higher …

That was from Dr Finkel.
The bill will be the catalyst for a massive investment
and construction boom in the state of Victoria that will
attract billions of investment dollars and create up to
11 000 jobs, particularly in regional Victoria.
Renewable industries will finally have the certainty
they need and Victorians will have the security of
reliable energy. Some current examples of industry’s
confidence in Victoria’s way forward include the
following: Kiata wind farm near Horsham and
Mount Gellibrand wind farm near Colac, for example,
that will be up and running next year, supplying enough
electricity to power over 80 000 Victorian homes; and
our two new solar farms to power Melbourne’s entire
fleet of 410 trams — the $123 million 100-megawatt
farm will be built at Bannerton Solar Park by Foresight
Solar Australia, and the $75 million, 38-megawatt
Numurkah Solar Farm will be delivered by Neoen
Australia. Together they will add 138 megawatts of
generation capacity to the state as well as
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325 construction jobs and $198 million of investment
into the state.
Renewable energy is fast establishing itself as the
cheapest and cleanest source of electricity supply, and
these initiatives will increase the supply of electricity
generation in Victoria and lower wholesale electricity
prices.
To support the achievement of the Victorian renewable
energy targets, the government has established the
Victorian renewable energy auction scheme. This
month the first auction will be open for bids, and the
government will award commercial contracts in support
of up to 650 megawatts of new renewable energy
generation. The format of the auction will be a reverse
auction, with bids accepted for up to 550 megawatts of
large-scale technology-neutral renewable energy and
for up to 100 megawatts of large-scale solar-specific
renewable energy. To put this into context, an auction
of up to 650 megawatts will deliver enough electricity
to power around 389 000 households every year, or the
energy to power Geelong, Ballarat, Bendigo, the
Latrobe Valley and more.
The targets and facilitation of investment have been
widely celebrated throughout the sector. Kane
Thornton, CEO of the Clean Energy Council, stated:
This announcement and these commitments will turbocharge
the renewable energy industry in Victoria. It will deliver
billions of dollars worth of investment and thousands of jobs
to regional and rural parts of this state.

Tobias Geiger, managing director of WestWind
Energy, said the following:
It’s going to be beneficial for the Central Highlands region
because there will be more energy generation and more
jobs …

In conclusion, this bill delivers so much more than
simply a target to achieve. It delivers industry security
from a committed and legislated strategy, providing the
certainty required. By achieving that security, we
facilitate the construction of renewable energy
production. As a result of that, we create jobs,
strengthen regional communities and ensure our
livability through the provision of reliable power to our
homes and businesses, and we create a more
sustainable future through the reduction of carbon
emissions. With that, I commend the bill to the house.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (14:23) — I rise
to speak on the Renewable Energy (Jobs and
Investment) Bill 2017. Renewable energy is definitely
the future. I remember as a young bloke when you
could get a calculator that could barely run on solar
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power, and look at what we can do now. The problem I
have is base load. There was a joke going around
recently: ‘What did South Australia use before candles?
Electricity’. Obviously the object of that was that every
time it got hot here and it got hot there and the
interconnector went down, they had nothing. So whilst
I have no issue with renewable energy, I am concerned
about creating a target. Did you see what I did there?
By setting a target when we do not know what the
future brings, when we cannot get a base load now,
what we could end up doing is having a similar
situation where we are not able to have our modern
conveniences or even turn the lights on in high-demand
days, in both states at least.
We hear a lot about the cost of clean green energy. At
the moment it is fairly heavily subsidised, so I think
before we get too excited about that we need to be
thinking about what the cost of that subsidy is. That
cost does eventually get passed down to the other
sources of power, and that increases the average
household power bill. I think none of us can deny that
power has gone up a lot in the last few years. We have
got a lot of people of a lower socio-economic status,
and the last thing they really need is a bigger electricity
bill in light of already bigger electricity bills.
Obviously with the local bent in my region there is the
loss of real jobs that are there, not may or may not be
there, in the industry, plus the loss of the base load that
comes with it. So whilst I am supportive of renewable
energy, I am not supportive of setting a target that may
or may not be achieved. Unless we just continually
subsidise everything, it is just going to be more and
more expensive.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (14:26) — I
am pleased to rise to speak to this bill. I think it is an
important and very progressive piece of legislation, and
I am pleased to support it. I am saddened and
sometimes just a little bit embarrassed about what our
federal government is doing at the expense of logic and
the views of the community, the views of every leading
scientist and the views of business heads and major
authorities, who all agree that clean energy targets are a
good way forward to tackle energy and climate policy.
Unfortunately the likes of Mr Abbott do not agree, and
therefore Mr Turnbull must toe the line of the Abbott
climate-denying primitive primates. The Finkel review
was pretty unequivocal about this. Our energy systems
of the future will be based on renewable power backed
up by storage. Andrew Stock from the Climate Council
articulated this week that:
Any policy that doubles down on old polluting power at the
expense of clean energy is a barrier to progress.
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Just taking up Mr Bourman’s query about the cost, for
example, I have a farm that uses renewable energy, and
guess what my electricity bill is every year? Zero
dollars. As well, I note that in an article in the
Australian this week it noted that the federal
government’s new plan is worse than business as
usual — that is, in terms of the production of renewable
energy — and that it will increase energy prices, not
decrease them, and will of course increase pollution
into the future.
I went to an All-Energy Australia conference at the
convention centre last week. Stepping into that room
was really quite inspiring — seeing the number of
businesses that are moving forward with some amazing
technology. There have been incredible advances in
renewable technologies as well as storage technologies,
but also this new sector is building in a very prosperous
way: it is employing a lot of people and it is a bright
future for us.
As I mentioned in my members statement yesterday,
just last week I was given a tour of the world-winning
Hawkers Beer brewery in Reservoir, which now raises
40 per cent of its energy on its roof. It has reduced its
energy costs substantially. If legislation enabled it, it
would create more power and it would be able to
almost be self-sufficient energy-wise, and that is while
producing 6 million litres of world-winning beer.
The energy targets in the bill are achievable, and I think
they are the sorts of targets we should be having. Of
course California has set its target at 50 per cent, and it
looks like it is going to achieve that before the deadline
for it. I think big business knows and understands this
and our community knows and understands this. The
only barrier from transitioning to a clean, affordable
and reliable energy system is politics, and I think we
have got the politics right here. The bill introduces the
energy targets for 25 per cent by 2020 and 40 per cent
by 2025. They are good targets, and I think the road
map is good. I like the reporting that this bill will
introduce so we can actually see if we are meeting
those targets. We can see if we are increasing
employment by this way, if we are improving our
economy and if we are setting up new businesses in this
state. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (14:31) — I am
happy to speak to the Renewable Energy (Jobs and
Investment) Bill 2017. To start with, this is bad policy.
We are going to oppose the bill, and we will most likely
oppose the amendments that have only just recently
been introduced by the Greens, in typical style, at the
last minute. They come rampaging in with their
documents — a flurry of amendments that no-one else
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has had a chance to have a look at to see in fact what
impact they will have on the bill. Then the government,
after about seven months, makes up its mind that it also
wants to have some amendments to a bill that has been
sitting around for months, and all for us to be able to
consume all this information in about 30 minutes. But
that is typical.
Can I say: what is the point of a state having a
renewable energy target (RET), when the ultimate
aim — I am sure Ms Springle would agree — is to
actually reduce greenhouse gas emissions? Greenhouse
gas emissions reductions do not stop at state borders.
We know Australia’s greenhouse gas emissions are less
than 2 per cent of world emissions. In some of the
debates the Greens refer to what the Chinese are doing
in relation to closing down their coal-fired power
stations. It is just baloney. What they are actually doing
is putting them out in Inner Mongolia so you cannot see
them, and they are still puffing away their coal-fired
generation unabated and unhindered by any Paris
convention or any other agreements. They have just
moved them out of sight and out of mind. The reality is
there is very little consensus among our global partners
in relation to putting in place mechanisms that will
reduce greenhouse gas emissions that actually will not
affect the cost of living within their countries or their
economic growth.
But here we have in the state of Victoria a Premier who
has decided he is going to go it alone with his
Queensland mates in introducing a state RET. That will
no doubt drive electricity prices up. It will provide a
means for generators to invest with extraordinary
subsidies. I heard this week in question time in the
federal Parliament that up to $6 billion in subsidies has
been attributed to the renewable sector — Mount
Gellibrand, I think. I am trying to remember who it was
Mr Somyurek was talking about. I am very familiar
with that wind farm project. In fact it was a project that
was given a permit about eight years ago and has had
two trades in generators, and only now has the original
works plan of 115 turbines been reduced to 45 and the
size of the turbines increased from 1.5 to 3 megawatts.
In fact it was $200 million — of taxpayers money, I
might add — that encouraged in this case Acciona to
actually start construction. It is not done voluntarily.
Yet I note in the second-reading speech that the
minister said, ‘Affordability, reliability and
emissions-intensity have become core concerns for
household and businesses’ — correct. So what do you
think a RET is going to give them? It will give no sense
of surety at all in relation to ongoing baseload power,
no surety of a decrease in power prices or the cost of
living in relation to use of energy and certainly no
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surety or confidence in our processes for manufacturers
of food products.
An abattoir in Geelong has looked at a million-dollar
increase in its energy costs just in the last year —
directly attributable to some of the harebrained schemes
of the Andrews government in relation to closing down
coal-fired power stations and stopping any potential gas
onshore exploration in Victoria. The government has
actually increased the cost of both gas and electricity to
businesses. I know my colleague in the other house
Richard Riordan will tell you there has been a significant
increase in cost to the second-largest employer in
Colac, AKD Softwoods. If I can also refer to CRF,
which is now run by the Australian Lamb Company, it
has had a significant $1.5 million increase in energy
costs due to this government’s renewable schemes and
its closure of Hazelwood, its potential closure of Loy
Yang and its ongoing use of subsidies to prop up the
renewable sector.
Having said all that, though, I am a bit like
Mr Bourman, I certainly do support an appropriate
balance of renewables to complement our baseload
power generation in this state to make sure that we do
have affordable and reliable energy. That certainly is all
that is being asked of us by the manufacturers,
processors and businesses across Victoria that have
been coming into my office and saying, ‘Look, we
support the investment in renewables. We support the
commonwealth taking a leadership role in advocating
for reliability, affordability, investment in renewables,
reducing our greenhouse gas emissions and meeting our
Paris convention contracts’. It is pleasing to see this
week that the federal Turnbull government has with
the —
Ms Shing interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — Am I amusing, Ms Shing, or are
you laughing about something else?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order!
Mr RAMSAY — The Energy Security Board has
said the guarantee that the Prime Minister announced
this week will give certainty to investors in the longer
term, so I think rather than being totally dependent on
taxpayer subsidies, a policy like the Turnbull
government has just announced — to give certainty for
investors to invest in renewables to meet our global
requirements and agreements and also to drive the cost
of electricity and gas down — is a far more preferred
option than what the Andrews government is
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considering in this bill, which is really merely to
introduce a RET of 40 per cent by 2025.
My understanding is that currently around about 11 to
12 per cent of total energy generation in this state is via
renewables, so there is an expectation by the Andrews
government that in fact that will increase in less than
eight years to 40 per cent, which is, if I quickly do my
maths, about 28 per cent more required of renewables.
In a quick rule-of-thumb calculation in terms of current
wind generation — and I think we generate about
98 per cent of renewable energy from wind as opposed
to 3 or 4 per cent from solar — we actually in fact need
another 3000 turbines across presumably western
Victoria because it seems to be the preferred site of
wind generators for investment, so you can imagine
what the landscape will look like in western Victoria by
the time the Andrews government finishes with it come
2025.
Then they talk about jobs in the same breath. I can tell
you that the only jobs —
Mr Jennings interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — If Mr Jennings wants to have a bit
of a stroll down to Macarthur — and I am sure he
would not, because the worst roads in the state are
actually around that wind farm in Macarthur — he
would see that there is barely a farm left standing
within 2 kilometres of that wind farm. Most of them are
shut down. Nearly all the workman cottages that were
there supporting those farming families are not lived in,
and so many of those farming families have actually
moved away.
And there is no job generation. There are a few
mechanics that run around checking some of the wiring
in between the turbines, but there are no long-term jobs
associated with that wind farm; it is mainly just in the
construction, and once the construction is completed
there is a very small workforce that actually maintains
that generation. The government run the argument that
this is job creation. Yes, it is great for Korea; they
produce the turbine masts. It is great for the
Netherlands, who provide the generators. It is good for
Keppel Prince Engineering in Portland to put the pieces
together, but what happens when all that is done? And
given the amount of concrete I am surprised the Greens
have not given us an indication of the cost of energy for
producing the concrete slabs on which these turbines
sit, which consume an awful amount of energy and raw
base material. But no, we will just blur over those
greenhouse gas emissions in the construction of the
slabs that support these turbines.
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The point of this bill is to introduce a renewable energy
target for Victoria. My argument is that this is bad
policy. No state should be introducing a RET. We as an
opposition will not be supporting a RET for Victoria.
We are focused on delivery of affordable, reliable and
secure electricity to the state, and we also are
supporting a national framework in the transition to
cleaner energy, as I said. As Mrs Peulich has said, we
are technology agnostic in how this is achieved, so we
are keeping our options open. As I have indicated, a
Guy government will remove the Victorian renewable
energy target that is going to be imposed presumably if
this bill gets through under the Andrews Labor
government.
The Victorian government has announced a RET of
25 per cent by 2020; that is only two years away. They
have still got a bit of work to do there, and that is why
we see ministerial interference in relation to call-in
permits for wind farms and particularly when there are
changes in work plans. The community is now totally
disengaged with that process if they want to object. It is
really just a flick of a pen by the minister now to
authorise a change in work plans for these permits. He
will have ministerial control of where and how these
wind farm permits will be approved, and the RET as a
go-alone scheme will apply in addition to the national
renewable energy target of 23 per cent by 2020.
The RET translates to 5400 megawatts of capacity over
the next decade, roughly equivalent to the current total
installed renewable energy capacity right across
Australia, so this is a big ask for the state of Victoria
and those hosting these renewable projects to provide
such a significant amount of renewable energy within a
short space of time without any guarantee of certainty
of power. I think many of our businesses right across
Victoria are particularly concerned about the fact that
once you remove the certainty of supply of baseload
power and close some of our older power stations, in
fact you put at risk that certainty of supply.
I am really pleased to see that the soon-to-be Guy
government has seen fit to introduce a gas policy which
actually makes much more sense than having a total
moratorium on onshore conventional gas exploration in
this state when we have got gas reserves. Lakes Oil tell
us that they can tap into some of their exploratory work
very easily and that they can provide gas to the
domestic market which will ensure a dampening effect
on the significant increase in gas prices we have seen in
households right across Victoria, particularly in the last
12 months. That is a sensible policy. But what is not
sensible policy is a state Labor government introducing
a RET without any relativity to what is happening at a
national level. As we know, you cannot reduce
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greenhouse gas emissions from state borders. It has to
be a national approach, and it is only in the last week
that the Turnbull government has announced its energy
policy for the whole of the country. It is just sheer
stupidity for a state to go it alone and expect it will get
any significant health benefits from a state-based
renewable energy target.
As you know, we have enjoyed historically low
electricity prices in Australia. That has created the
economic boom that we have in this state. It is
unfortunate that Engie was put under pressure by the
state government in relation to the significant increase
in royalties and had to close Hazelwood. We know that
the Greens have got their eyes on closing Loy Yang B.
Basically if you take those two generators out you are
losing about 40 per cent of baseload power generation
in this state. I do not believe that anyone would
seriously think that the Andrews government could
replace the loss of that power generation, that reliable
low-cost generation, with renewables in eight years. It
just defies any sort of common sense in respect of this
proposed policy.
I will leave Mrs Peulich to respond to the amendments
that have been brought forward by the government and
the Greens.
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embrace a future that is actually sustainable and
affordable and a future that is bright for the citizens of
Victoria in relation to the appropriate balance between
sustainability, economic development, opportunity for
our state and the Victorian government’s commitment
to renewable energy.
Now, as it was during the course of the Bracks and
Brumby administration, we recognise that there is a
leadership role to be played within Victoria for getting
out early in relation to what we had hoped would be a
national momentum in terms of renewable energy and
climate change policies that we hoped would have
taken account of the need for us to be a participant in
the global community in relation to the abatement of
greenhouse gases and to drive a technological
revolution so that we can make sure that our industries
are competitive and viable and that we can create jobs.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — That is something that we
clearly understood. We understood it more than
10 years ago — 15 years ago we understood it. What
we are actually hearing today continually from those
who want to interrupt me, but most importantly
interrupt the future of this state, is that they are
obsessed with protecting the past.

Mr Leane — Time!
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr RAMSAY — No, it is not time, Mr Leane. I
have 6 minutes to go.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) — I
think you have got about 3 seconds, Mr Ramsay.
Mr RAMSAY — In summary then — thank you,
Mr Leane — we will be opposing this very poor policy,
and I look forward to the committee stage in relation to
raising issues around the amendments.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Thank you, Mr Ramsay, your time has elapsed. I gave
you 3 seconds, and you did not use them wisely.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(14:47) — I know Mr Ramsay has a little bit of trouble
with the time, because he actually does not know
whether he is living in the past or living in the future. It
is very symptomatic of his contribution to this debate. It
is very symptomatic of the great problems that the
Liberal and National parties are in in the state and
federally. It is a monumental problem for the
conservative side of politics because at the moment it is
a question of how conservative they can become, how
reactionary they can become and how defensive they
can become about the future. It is about whether they

Mr JENNINGS — They are obsessed with
protecting the past. It is ironic that in terms of
progressing this argument, in a few minutes Ms Dunn is
going to say to me that I am not as defensive about
fossil fuels as I might be. So that Ms Dunn will have no
doubt about it, we actually recognise that our
over-reliance on fossil fuels is a fundamental driver of
why we have been embarked upon a reform agenda for
the best part of 15 to 20 years as part of Labor
administrations, interrupted by a coalition government,
and unfortunately interrupted by a change of federal
government policies on a variety of fronts. Most
recently it was through the completely flagrant
disregard for the quality piece of work that Alan Finkel
provided to the federal government in relation to the
energy future and the future needs of this
community — a very detailed, very thorough
consideration; it was a framework for the future.
In fact some people interestingly enough did not think it
was quite as progressive as it might be. Some people,
who were studying public policy in this endeavour,
actually thought that Alan Finkel had gone out of his
way to create a broad stream of policy opportunities to
enable this nation to go ahead in a bipartisan fashion in
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relation to an energy mix, an energy future and the
various needs of conservative constituencies. Whether
they be in the federal Parliament or state governments
or whether they be in conservative parts of business,
everybody had an opportunity to have a place in the
sun.
But what has happened instead of that policy
framework being embraced? The fundamental building
blocks of a clean energy future have been dashed by the
federal coalition government; they have been trodden
on. In effect the quality of Alan Finkel’s work has been
treated with contempt in the pontification, the rewriting
of history and the absolute denial that is associated with
former Prime Minister Tony Abbott’s political
trajectory. He goes around the world to send a message
back to his conservative constituency in the coalition
government in Canberra to rewind any hope for the
future.
This piece of legislation is associated with the future. It
is associated with a positive trajectory for the future. It
is associated with a sense of optimism that we can
satisfy the energy needs of this state now and in the
future in a renewable way, in a sustainable way and in a
way that drives jobs and opportunities for our
community. We are confident about embracing the
future. We are not cringing and shirking from our
responsibility as a government and as a legislature in
relation to how we make sure —
Mr Ramsay interjected.
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that in the energy mix in the future we not only set
appropriate long-term aspirational targets but we also
have interventions in place to try to support the
important installation of renewable energy in the state.
I am very optimistic, as I am for the future, that even if
this legislation did not pass, it would not stop Victoria
from proceeding to an auction to generate the first up to
650 megawatts of renewable energy that is associated
with our current policy settings as we look to install
somewhere between 3000 and 5000 megawatts of
renewable energy on the horizon associated with this
piece of legislation. Indeed, depending upon whether
that level of investment and that level of generation is
generated, we will see somewhere in excess of
$5 billion worth of economic activity, maybe as high as
$7 billion of economic activity, generated within the
renewable industry in Victoria. We will see somewhere
in the order of 6000 to 9000 jobs in the construction
industry being associated with the installation of this
energy capacity and we will see somewhere in the order
of 500 to 750 ongoing jobs in terms of making sure that
the system is maintained and running in good working
order and keeping the reliability of energy sources in
our state secure into the future. That is at the heart of
what this piece of legislation is about.
I am pleased to be part of a government that recognises
we have obligations not only to Victoria but as global
citizens and we have obligations to play a leadership
role in this nation despite the lethargy and the
abrogation of responsibility of the federal government.
What an absolute irony in the way we have been
criticised by the coalition in Victoria today when in fact
the commonwealth policy settings, as we understand
them — as expressed by press release and fiat by Tony
Abbott via Malcolm Turnbull announcing those policy
settings — are indicating that really at the end of the
day, in terms of delivering renewable energy capacity,
that will be basically led by the leadership, in the
initiative and scale, of state governments. So we are
responding virtually immediately.

Mr JENNINGS — Every single day, Mr Ramsay,
there is an opportunity in the national marketplace for
Victoria to buy electricity from New South Wales, just
as it is possible for them to buy electricity from us,
because it is a national marketplace. So if you think the
benchmark of your policy settings should be that we in
fact deny the national grid, then we deny the national
marketplace, and Victoria continues to this very day to
be a net exporter of energy capacity. To this very day
Victoria is a net exporter of energy requirements. We
have surplus energy to our requirements every day of
the year unless there is an extremely adverse series of
events — extremely adverse weather events or other
circumstances of events that may occur once on a
10-year horizon when we may be vulnerable.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! Mr Dalidakis and Mr Ondarchie, through the
Chair. Minister, please continue.

The Australian Energy Market Operator is the national
body that actually assesses the availability of electricity
supply. It provides advice to government, to consumers
and to industry. It knows that on 99 out of 100 days
there is excess energy supply in this state and there will
continue to be excess electricity generated in this state.
What this piece of legislation is about is making sure

Mr JENNINGS — Thank you, Acting President. In
fact I was thankful for the contribution of my colleague
because it demonstrates that from all vantage points
within our government, within all the constellation of
ministerial responsibilities within our government, we
are committed and determined. Whether we are
responsible for industry and trade and innovation,

Honourable members interjecting.
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whether we are responsible for the environment and
climate change, whether we are responsible for
whatever complexities of public policy administration
there may be in this state, we are totally united. We are
totally united in the now administration to make sure —
Mr Finn — Have you spoken to James Merlino
about that?
Mr JENNINGS — In fact I have, and I know that
in fact he is mindful, he is extremely mindful. The
Deputy Premier is extremely mindful not only of what
his policy settings are, but he is very, very mindful of
the progressive policy settings of his Monbulk
electorate and what it would be expecting. He is a local
member of Parliament who knows that the Monbulk
electorate knows that the future has to account for
sustainability. It knows that in fact we have to protect
environmental values. It knows that it actually has to be
associated with renewable energy. On that basis, I
confidently say, because I know the Deputy Premier’s
view on this subject, that he, like other members of this
government, is determined to make sure that we make
this investment happen, we start through the auction
that we are about to have —
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grow jobs in our economy, we need to be sustainable,
we need to be environmentally aware and we need to
reduce the greenhouse gas emission profile of the state
of Victoria as part of our contribution to the national
emissions profile and part of our commitment to the
global community.
It is all good and well that as a nation this government
says, ‘We are going to sign up to our Paris protocols
and agreements’ and then have no internal mechanisms
to deliver on such outcomes. In fact it is abrogating the
responsibility either to the energy sector itself or other
industry sectors or the states to find the policy settings
to implement it. Well, that is leadership. That is a quite
remarkable abrogation of responsibility, I think.
But in the state of Victoria we are prepared to play our
role. We are prepared to step up now in relation to the
amendments that I will bring to the committee in a few
minutes. What I am actually saying is: what is the
contribution to the Victorian economy? What is the
contribution to Victorian jobs? What is the impact upon
the rate of scale and the implementation of our policies?
This is an important undertaking that we make as we
bring this bill to the Parliament, and that is the
justification for the amendments that I am bringing.

Mr Ramsay — It’s our money you’re using.
Mr JENNINGS — Mr Ramsay, I know that your
time is nigh in relation to your ability to express your
views on this subject. It is because when you carry the
burden of the past and you carry it around with you
each and every day, it is a terrible burden to carry. I
would actually encourage you to let it go. Embrace the
future. Get on board with actual commitments in
relation to renewable energy. Make sure that it —
Mr Finn — If you want to embrace the future, we
should turn off the lights.
Mr JENNINGS — Demand management is a very
worthy thing, Mr Finn. Demand management plays its
role in mitigating against the need for increasing energy
supply. Demand management is important.
Ms Dunn interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — We are having a round robin. In
a few minutes we will get into the committee stage to
consider maybe a slightly broader range of concerns
that people in this chamber actually may have, and that
may lead to some very strange and unusual alliances in
relation to how we deal with certain amendments. In
that regard I may feel a little bit awkward in one or two
of those moments. Nonetheless, I think the thing that
should unite this community and what should unite this
Parliament is in fact our recognition that we need to

We will have some policy debates about the relative
merits of Ms Dunn’s amendments, and I will be happy
to respond to any implementation issues or matters of
unresolved policy tensions between us and the
non-government members of the chamber. But on the
way through I just want to reiterate — it is very
important — that this government is proud of its
commitment to renewable energy. We are proud to
embark upon these targets. We are proud to support
industry development through the auction system that
we will commence shortly. We look forward to great
results for this and future generations in relation to our
contributions.
For all of you who want to hold back the tide, tides can
actually play a role in terms of wave power and in
relation to renewable energy, but I reckon you will be
standing on the shore watching as other people do the
heavy lifting to address our economic, environmental
and sustainability needs into the future.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 20
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Hartland, Ms

Mulino, Mr (Teller)
Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Ratnam, Dr (Teller)
Shing, Ms
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Somyurek, Mr
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms

Noes, 18
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms (Teller)
Bourman, Mr (Teller)
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms

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

Pairs
Pulford, Ms

Morris, Mr
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The Grattan Institute goes on to say:
Second, climate change is not a Victorian-specific problem. It
is a global problem and Australia, as a nation state within the
global community, has made commitments and introduced —
and will introduce in the future — national domestic policies
to deliver on these commitments. Unilateral action by any
state or territory will cut across these policies and may simply
increase their cost without any net environmental benefit.

But the question I would like to ask the minister on
clause 1 is: what will be the total cost of supporting all
schemes to reach the targets?
Mr JENNINGS — A number of points in the
commentary that Mrs Peulich has just made indicate an
interesting reliance on the Grattan Institute to
indicate —

Motion agreed to.
Mrs Peulich — I thought it nailed it.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(15:09) — As I foreshadowed in my contribution to the
second-reading debate, there are a number of
amendments that I would seek to move, and I ask that
they be circulated.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(15:11) — The opposition will not be supporting the
government’s recommendations because basically they
do not do anything to make the bill better, as the target
puts Victoria at a disadvantage from other states, and
we certainly do not want to follow South Australia in
putting government subsidy against affordability and
security of power. So in terms of the amendments, we
conceptually do not agree with the bill in terms of
policy. It is not good policy.
The most pertinent comment was one made by the
Grattan Institute, which said:
Renewable energy is generally highly popular and Victoria’s
new renewable energy target appears to be great politics. But
in a national context it is anything but great policy.

It goes on to talk about two key reasons for this being
the case. First of all, it is a policy aimed at increasing
renewables, not reducing greenhouse gases. So whilst it
measures the inputs, it is not measuring the outputs.
Further:
To be clear, increased solar and wind power will be a direct
result of Australia’s actions to reduce emissions. But the
opposite does not necessarily hold true.

Mr JENNINGS — You may have thought it nailed
it, and in fact under normal circumstances I am quite
impressed by the work of the Grattan Institute. I fail to
see that the Grattan Institute’s critique of Victoria as a
sovereign state — when in fact it is not the sole
repository of concern about greenhouse gases — is an
evident truth. It says nothing, because we are actually
contributors to the global community and the global
environment, and if every jurisdiction applied that logic
that you outlined to us, then nothing would be done
across the planet.
If we are actually interested in really global
environmental outcomes, a real contribution to the
global economy —
Mrs Peulich — We would not be exporting our
coal.
Mr JENNINGS — That may be a fair and
reasonable point you make. It may be a fair and
reasonable point.
Mr Ondarchie — We are exporting coal.
Mr JENNINGS — Are we?
Mrs Peulich — Yes.
Mr JENNINGS — We are?
Mrs Peulich — Yes, from the state.
Mr JENNINGS — In terms of the export of raw
coal, is that what we do? That is the assertion I
responded to, and you assert that I got the wrong
answer.
Mr Ondarchie — I just asked if you know.
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Mr JENNINGS — The thing about it is that the
issue that you have relied on in relation to the Grattan
Institute, which again I will use as a segue to my
answer that may not satisfy you in relation to the total
cost structures, is that Victoria is bitterly disappointed
that this nation does not have policy settings that
interlock between state and commonwealth market and
regulatory-based frameworks and responses to energy
policy. If the state, and all states, and the
commonwealth harmonised our approach to the
appropriate regulatory environment — the legislative
intent and the industry support processes — then the
cost structures would be far less than they would be if
the state goes it alone. So in relation to a state going it
alone in relation to achieving the intended policy
outcome of our renewable energy target (RET), it will
always be dependent on the cost structures and the
intersection of state-based policy settings and market
opportunities and the commonwealth’s ones.
Mrs Peulich — How about having a go at the
question?
Mr JENNINGS — You do not fundamentally
understand the concepts, and if you do not
fundamentally understand the concepts, I am not going
to necessarily just jump to —
Mrs Peulich — Would you like me to repeat the
question?
Mr JENNINGS — I know what the question was,
and the question had a preamble that provided me with
ample scope to indicate to you that in fact we start from
a very, very different place in relation to knowing what
our contribution is to a national and a global
community. We start from a very different place in
relation to understanding the ways in which that
industry may be developed now and into the future, the
way that in fact the policy settings and the cost
structures of interventions such as the ones that the
Victorian government are undertaking at this moment
would vary significantly upon the harmonisation of
those market-based and regulatory environments, and at
the moment the commonwealth is in the process of
withdrawing from any mechanisms that it has in place,
ignoring the recommendations of the Finkel report, and
applying a very broad connection between the
reliability of energy sources and its cost structures and
keeping it separate from what its abatement issues may
be.
The point that I can concede to you on your
commentary is that the increase in renewable energy
does not in its own right lead to greenhouse gas
abatement. I agree with you, but it is a useful
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displacement of other forms of energy that are more
energy intensive and that make a greater contribution to
greenhouse gas generation, and the policy settings are
designed — as demand grows or is suppressed through
demand-management strategies and other mechanisms
that we can use to try to lower demand needs into the
future — so that we would have an appropriate
investment and a transition from dirty forms of
electricity generation to more renewable forms and less
emission-intensive generation capacity.
So I have agreed with you on one point — that is,
renewable energy does not sit on its own. I have
indicated to you in relation to the funding arrangements
that the Victorian government has entered into in
relation to supporting the first auction process that the
cost of the scheme depends upon all of the factors that I
have talked about and what it means for the wholesale
price in the energy market. That price, depending upon
all the issues that I have talked about, will vary. It will
not be a constant price; there will not be a constant
price over the profile of the forward intentions and
meeting the targets. The Victorian government is about
to go into a competitive environment where in fact we
have an attributed value that we actually think will
secure the investment of up to 650 megawatts.
We are not going to pre-empt how much money we are
putting into the market because in fact the market will
pretty much go to that glass ceiling straightaway. We
are actually trying to make sure that it is efficient in the
way in which the market operates, so we are not
actually going to telegraph what price threshold the
Victorian government is prepared to consider, but we
will support it. We will drive that level of investment,
and after we achieve that first tranche then we will
successfully move through other tranches or through
the name of whatever the mixture of market-based
settings may be — the regulatory environment, industry
support. We will actually be trying to do it in the
cheapest way to consumers or to the public purse.
Mrs PEULICH — Minister, thank you for your
answer. I note that as part of that answer you also were
quite categorical that part of the objective of increasing
the renewable energy target was also to displace — I
think you were calling them dirty — other dirty energy
generators, or something to that effect. The concept is
there. That is what you said. We can check Hansard at
a future time. In view of that, is there a missing purpose
for the bill which would include closing an existing
base load coal power station to reach a 40 per cent
Victorian renewable energy target, as you did with
Hazelwood power station?
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Mr JENNINGS — Good on you, Mrs Peulich;
there is no entrapment in any aspect of your summary
of what I said initially or your subsequent question!
Mrs Peulich — You do not dispute it; you said it.
Mr JENNINGS — I can dispute quite a lot of what
you say is what I said. I am happy to live by what I say.
I would rather you not summarise what I say or actually
reinterpret what I say.
Let’s go back to the building blocks of the story. The
building blocks of the story are that in the future, what
good government across the nation should be trying to
achieve are the mechanisms. If the Turnbull
government is committed to achieving greenhouse gas
abatement in relation to its international obligations, if
it is interested in that, it will support the energy sector
to make a transition. That is exactly the same terms as
the way that I described it because in fact the reliance
will be to drive the renewable energy sector, as the way
in which the Victorian government is wedded to do and
determined to do. It will be mindful of the way in
which it can actually assist those energy-intensive and
emissions-intensive aspects of the generation
capacity — coal generators — to be more efficient into
the future and to reduce their contribution to
greenhouse gases. Through that combination of those
mechanisms, the contribution overall to our target will
be achieved.
That is the same for Victoria and it is the same for the
commonwealth. The commonwealth is not actually
prepared to be as fulsome as I have just been in the last
30 seconds in relation to trying to set those policy
levers because in fact it is always — in the way in
which I criticised some of you, you and your
colleagues, in the second-reading debate — spending a
lot of time looking in the rear-vision mirror rather than
worrying about what the future for coal is or what the
future for renewable energy is and the relative
contribution to either the distributed energy capacity or
indeed its cost structure. We need to embrace it and that
is what we are doing.
On your assertion in relation to the policy settings that
led to Engie’s decision to close Hazelwood, I know that
you and other members of the coalition are desperate to
attribute the blame to the Victorian government.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — It was. I do not deny that, and in
2010 there was no ongoing policy commitment either
in the state of Victoria or national policies that made
that an appropriate policy setting. In fact in a very
ironic way during the course of 2010 to 2014 what
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could have been the economic viability of Hazelwood
went up because of the national decisions and the
national framework that in fact made Hazelwood far
more economically viable during that period of time.
That was an irony because in 2010 with the
introduction of the carbon pollution reduction scheme it
was not looking to be very economically viable, but it
became more economically viable.
What drove the closure of Hazelwood ultimately was
fundamentally an international decision in the name of
the profile of the business mix of Engie to actually get
out of fossil fuels-based electricity generation. That is
one driver. The second driver was the depreciation of
the asset, of the generating capacity, and its
occupational health and safety risk. It was actually the
deterioration of the quality of it as an asset and as a safe
energy generator, and by that stage the value
proposition was not there for it to survive.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — The tax, in terms of the order of
magnitude of the issues that I am talking about, may
have made that much difference.
Mr Ondarchie — Of course you would say that.
Mr JENNINGS — Of course I would, because that
is the reality of it.
Mrs PEULICH — In May 2011 Labor described
the then government’s decision to keep Hazelwood
fully operational as, and I quote:
… disgraceful … Our state must be looking at ways to lower
our dependence on brown coal and finding new ways to
generate energy. Partially shutting Hazelwood was part of this
process.

The following has also been said:
We have seen the government walk away from negotiations
to partially close Hazelwood power and help Victoria move
away from its dependence on brown coal.

Given your government’s public support for closing
coal power stations, will the RET in any way impact on
the commercial viability of any of Victoria’s coal
power station, such as Yallourn, and as a result bring
forward its closure date?
Mr JENNINGS — I am pretty disappointed in the
response from the members of the committee on the
other side in relation to my last answer because I
acknowledged what our policy said it was in 2010. I
acknowledged all of the competing factors in relation to
it.
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Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — You want answers that are
convenient to you. You do not want the truth. You do
not want a whole answer. You actually want a very
superficial sliver of answers. In the scheme of things, of
what I talked about, the financial consequences of that
decision were minuscule in relation to the mentions of
the other elements to it.
Mrs Peulich — Says who?
Mr JENNINGS — Says the facts. Says the dollars
involved. Says the corporate business model of the
owner of the assets.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! That becomes a conversation. I am not going to
allow that. Please, Minister.
Mr JENNINGS — I apologise, Acting President. I
am relying on what was said by the company in
question. I can rely on that as a fact. I do not actually
have to assert anything apart from the fact that they
actually put it on the public record themselves. In
relation to this assertion that this will actually make any
difference in relation to the corporate decision-making
process of people who own brown coal-generating
capacity in Victoria, it will be a very small factor in the
mix of policy settings, considerations and commercial
realities that they confront.
Mrs PEULICH — The government has flagged it
will hold — or you have certainly indicated and
confirmed that you will hold — a wind and solar option
and spend between $250 million and $350 million, if
not more. Will projects in other states be able to bid in
this auction?
Mr JENNINGS — They will not be successful.
Mrs Peulich — They will not be successful?
Mr JENNINGS — No.
Mrs PEULICH — I take the answer to be no.
Mr Jennings — Correct.
Mrs PEULICH — At the bill briefing the officer
who provided the briefing said that other states would
be able to participate in the auction. So who is actually
telling the truth?
Mr JENNINGS — All I anticipated was that it
would not be successful. We were not going to stop
them bidding.
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Mrs Peulich — So that means they will be
excluded?
Mr JENNINGS — No, they will not be excluded,
but I am just anticipating what the result is going to be.
That is my answer. That was my spontaneous answer,
and I will try to resist being spontaneous and honest
with you.
Mrs PEULICH — Is this another version of
Labor’s picking the winners?
Mr JENNINGS — No, no. Look, I have to admit
that in fact my answer was not as judicious as it should
have been in relation to the market-based structures and
our obligations to be in a competitive marketplace, and
I was being —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — Well, I just cannot. If I need to
be contrite, let me be contrite. Let me just say it will be
open, it will satisfy our market obligations and it will
actually be subject to probity considerations. If in fact I
have pre-empted it in any shape or form, I apologise to
the committee and I certainly apologise to my
colleagues.
Mrs Peulich — Can you appreciate why we are a
bit cynical about your response?
Mr JENNINGS — Are you still cynical?
Mrs Peulich — I am.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (15:32) — I was,
Minister, particularly interested in the definitions under
renewable energy sources. I might help Ms Dunn out
here because I think her amendments are seeking the
same sort of answer I would be. You have identified
solar and wind and, in (c), an ‘energy source declared
by the Minister under section 4’. You have really only
identified two particular renewable energy sources,
being the most popular — and we know wind is by far
the most popular and then solar presumably — but not
any others. I am sort of curious to know on what basis
and why hydro, which has been a large part of the
Prime Minister’s investment in renewable energy mix,
was not identified and why you have just picked the
two most popular.
Mr JENNINGS — I think when this piece of
legislation was drafted it wanted to be able to account
for an appropriate regulatory environment that was
flexible. It did quite possibly, as you have indicated,
indicate the two most likely and dominant forms. I do
not know about them being popular, because in fact you
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will probably have a view about how popular windmills
are, but in terms of the investment profile they are the
dominant forms.
Then beyond that what is listed here is perhaps not as
prescriptive as Ms Dunn would like it to be, and
Ms Dunn is actually seeking to amend the legislation to
make it extremely prescriptive and extremely lengthy
but also ironically limiting at the same time. She wants
to achieve a specific policy outcome which is more
determinant in the first iteration than what the
government would be seeking to do. But many of the
items that appear on Ms Dunn’s amendment we would
not anticipate as falling within the potential for those
energy sources.
We will not be supporting Ms Dunn’s amendment
when we get to it after clause 3, and I am sorry to
pre-empt that. This is because Ms Dunn does two
things. She is very specific and prescriptive in relation
to what she likes and very prescriptive about what she
does not like, and on the government policy settings the
minister would prefer to have somewhat greater
discretion in relation to that rather than it being overly
prescribed within the clause of the bill.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) — I
am aware that Mr Ramsay spoke about your
amendment, Ms Dunn, but you will have the right to
move your amendment in clause 3. Back to clause 1.
Any further questions? If not, I ask the minister to
move his amendment 1 to clause 1.
Mr JENNINGS — Thank you, Acting President. It
is possibly because I was in the mindset of this
amendment that I may have said an inappropriate thing
a few minutes ago, because in the purposes clause of
the bill we seek to add a reference in relation to —

This adds an additional concept to the purposes clause
as a specific purpose of the legislation.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (15:36) — I just
rise to say the Greens will support this amendment.
Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 20
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Noes, 18

1.

Clause 1, line 7, after “Act” insert “and to encourage
investment and employment in Victoria”.

Morris, Mr

Amendment agreed to.
Amended clause agreed to; clause 2 agreed to.
Clause 3
Ms DUNN — I move:
1.

Clause 3, after line 8 insert —
“biomass means organic matter other than fossilised
biomass;
Note

Mrs Peulich interjected.

Mr JENNINGS — Thank you very much. I did it in
real time. I move:

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

Pairs
Pulford, Ms

Mr JENNINGS — I did; that is what I volunteered.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
You did well, Minister.

Mulino, Mr
Patten, Ms (Teller)
Pennicuik, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Ratnam, Dr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr (Teller)
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms

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

Mrs Peulich — So did you misspeak?

Mr JENNINGS — That is what I volunteered, and I
did it pretty much in real time, did I not?
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Fossilised biomass includes coal and lignite.”.

2.

Clause 3, after line 11 insert—
“native forest means a local indigenous plant
community—
(a) the dominant species of which are trees; and
(b) containing throughout its growth the
complement of native species and habitats
normally associated with that forest type or
having the potential to develop those
characteristics; and
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(c) including a forest with those characteristics
that has been regenerated with human
assistance following disturbance; and

Committee divided on amendments:

(d) excluding a plantation of native species or
previously logged native forest that has been
regenerated with non-endemic native
species;”.

Dunn, Ms
Hartland, Ms (Teller)
Pennicuik, Ms

Clause 3, lines 12 to 17, omit all words and expressions
on these lines and insert—

Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr (Teller)
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

“renewable energy source has the meaning given by
section 4;”.

The amendments seek to insert into the bill definitions
around biomass and also definitions in relation to native
forests. Ultimately what the amendments do is create a
definition around native forests and biomass because
the Greens are concerned that the burning of native
forests may well be considered as renewable energy
into the future. We think the strongest way to ensure
that does not happen — that we do not see our native
forests being used for renewable energy — is to insert
these provisions in the bill.
I understand the government’s intention is not to see
our native forests burnt for renewable energy. In fact it
is the government’s intention to seek to capture that
element in relation to this bill through regulation, which
of course is a disallowable instrument in this place.
However, for the Greens, as members of this chamber
will be aware, the removal and destruction of native
forests is a threshold issue. We would not want to see
those forests being compromised in any way or burnt
for renewable energy and we feel the strongest
protections possible are via insertion in the bill, so we
certainly seek the support of members in relation to
these amendments.
Mr JENNINGS — The government is not in a
position to be able to support Ms Dunn’s amendments.
Can I volunteer to you in a policy setting what you have
outlined is that you understand that the government’s
policy position is the same as my understanding — it
happens to be my personal view — so we are not
actually arguing in relation to the intent. We believe
that the effect of your amendments are more
prescriptive than we would like them to be. That is the
reason why we would prefer to deal with it in the way
that I suggested a few minutes ago.

Ayes, 5
Ratnam, Dr
Springle, Ms (Teller)

Noes, 32
Melhem, Mr (Teller)
Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr

Amendments negatived.
Clause agreed to; clause 4 agreed to.
Clause 5
Mr RAMSAY — I am just wondering about
clause 5 of the bill, which provides that one of the
objects of the act is:
(f)

to contribute to the security of electricity supply in
Victoria.

I ask the minister: is the view of the government that
renewable energy will have to provide some baseload
power in relation to ongoing supply of electricity
24 hours a day, seven days a week to fulfil that?
Mr JENNINGS — I know Mr Ramsay would
actually hope that somehow there would be a degree of
entrapment about whether it would be on the
combination of —
An honourable member — That would never, ever
be his style.
Mr Jennings — Never? Okay. Well, that is a good
thing.
Mr Ramsay interjected.

Mrs PEULICH — As indicated earlier, the
opposition will not be supporting these amendments
either. We believe that we are trying to nut out detail on
a concept that is deeply flawed and misguided. As I
indicated earlier, the opposition will not be supportive.

Mr JENNINGS — I appreciate that, Mr Ramsay.
Thank you. Let me actually just put that aside then and
let me just say that you may or may not be aware that
an assessment is made about the reliable, secure
electricity supply in Victoria that is actually monitored
each and every day by the Australian Energy Market
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Operator. They are extremely conservative in relation
to their estimation of renewable energy when they do
their estimations of the reliability and security of supply
and their projections for what might be the vulnerability
of pressure points — those days when electricity supply
may be caught short. In fact on wind they basically do
not count any of that capacity towards their base supply
estimations of the amount of electricity that is available
to us.
Anybody would actually understand — and I know that
you would — that wind has the potential to blow
24 hours a day; it actually has the potential to be
generating electricity 24 hours a day. As far as the
market regulator is concerned it is not counted in its
totality as actually contributing to the reliability and
security of supply, and in fact it is discounted in terms
of those very conservative estimates. But, nonetheless,
each and every day in terms of the capacity and what is
delivered to the system and what is available then to be
used it plays a significant contribution each and every
day.
Mr RAMSAY — On the minister’s response, the
point I was trying to make is that the act is going to say
in clause 5(f) the requirement will be to contribute to
the security of electricity supply in Victoria. If you have
got in the act a RET of 40 per cent renewable and to
gain the 40 per cent you most likely will have to reduce
some of the current coal-fired generation that there will
be a requirement to have a certain amount of baseload
power. I do not believe Mr Jennings is right in relation
to in fact wind generation being able to provide
ongoing supply of power, and he knows that is not right
because we have seen in South Australia the experience
has been that the dependency on wind generation has
not provided that ongoing security of supply. My point
is will there be a requirement under this act for all
renewable energy projects to provide a certain amount
of baseload power so that we have continuity of supply
24 hours a day, seven days a week so we do not get into
the same situation as we saw South Australia get
themselves into when there was a heavy draw of energy
need for that state?
Mr JENNINGS — Mr Ramsay, you know that in
your initial question to me you even referred to not only
renewable sources; in fact earlier in your contribution
you referred to hydropower and the federal
government’s interest; you mentioned their interest in
that, hopefully it is not a fleeting interest, hopefully it is
actually a sustained interest. They might actually
achieve something — that would be good. Also earlier
in your contribution you actually acknowledged
technological change in relation to storage and storage
technologies.
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Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — No, they are not a long way off
at all. So a combination of the factors that you already
know — you already know that the wind can blow
24 hours a day; you know that yourself, that it actually
contributes —
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — I know that the reality is that it
does not blow 24 hours a day to generate electricity; I
also know that. But we are not in absolutes here. You
and I both know it makes a significant contribution to
how much capacity there is in the system each and
every day. You know that technologies are emerging in
terms of the cost structure and the availability of storage
to maintain a reliability and consistency of the
availability of supply. Right around the world that is a
occurring each and every day, and in the time frames
that we are actually talking about we are very confident
that the policy objectives in this bill — the technology
and the market capacity — will enable this to be
achieved in a way where security of supply will not be
put at risk and in fact it will be enhanced through these
policies.
I move:
2.

Clause 5, page 3, line 5, after “development” insert “in
Victoria”.

Again this is because the Victorian government actually
wants to continue a theme through the purposes clause,
the objectives of the act and indeed through the aspects
of the Victorian economy that are measured, which is in
a subsequent clause amendment that I actually want to
add. We are wanting to make sure that there is the
appropriate momentum and support for the industry
development and employment development that occurs
within Victoria, and we have chosen to specify that
within the purposes, objectives and the reporting
requirements of the act.
Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) — It is
4 o’clock; I have to interrupt business.
Progress reported.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
Sitting extended pursuant to standing orders.
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coal-fired power station is closed, for whatever reason,
will the minister amend that decision to try and balance
the loss of non-renewables?

Committee
Resumed.
Clauses 6 and 7 agreed to.
Clause 8

Mr JENNINGS — The critical issue — the mutual
policy settings and policy intent that run in parallel with
this piece of legislation — is that we should not rely on
diminished capacity to achieve the target.
Mr Ramsay interjected.

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(16:01) — I move:
3.

Clause 8, line 27, omit “electricity.” and insert
“electricity; and”.

4.

Clause 8, after line 27 insert—
“(c) investment and employment in Victoria in
relation to renewable electricity generation.”.

As I foreshadowed as I summed up, when talking about
the last amendment and the last clause, we have
amended this legislation to add an objective in relation
to economic and investment opportunity in Victoria,
both in the purposes and the objectives, and now in
relation to the reportable requirements of the act in
relation to responding to assess the effectiveness of the
interlocking elements of the government’s investment
policies, of this policy and of economic activity in the
state and its impact upon the generating capacity of the
state.
Mrs Peulich, before the committee started, you asked
me a question about whether part of the report was to
actually indicate how many megawatts were generated
by this initiative and whether that is meant to be
captured by subclause (1)(a), ‘the progress made
towards meeting the renewable energy targets’. We
would expect that to include what megawatt capacity is
being generated through these initiatives.
Amendments agreed to; amended clause agreed to.

Mr JENNINGS — Well, that would not be an
extremely efficient way in terms of the transformation.
The policy intent is it is designed to be a smooth
transition, not a blunt instrument that will lead to a
quantum step change through the renewable
contribution being made in that way. That is not the
policy intent. The policy intent would be to have a
smooth transition. That is all the more reason why —
going back to my contested views with Mrs Peulich
earlier on in relation to clause 1 about what the Grattan
Institute was saying and what the commonwealth
policy settings may be — this nation would be very,
very well served by a vertical integration of energy
policy settings between state and federal jurisdictions,
and then locking into an industry transition. That would
best serve the interests of this nation. I acknowledge the
risk that you are alive to. I am not denying it, but I am
saying it is not our intention for it to be derived in that
way. We would welcome the day for us to be able to
work harmoniously and smooth out these issues.
Clause agreed to; clause 10 agreed to.
Reported to house with amendments.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(16:07) — I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

Clause 9
House divided on motion:
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (16:03) — I was
interested, Minister, in relation to capacity
determinations by the minister in relation to minimum
amounts of renewable energy generation capacity. Just
for an example, say Loy Yang B or a coal-fired
generator was closed during the consideration or
gazettal of a minimum renewable energy generation.
Would that minimum amount then be amended to take
note of the loss of the coal-fired power generation?
How will the minister — if he will in fact — amend
that minimum renewable generation capacity? If a
determination has already been made and then the
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The point that Mr Davis makes of course is that the
party leaders might have different views to some of
their members, and we would anticipate that this is not
going to be a conventional debate forthcoming of a
government position and an opposition position. Indeed
there may be members on all sides of the house who
have quite different positions on this. Can I indicate that
it is really in the hands of the house to determine the
speaking time limits that might apply, and indeed in
terms of who gets to speak, if the house decides to set
some particular speaking time limits for this debate by
way of a motion of the house, then obviously I will call
speakers in turn as I normally do and they will be
accorded the time limit provided.

Read third time.

VOLUNTARY ASSISTED DYING BILL 2017
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Mr Davis — On a point of order, President, I
wonder if you might enlighten the house as to what the
advice is of the clerks and how you intend to manage
the process in the house, particularly with respect to the
order of speaking and the details of speaking lists and
such matters. The standing orders make provision about
apportionment of time and matters of that nature on a
party basis, but this, as I understand it, is to be a bill that
is a conscience vote, a free vote, for parties. In that
sense I am interested to understand if the President has
turned his mind to this.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Dalidakis!
Minister! May I first say the bill is not before us yet. I
simply read a message, so can I take as a first step the
first reading.
Read first time on motion of Mr JENNINGS
(Special Minister of State).
The PRESIDENT — In terms of standing orders,
the standing orders do not provide specifically for a
party-by-party arrangement in terms of debate. The
standing orders provide entitlements to all members.
There is a recognition, an extended recognition, to
leaders of parties or first speakers on matters to enable
them to present the broad argument, if you like, for a
matter, and then subsequent speakers have a time limit
restriction. But that arrangement is not applied on a
party basis as much as on the entitlements of members
and, as I said, in recognition of party leaders for the
broad debate.

Mr Jennings — On a point of order, President, to
assist you and the chamber, it is the government’s
intention for debate on this bill to be undertaken in an
orderly and appropriate fashion to give opportunities
for all members to express their point of view in a
fulsome way. It is not the intention of the government
to truncate that debate in any way, within reasonable
limits of human endurance and the processes of the
Parliament. We are very happy to facilitate that through
you, President, and amicable discussions between the
parties. I have indicated to the Leader of the Opposition
that I am prepared on behalf of the government to talk
about those procedures. I issue that invitation to other
members so that we have an understanding, perhaps
consolidated through the business committee before the
next sitting week, of how we might thoughtfully and
appropriately deal with these issues.
Mr Davis — I have a further point of order,
President. Thank you for your guidance on the first. My
raising that earlier one was on advice on that order. In
this second point of order I want to turn to a point about
the freedom of the house to debate these matters. It is
my understanding that at least one party in this chamber
has a bound arrangement with respect to procedural
matters around this debate. That may not be the case; I
may be misinformed. But I would be concerned if one
party had an arrangement where members, given the
sensitive nature of this bill, were in fact bound in a
procedural sense and were unable to consider potential
amendments in committee, for example, at a later point
in the debate. The charter of rights, the constitution and
long practice say that members of Parliament are free to
make comment in the chamber and not to be reviewed
elsewhere and that parliamentary privilege is invoked if
members are bound in any way or are under any threat
or duress. I seek your guidance in how this could be
best managed with respect to the different parties in the
chamber.
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The PRESIDENT — As Mr Davis would
appreciate, I am not in any position to direct members
on how they should vote and I am not in any position to
suggest to political parties how they should conduct
their affairs. It might be to the grief of the house that
some members may feel that they are bound by their
party rules to vote in a certain way on procedural
matters as distinct from what I understand is the
allowance of a conscience vote on the substantive
matter, but I have no power under the standing orders to
actually change that position or to provide any direction
to members that they should ignore their party rules or a
convention that they have arrived at. As far as the
mightier words of the constitution or human rights, I
would suggest that if members felt aggrieved by the
position of being asked to vote in a certain way on
procedural matters and they felt that their human rights
were infringed or that their constitutional rights were
infringed, then they may well stand according to that.

ongoing widening process on the Tullamarine Freeway.
By way of example, last night I was on my way home
up the Tullamarine Freeway and for most of that trip
we were travelling at a speed limit of 40 kilometres an
hour. I have to say to you that I abided by the speed
limit and was actively looking for anybody who was
actually doing any roadworks. I failed to see anybody
for the space of about 3 or 4 kilometres.

Leave refused for second reading forthwith.

It occurs to me that a good way of perhaps discouraging
Transurban from conducting what may well be a
strange social experiment is to ensure that the tolls on
the Tullamarine Freeway are reduced by exactly the
same amount as the speed limit. So if the speed limit is
reduced by 60 per cent, the tolls should be reduced by
60 per cent; if it is reduced by 80 per cent, the tolls
should be reduced by 80 per cent; and of course if the
freeway is closed altogether, as we have seen, and it is
after the tolling point, there should be no toll at all. I
think that is a more than reasonable thing, and I think
that it would be very, very popular. I know it probably
does not affect the people of Northcote, but it certainly
would affect the people of the north-western suburbs,
and they would be very, very pleased if the minister
were to take action to ensure that that regime was
brought into play.

Ordered that second reading be made order of the
day for next day.

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

WorkCover
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (16:22) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Finance,
Robin Scott, in his capacity as the minister responsible
for WorkCover. I have received an email from a
constituent of mine, Mr Andrew Denham, who is on
WorkCover and, as he puts it, confused. Mr Denham is
seeking answers to two questions. The first question is:
why is the WorkCover payment for travel in Victoria
limited to only 31 cents per kilometre when in New
South Wales the payment is 50 cents per kilometre?
The second is: why does WorkCover not have to
contribute to superannuation when employers are
required to make this contribution? Mr Denham claims
that WorkSafe’s response to this question on
superannuation was, ‘Because we can’. The action I
seek from the minister is for the minister to provide me
with a detailed answer to Mr Denham’s two questions.

CityLink-Tullamarine Freeway widening
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (16:23) — I wish
to raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, and it does concern the

There were no roadworks going on on that occasion,
and as I have explained to the house before, travellers
on the Tullamarine Freeway are frequently faced with
speed limit changes from 80 to 40 to 60 and back down
to 40 again and so forth. This obviously has caused
enormous disruption to traffic on the Tullamarine
Freeway, and it would not at all surprise me to learn
that there are people who have actually missed their
planes as a result of having been caught on the freeway
with these really weird speed change patterns.

I ask the minister to use whatever influence he has with
Transurban to ensure that that regime, the new regime
of reducing the tolls in direct correlation with the
reduction in the speed limit, is introduced as soon as is
possible. I believe that it is long overdue, and I believe
it would go some way towards reducing the
inconvenience felt by many tens of thousands of people
in the north-west of Melbourne.

Somerville Recreation & Community Centre
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) (16:26) — My
adjournment today is for the Minister for Sport in the
other place, and it relates to the Somerville Recreation
& Community Centre. The Somerville recreation centre
was damaged in a serious fire last year. This fire
involved more than 70 firefighters being called to the
blaze. At the time the president of the Western Port
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Basketball Association commented on it, saying that
that stadium would have to be demolished. He also said
how devastating it was and that indeed thousands of
participants used that facility each week. It was a very
important facility for that community and a tragic
event. Of course many different clubs used that indoor
stadium for basketball and for many other sports.
There is some work underway to devise a solution for a
replacement. My understanding is that the Mornington
Peninsula shire have already set aside some funds,
which I congratulate them for. As I understand it, there
is some consulting work underway. I ask the minister to
have a look at what is possible as a replacement for that
stadium and to commit some financial assistance to
devising a solution.

Let’s Feed
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(16:28) — The matter I wish to raise is for the attention
of the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and
Liquor Regulation. I get to do a lot of multicultural
events, as you do, President, and many of the
organisations do a wonderful job in supporting their
local communities as well as often supporting their
country of birth when it is affected by a catastrophe or
some sort of mishap, whether it is floods or an
earthquake or for other causes. Usually I am in
enormous admiration for the work they do, but from
time to time there are questions raised about the
transparency and the operations of some of them. It is
on a very rare occasion.
The reason why I raise this is that this particular issue
has been raised with me on a number of occasions over
some period of time. In particular it has been raised
with me since attention has been raised in relation to the
cash-for-stacks matter reported by the papers. It is in
relation to an organisation that describes itself as a
‘kind of charity’. It is called Let’s Feed. It claims to be
filling food-related gaps in existing services and using
micro donations. That is taken directly out of its own
promotional material. These micro donations come in
the form of cash donation boxes in shops across
Wyndham and larger donations such as $1000 from
Wyndham City Council in 2013–14.
Not only is Let’s Feed not a registered charity, it does
not legally exist. It is just a logo. It trades as the
Australia India Welfare and Cultural Society Inc. with
the ABN 30 930 827 552. It also lists its bank account
as BSB 063 622, account number 10753498. This is the
society’s cheque account. This can all be verified on
Twitter. The account is held at the Commonwealth
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Bank, Pacific Werribee branch, and the account name is
the Australia India Welfare and Cultural Society Inc.
According to the association extract documents from
Consumer Affairs Victoria the society has nine
members. Jasvinder Sidhu is the founding and current
secretary of the society, and he is the only public officer
in the four-year incorporated history of the society. The
registered address of the society is his home address
and the annual general meetings operate from his home.
The society is not a registered charity either. The list of
organisations registered with the Australian Charities
Not-for-profits Commission is available on their
website. It is unusual for a self-declared charity to not
register as a charity, as registered charities receive
considerable tax concessions from the Australian
Taxation Office. However, registration requires
transparency, with regular reporting requirements on
responsible persons.
There are a lot of people who are putting in substantial
resources. Many of these people need to be asked
whether indeed they are aware of the ambiguous status
of this particular organisation or so-called charity. I am
asking the minister to conduct a full investigation into
its affairs to make sure that indeed the money that is
being raised is used for its declared purposes, that it is
open and transparent and that it is not money used for
stacking Labor Party membership and recruiting
members for the purposes of their own political
interests.

Animal Welfare Victoria
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (16:31) —
My adjournment this evening is for the Minister for
Agriculture, and the action that I am seeking is in
relation to the Animal Welfare Victoria organisation
that was announced as part of a press release yesterday.
The action I am particularly seeking is for the minister
to provide a time line that demonstrates when, with
whom and how the minister consulted with
stakeholders on the formulation of this Animal Welfare
Victoria policy.
What appears to have happened here is the minister or
the government has undertaken some research in the
seat of Northcote, and it seems that animal welfare
must have popped up on the radar screen as an issue of
concern. So the government has decided that it will
undertake some policy on the run and come up with a
new group that will look at animal welfare in Victoria.
This is notwithstanding we have already got the
RSPCA, which does an extensive job in relation to
animal welfare for companion animals, and we have
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also got Agriculture Victoria, which undertakes the
same role for production animals.
This sector is over-regulated in terms of the work that
goes into ensuring that animal cruelty does not occur.
No-one in this chamber and no-one in this state
advocates for animal cruelty in any shape or form. At
the present time we are pretty well in a good position.
We have just had an inquiry undertaken by a committee
of this chamber which looked at the practices of the
RSPCA. By and large both sides of the house as part of
that inquiry came up with the conclusion that the
system is working reasonably well, that with a few
tinkers here and there it would actually work even
better, but at no stage was there any talk about the need
for a new organisation.
In terms of this new organisation there is a group called
the livestock industry consultative committee, which is
chaired by Victoria’s chief veterinary officer. This
group has got representatives from every sector of the
livestock industry in Victoria. This group met on
Monday, so that would have been the perfect
opportunity for the minister and her office and this
government to discuss it, float the idea or have
consultation with that group, because they were all in a
room at the same time, chaired by the chief veterinary
officer. But no, that did not happen. It was not even
mentioned.
It appears to me that this is policy on the run because
we have a by-election in Northcote, and the Labor Party
is scared of the Greens and has decided that it needs to
try to out-green the Greens by coming up with a policy
that even the Greens would not think was reasonable at
this time. I am hoping that the minister can have a look
at that, undertake the proper consultation and provide
those details so we know exactly who the minister has
spoken to and work out exactly what has gone on. Is
this policy on the run?

Responses
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (16:34) —
This afternoon we have had five matters in the
adjournment debate. The first was from Ms Lovell, and
it was to Minister Scott in relation to WorkCover
matters. The second was from Mr Finn to the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety, Minister Donnellan, in
relation to the widening of the Tullamarine Freeway
and in particular the speed limits and tolls. The third
was from Mr Mulino to Minister Eren in relation to the
fire damage to the Somerville recreation centre, in
particular the stadium, seeking financial assistance to
develop an outcome. The fourth was from Mrs Peulich
to Minister Kairouz, and it was in relation to matters
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associated with Let’s Feed and donations. The fifth was
from Mr O’Sullivan to Minister Pulford, and it was in
relation to the time line and the consultation process on
animal welfare.
President, I also have written responses to adjournment
debate matters raised by Mr Ondarchie on 9 August,
Mr O’Donohue and Ms Patten on 23 August, Mr Gepp
and Ms Springle on 7 September and Mr Gepp on
21 September.
The PRESIDENT — On that basis, the house
stands adjourned.
House adjourned 4.38 p.m. until Tuesday,
31 October.
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Responses have been incorporated in the form provided to Hansard and received in the period shown.

22 September to 20 October 2017
Government payment process
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Dr Carling-Jenkins
Special Minister of State
10 March 2016

RESPONSE:
The matters you have raised fall within the responsibilities of the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade. I have been advised that Minister Dalidakis will be writing to you to provide a full response to the issues you
raised in the Legislative Council.

Parks Victoria camping fees
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Young
Special Minister of State
20 September 2017

RESPONSE:
In April 2015, the Andrews Labor Government removed camping fees in over 500 camp sites where basic facilities
are provided, to encourage Victorian families to experience our regional national parks.
Camping fees continue to apply in 116 campgrounds in 29 national parks where facilities above a basic service
level are provided, including campgrounds in the Hattah-Kulkyne National Park on the Murray River.
In consultation with the community, Parks Victoria has developed a draft management plan for the River Red Gum
parks. This plan reflects the community’s desire to retain dispersed camping as the primary camping experience in
these parks. Camping at sites designated as basic or dispersed will continue to be free, to ensure that visitors and
campers can continue to enjoy the River Red Gum landscape along the Murray River and tributaries.
The draft plan also includes a proposal to diversify current camping offerings, including the upgrade of facilities
and the ability to book and secure camping spots at three locations: Will’s Bend, Farley Bend and Stanton’s Bend.
Upgrades such as these, which provide greater amenity and attract a wider range of users, will lift the service level
above basic, and therefore will attract a fee consistent with the camping fees applied across the state.

Fawkner land contamination
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Hartland
Special Minister of State
20 September 2017

RESPONSE:
Environment Protection Authority (EPA) Victoria have been informed by Moreland City Council that the planning
permit application for McBryde St, Fawkner, identified by the Member for Western Metropolitan, was refused at
the 27 September 2017 council meeting.
EPA had input into the Moreland City Council planning permit application process. EPA’s advice to Council was
informed by a review of the planning permit application, an inspection of the former Nufarm Rural Pty Ltd factory
site at 100-102 McBryde St and the collection and analysis of soil samples from the adjacent land for any
contamination that was leaving the site. Samples were analysed in June 2017 against current standards at a National
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Association of Testing Authorities accredited laboratory, and results were reviewed by EPA’s environmental health
experts.
An environmental audit report, under section 35X of the Environment Protection Act 1970, was issued for
100-102 McBryde St in 1995. The associated Statement of Environmental Audit reports that the site is suitable for
industrial zoning provided that the clay capping layer is maintained. The land directly behind the factory (to the
east) also had an environmental audit completed in 1995. This land was audited due to an open drain that runs
between the former factory site and the Merri Creek. The audit concluded that the land was suitable for its current
use as public open space.
Environmental audits conducted under the Environment Protection Act 1970 are authoritative, independent and
provide transparent advice and recommendations to reduce identified risks to the environment and public health
from a site or industrial facility. If any of the land was to be rezoned to allow for more sensitive uses, this would
require an environmental audit under Ministerial Direction No.1 of the Planning and Environment Act (1987). This
is to ensure the condition of the land is appropriate for the intended use. Moreland City Council, as the responsible
authority, can require planning permit applications to undertake a further environmental audit to satisfy itself that a
site is suitable for a specific use. Alternatively, a developer can engage an auditor to carry out a specific assessment
under section 53W of the Environment Protection Act 1970.

School cleaning contracts
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ondarchie
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
20 September 2017

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
This question does not relate to my portfolio responsibilities, and should be referred to the appropriate Minister in
the Legislative Council, The Hon Gayle Tierney, representing the Minister for Education
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
Please see the substantive response.

Forced marriage
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Crozier
Minister for Families and Children
21 September 2017

RESPONSE:
I am informed that:
All instances of forced marriage involving children are a form of child abuse and are recorded as such by the
Department. The department does not therefore have the number of forced marriage reports. In July 2017
enhancements were made to the department’s client record system to enable recording of reports where forced
marriage is reported. This will enhance the department’s capacity to analyse future trends.
To date the Australian Federal Police have not been able to provide my department with the number of cases that
involve children. Not all cases of forced marriage involve children and my department’s advice is that the vast
majority do not involve children.
When a report involving forced marriage is investigated, and child protection practitioners have assessed that the
child is at risk of forced marriage, a report would be made to Victoria Police for criminal investigation. They may
also issue a protection application to bring the matter before the Children’s Court.
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In May 2016 my department developed guidance for child protection practitioners to support their practice in
relation to reports of forced marriage involving children or young people. My department also works with various
communities to develop a better understanding of Australian law on this issue and to encourage reporting of such
illegal practices.
In November 2016, a meeting of all state and territory Community Services Ministers agreed underage forced
marriage is an issue of national significance and a collaborative and evidence based approach to combat forced
marriage between jurisdictions is to be progressed.
It is important that the member understands that a number of agencies are involved in such matters. The
Commonwealth Attorney-General’s department convened an inter-jurisdictional government meeting in Victoria
on 5 June 2017. Representatives included the Australian Federal Police Human Trafficking Team, Commonwealth
Director of Public Prosecutions and Victorian Departments’ of Premier and Cabinet, Education and Training,
Justice and Regulation and Health and Human Services. This discussion focused on the interaction of State and
Commonwealth legal and policy frameworks, including key practical challenges and gaps.
I am advised that due to inadequacies of current Commonwealth law, if a forced marriage charge is to proceed, it
currently has to be proven under a balance of probabilities that a person over 16 who is forcibly married did not
have any understanding of what they were agreeing to. By contrast, our Government has changed Victorian law so
that perpetrators of child sexual abuse can no longer use the defence that they thought they were married at the
time.
As the legislation that governs forced marriage is Commonwealth law, I encourage the Commonwealth AttorneyGeneral and your federal coalition colleagues to make changes to federal law to prevent such a heinous activity
continuing to occur.

Aboriginal Victoria
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Rich-Phillips
Special Minister of State
21 September 2017

RESPONSE:
The circumstances of the resignation of a particular individual from the public sector concern the employment
arrangements between that individual and their employer (in this case the Secretary of DPC).
The information sought is, accordingly, of a nature that is not normally provided.

Parole eligibility
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Corrections
21 September 2017

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
All the recommendations in the Callinan Review are publicly available on the department’s website.
Recommendation 13 can be found at
http://www.corrections.vic.gov.au/utility/publications+manuals+and+statistics/review+of+the+parole+system+
in+victoria
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
The Auditor General confirmed that the Callinan Review’s 13th Recommendation was implemented in 2015. This
was in place when the decision was made by the independent Adult Parole Board to grant Mr Khayre parole.
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Transurban
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Hartland
Minister for Agriculture
21 September 2017

RESPONSE:
Minister Donnellan thanks the member for her question, however this matter falls outside of his portfolio
responsibilities as the Minister for Roads and Road Safety and should therefore be redirected to the Treasurer.

Corrections mental health facilities
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Pennicuik
Minister for Corrections
21 September 2017

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
The mental health treatment of prisoners is a critical feature of the management of offenders in the Victorian
Correctional system. All prisoners receive mental health screening assessments within 24 hours of reception. This
also occurs on transfer between prisons and on returning from court hearings.
If there are any issues identified through this assessment, prisoners are referred to the primary mental health team or
a specialist mental health team. Prisoners have ongoing access to primary mental health services, which include
mental health nurses and general practitioners.
Specialist mental health services for prisoners with more serious illness include those provided by psychiatrists,
mental health nurse practitioners and psychologists. A mobile forensic mental health unit also provides specialist
mental health treatment at the Metropolitan Remand Centre (MRC) with in-reach to Melbourne Assessment Prison
(MAP) and satellite services to Barwon and Marngoneet.
For those prisoners in need of more intensive care, bed-based forensic mental health services are available through
the 16-bed Acute Assessment Unit at the MAP and the 30-bed Psychosocial Rehabilitation Unit at Port Phillip
Prison (PPP) within the men’s system. These units offer voluntary treatment and management, provided by
Forensicare.
In the women’s system, prisoners requiring specialist care attend the 20-bed Marrmark Unit at the Dame Phyllis
Frost Centre (DPFC), which provides bed-based, outpatient and outreach services, as well as day programs and
consultancy. These services are also provided by Forensicare. Development of a new 44-bed purpose built unit will
also provide co-location of bed-based and outpatient mental health services for women at the DPFC.
Forensic mental health services at Ravenhall Correctional Centre, which was officially opened last week, include a
specialised unit to provide dedicated forensic mental health treatment for up to 75 prisoners at a time — more than
doubling the current capacity across the prison system. In addition to this, a further 100 prisoners to get the mental
health support they need through outpatient services at Ravenhall.
Demand pressures on beds at TEH are not new. The Victorian Government is determined to ensure forensic mental
health patients receive the care and treatment they need, and has made significant new investments.
Funding of $16.5 million has been provided to build an additional 18 beds at TEH. Construction is underway, with
beds becoming available from the end of 2017 until mid-2018. This additional bed capacity will improve access to
compulsory treatment for the Victorian prison population, as well as forensic patients.
The 2017-18 Victorian State Budget has also delivered funding of $40 million to the Department of Health and
Human Services to commence planning on the future expansion of forensic mental health beds for people requiring
intensive mental health treatment in a specialised environment. Funding will also enable infrastructure works at
TEH.
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Youth justice system
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Crozier
Minister for Families and Children
17 October 2017

RESPONSE:
I am advised that:
This matter is currently before the courts and it would therefore be inappropriate for me to comment further.
The Callinan Review of the Parole System in Victoria provided extensive recommendations intended on
strengthening the Adult Parole Board. I have asked my department to consider how these recommendations may
apply to the Youth Parole Board.

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

Ms Fitzherbert
Minister for Families and Children
17 October 2017

RESPONSE:
I am advised that:
This matter is currently before the courts and it would therefore be inappropriate for me to comment further.

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

Ms Fitzherbert
Minister for Families and Children
17 October 2017

RESPONSE:
I am advised that:
As part the Andrews Government’s $72 million investment in youth justice infrastructure, safe zones have been
completed and are now available for the first time at the Melbourne Youth Justice Precinct. Safe zones in
remaining units at Parkville Youth Justice Precinct will be completed as part of the strengthening and fortification
works program.
The existing availability of exit points for staff in the secure and open units at Malmsbury Youth Justice Precinct
meant that no infrastructure changes were required to create safe zones.

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

Ms Crozier
Minister for Families and Children
17 October 2017

RESPONSE:
I am advised that:
It would be inappropriate for me to comment on any matter under investigation.
Generally speaking when serious misconduct matters come to light they are taken very seriously, staff can be
suspended and they are managed by the department’s people and culture division. Further, the young person is
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offered appropriate support or counselling and matters relating to alleged criminal behaviour are referred to
Victoria Police.

Manslaughter charges
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Bourman
Minister for Corrections
17 October 2017

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
The 2014 laws were introduced by the previous Government.
They do not create a separate ‘one-punch’ offence. Rather, they make it easier for the prosecution to prove that a
single punch or strike to a person’s head or neck is a dangerous act for the purposes of unlawful and dangerous act
manslaughter. The laws do this by making clear that a single punch or strike may be the cause of the person’s
death, even if the injury that the person dies from is not the injury from the punch or strike. For example, if the
person falls after a punch and hits their head on the road and dies from their head hitting the road, the punch may be
the cause of their death.
Manslaughter carries a maximum penalty of 20 years imprisonment. The statutory minimum non- parole period of
ten years is applied to manslaughter committed in certain circumstances involving a single punch or strike. The
prosecution needs to apply for the statutory minimum non-parole period. The court must impose the 10 year nonparole period, if the court is satisfied of the following circumstances:
– the victim’s death was caused by a punch or strike, and
– the offender intended that the punch or strike be delivered to the victim’s head or neck,
– the victim was not expecting to be punched or struck by the offender, and
– the offender knew that the victim was not expecting, or was probably not expecting, to be punched or struck by
the offender.
The court has a discretion to not impose the 10 year non-parole period where it is satisfied that special reasons
exist.
Since the laws commenced, two people have pleaded guilty to charges of manslaughter in circumstances involving
a single punch or strike. In both cases, the DPP applied for the minimum non-parole period. Both applications were
later withdrawn.
A third case is currently before the courts, awaiting committal hearing. The DPP has applied for the minimum nonparole period in this case.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
There is no readily available information on whether manslaughter charges in cases that may have involved a single
punch or strike have not proceeded due to plea negotiations.

LaunchVic
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Patten
Minister for Small Business
17 October 2017

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
Yes, LaunchVic funded accelerator programs are being measured to ensure they are stimulating growth in the
start-up sector.
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RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
Social Traders is a development organisation for Social Enterprises that has an employment focus their success is
measured with a combination of metrics that reflect the nature of their activities.
Their KPIs specifically relate to the number of participants in their workshops, networking events and clinics, the
number of social enterprises that participate in the pitch fest events, and the number of social enterprise teams that
participate in their accelerator program.
Beyond that, we are happy to facilitate a briefing for Ms Patten with LaunchVic as we have extended to the
opposition.

Poker machines
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Hartland
Minister for Small Business
17 October 2017

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
Gaming machine density in Victoria has decreased from 7.76 machines per 1000 adults in 1999–2000 to now just
5.57 per 1000 adults. This represents the lowest density of gaming machines per adult in Australia, with the
exception of Western Australia, which has no gaming machines outside the casino.
Capping the number of gaming machines at 27 372 for the next 25 years will continue to reduce the density of
gaming machines in Victoria over time. Research indicates that the prevalence of problem gambling decreases with
time where there is no increase in the density of gaming machines.
Capping the number of gaming machines does not preclude the maximum number from decreasing over the
25 years. It simply means that the number will not exceed the cap of 27 372 machines.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
The $500 cap on in-venue withdrawal limits is unrelated to automatic teller machines as these have been prohibited
in gaming venues since 1 July 2012. For gaming venues on a race course and the Melbourne casino, the prohibition
applies within 50 metres of the gaming machine area or the entrance of the casino respectively.
Cash withdrawals via EFTPOS are currently permitted subject to a $200 withdrawal limit per EFTPOS transaction
and a requirement that cash cannot be accessed from a credit account. Daily withdrawal limits have never applied
to EFTPOS transactions in Victorian gaming venues.
The Andrews Government will limit cash withdrawals via EFTPOS to $500 per card, per 24 hour period in
addition to the existing $200 transaction limit. This represents a restriction to cash access at gaming venues which
currently is uncapped. In addition to being the only mainland Australian jurisdiction without ATMs at gaming
venues, Victoria will soon also become the only mainland jurisdiction with a daily EFTPOS withdrawal limit.
On 1 December 2016, the Department of Justice and Regulation released a consultation paper seeking community
and stakeholder submissions on access to cash in gaming venues. The consultation period closed on 16 January
2017. The department received 61 submissions, which are on the department’s website.
I am advised that the Department of Justice and Regulation considered all available research on the topic, including
that referenced in the gaming machine harm minimisation consultation paper and material provided in stakeholder
submissions. This includes the 2013 evaluation by Swinburne University of the removal of ATMs from gaming
venues, commissioned by the department, which found that reducing access to cash led to increased control over
gaming machine spending, a reduction in impulsive over-spending and was effective in reducing the amount of
money spent by problem gamblers.
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Victorian Youth Congress
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Morris
Minister for Youth Affairs
17 October 2017

RESPONSE:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Youth Congress will involve at least twenty young Victorians aged 12 to 24, who will engage in
dialogue with the state government on priority issues that have been identified by young people through the
Victorian Government’s Youth Summit.
The Victorian Youth Congress will comprise of young people who have been selected through the open application
process conducted earlier this year, as well also young people who have been nominated by key organisations in
the youth sector.
Running this two-fold process has been important to ensure that young people from a diverse range of backgrounds
and experiences are represented on Youth Congress, including young Aboriginal people, young people from
culturally diverse backgrounds, LGBTI young people, young people living with a disability, and young people who
have experience in living in out of home care. We have also sought to ensure that we have adequate representation
of young people from regional and rural Victoria, as well as metropolitan Melbourne.
Given the important role of Youth Congress and the fact that young people from a range of different ages will be
working together, we must also ensure that the necessary probity checks are undertaken for young people who have
applied or been nominated to Youth Congress.
Unfortunately, seeking the input of youth sector organisations for nominations and probity checks has delayed the
process of announcing the successful appointees.
I look forward to announcing the successful applicants soon.

Winton Wetlands
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Young
Special Minister of State
18 October 2017

RESPONSE:
Winton Wetlands Committee of Management Incorporated has continued to grow by developing strong
partnerships with many local organisations including local councils, catchment management authorities as well as
tourism bodies and education organisations. The Winton Wetlands Committee of Management is required to
provide audited annual reports to the Department of Environment Land Water and Planning. The most recent report
outlines their financial position as well as some of the activities they undertake. The Winton Wetlands Committee
of Management also keep records of visitor numbers, including visitor numbers to their café and at one key
entrance to the reserve. The café figures show that when the café is open between 1000 and 3000 patrons use the
café per month. Other visitors to the site include tour groups, educational visits from schools and universities in the
region, recreational pursuits such as walking, bike riding and birdwatching. The Reserve covers a large area and
has several unmonitored access points. The average daily visitor numbers are currently in excess of 100 visitors per
day with weekend visitation being strongest.
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Poker machines
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Hartland
Minister for Trade and Investment
18 October 2017

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
The allegations made relate only to the Melbourne’s Crown Casino and I am not aware of any similar allegations
relevant to the conduct of gaming in clubs and hotels. As the matters alleged have no bearing on the bill currently
before the Parliament, the bill will not be put on hold.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
The Government is unaware of any evidence of the Commission being complicit in these allegations.

Mr Eideh
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mrs Peulich
Special Minister of State
18 October 2017

RESPONSE:
Yes.

Taxi and hire car industry
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Davis
Minister for Agriculture
18 October 2017

RESPONSE:
The commercial passenger vehicle industry is changing globally and every jurisdiction in Australia is moving
towards regulating ridesharing.
The Victorian Government is providing over half a billion dollars in financial assistance to the existing taxi and hire
car industry, the most generous assistance package in the country. Over $330 million in financial assistance has
already been provided.
Fairness Fund applications started being approved and paid in July 2017 and continue to be approved as they are
assessed by the chair of the Fund.
While the Victorian Opposition supported legalising ridesharing and removing taxi and hire car licences they voted
against the provisions in the legislation to provide financial assistance.
As a result of reforms bought in by the previous Coalition Government, the value of metropolitan taxi licences
reduced from over $500 000 to under $250 000 during their term of Government. Despite cutting the value of taxi
licence in half, not a cent of financial assistance was paid to licence holders by the previous Government.
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Corrections system
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Corrections
18 October 2017

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
The Corrections Act 1986, and the Corrections Regulations 2009, provide that prisoners may receive visits, while
also allowing persons to be prohibited from visiting prisons if they present a threat to the good order and security of
prisons or the safety of prisoners and visitors.
In accordance with Section 37 of the Act, it is the General Manager of a prison who authorises the entry of relatives
or friends of prisoners to a prison. Section 39 of the Act provides the General Manager with the authorisation to
order that a relative or a friend be prohibited from visiting a prisoner where they believe on reasonable grounds that
the person’s entry into the prison or visit with the prisoner might endanger the good order or security of the prison
or the safety of the prisoner or prisoners. Further, Section 43 (1A) of the Act authorises the Secretary, Department
of Justice & Regulation to prohibit a person from entering all or any prison where they believe on reasonable
grounds that the good order or security of prisons or the safety of prisoners or visitors to prisons is threatened.
Relevant protocols require that prisoners seeking to have relatives or friends visit them must submit an application
to the General Manager seeking permission to allow the nominated person to visit.
Prior to authorising the entry of a prisoner’s relative or friend for a visit with a prisoner, the General Manager will
authorise staff to conduct an assessment of the risks associated with the entry of such a person, including examining
any intelligence holdings, in order to satisfy themselves that the visit is appropriate. Thus, matters that would
warrant particular consideration include where a relative or friend is known to have current or past criminal
convictions, known criminal associates or has a previous visit ban.
All prisons have designated visit times to ensure that visits are facilitated at times that are suitable to the operational
needs of the prison and to allocate resources to visiting areas to adequately manage and supervise the visit. All
visitors are subject to security checks prior to entering a prison, which may include a strip search, and will be
required to provide appropriate identification, address and occupation details, together with detailing their
relationship to the prisoner and the purpose of the visit. Visitors are advised of items that are regarded as
contraband and will therefore not be permitted into the prison. Where illegal items are detected on visitors or in
their property, prison staff will notify Victoria Police.
Where a visit ban is imposed by a General Manager, a visitor will be provided with written notice of the refusal or
order which will detail: the reason for the ban; the period for which the ban is to apply; the expiry date or review
date; and the name of the person applying the ban.

Police vehicle ramming
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Morris
Minister for Corrections
18 October 2017

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
I thank Mr Morris for his interest in this issue. Unfortunately, those opposite only thought to act on this issue after
their last term of government. I also note that during the last four years of the Liberal Government, assaults on
police and emergency services workers rose a massive 26.9 percent.
Violence towards police officers in their line of duty is absolutely unacceptable. That is why the Government is in
the process of developing a comprehensive legislative framework to crack down on offenders who harm, or seek to
harm, a police officer or emergency service officer. These reforms will send a clear message to the public that
violence towards Police Officers will not be tolerated. This is in stark contrast to the Bill proposed by the
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Opposition, which failed to define ramming, and only applied to damaging police property, as opposed to harming
or seeking to harm a police officer.
Our reforms are about the safety of police officers and emergency service workers, not just the protection of
property or vehicles, because the Andrews Labor Government is about putting people first, not equipment.
In order to ensure a comprehensive response, the Government has been working closely with Victoria Police and
the Police Association to advance these reforms and consider how existing laws may be strengthened to deter
offenders from harming police officers, including the ramming of police vehicles.
I note that there have been thirteen sitting days since the Government’s announcement. The Government remains
focused on reducing the risk of harm to police officers and will introduce legislative reforms shortly, with a second
tranche of reforms to follow in early 2018.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
This Government’s commitment to supporting Victoria Police is unquestionable. We have made the biggest
investment in frontline police and resources to support those police in Victoria’s history. We have assured the Chief
Commissioner and the community that we will give Victoria Police the powers and resources they need to keep
Victorians safe.
The Government will ensure these reforms are properly developed and give the protection our police need to keep
them safe. We owe this to Victoria Police members who put their lives on the line every day to promote
community safety.
I thank the officers involved in the Ballarat incident for their service to Victoria.

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

Mr Ondarchie
Minister for Small Business
19 October 2017

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
Unlike in the movie ‘A Few Good Men’, there were no flight logs altered, because the flights did not take place,
because the planned travel to Saudi Arabia did not occur. The department has advised that the airfares to which the
member refers to were refunded as a result.

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

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Corrections
20 October 2017

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
At the time of this answer, I have received no further information regarding this incident other than what I outlined
to the house earlier today. I will be briefed further on this when more information is verified.
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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.

22 September to 20 October 2017
Northern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Lovell
Minister for Police
24 May 2017

ANSWER:
On 9 June this year, I visited Tatura, where I met with local residents and visited the Shepparton Police Station. I
always appreciate the input of local communities when I have the opportunity to visit both regional and
metropolitan areas.
The Government is committed to ensuring Victoria Police has the resources and powers it needs to reduce harm in
the community and keep Victorians safe.
The Government has announced a comprehensive strategy to prevent, detect and disrupt crime in Victoria. The
Community Safety Statement, released in December 2016, outlines our $2 billion investment in Victoria Police
resources. Central to the Community Safety Statement is boosting of police numbers right across the state. In total,
the Government is funding 3135 additional frontline police over the next five years to support police responding to
crime in our communities.
With regards to the concerns you have raised about the staffing arrangements at Tatura Police Station, the Office of
the Chief Commissioner of Police has advised me that members transferring, resigning and taking personal leave
cannot always be pre-planned.
Victoria Police has also indicated that with the management of family violence as a divisional and organisational
priority, a member of the Tatura Police Station requested assignment to the Divisional Family Violence Unit. That
particular members’ request was supported by the Tatura Station Commander, with the assignment commencing on
20 February 2017. Victoria Police has indicated that there was no direct impact on service delivery to the Tatura
community in allowing this single secondment.
I understand that since February 2017, three new police officers have commenced at the Tatura Police Station.
While the appointment of new members at the Tatura Police Station was undertaken, the police station had been
supplemented by staff from Murchison, Mooroopna and Shepparton on a regular basis to ensure service delivery
was maintained.
Leave rosters are completed on a cluster basis across all stations within the Greater Shepparton Police Service Area
(PSA), enabling better coverage and service delivery for the region. I understand that at the meeting you referred to
in your letter, this was explained to those in attendance by the Station Commanders from Shepparton and Tatura, as
well as the Local Area Commander.
Under this Government, the Community Crime Prevention Program has funded nine grants, totalling $458 879, in
Greater Shepparton. Shepparton was also one of the ten priority locations identified under the competitive stream of
the Youth Crime Prevention Grants.
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Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Leane
Special Minister of State
9 August 2017

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government has committed to establishing Support and Safety Hubs in each of the 17 Department of
Health and Human Services (DHHS) areas by June 2021. Hubs will be established in the five launch areas —
Bayside Peninsula, North East Melbourne, Inner Gippsland, Mallee, and Barwon from the end of 2017. The
catchment for the North East Melbourne Hub will include the suburbs of Heidelberg, Ivanhoe and Eltham. Further
work is being undertaken to confirm the rollout schedule for the remaining 12 areas, including the Inner East
Melbourne and Outer East Melbourne DHHS areas.

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

Mr Gepp
Minister for Emergency Services
10 August 2017

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government is committed to supporting the significant contribution that more than
85 000 emergency service volunteers make to keep the Victorian community safe.
On 27 July 2017, the third and final tranche of successful recipients under the $15 million Emergency Services
Volunteer Sustainability Grants (ESVS) program was released. The ESVS was established in October 2016 to
support emergency management volunteers in their role, ensuring they can continue to keep Victorians safe.
Under the ESVS, a total of 880 grants have been approved for payment across the State — providing volunteers
from the Country Fire Authority, Victoria State Emergency Service, Life Saving Victoria, Marine Search and
Rescue and St Johns Ambulance and other emergency service groups with operational equipment, facility
improvements, training and other tools to help them deliver valuable services to the community.
In 2016-17, the Valuing Volunteers Program provided $1.4 million in funding to support the development of
innovative volunteer initiatives and pilot programs.
In addition to this, on 9 May 2017, I announced $13 million for the 2017-18 Volunteer Emergency Services
Equipment Program, which supports our volunteer brigades, units and clubs to purchase life-saving equipment,
helping them better serve their communities in times of need.
The Victorian Government recognises the vital work that emergency service volunteers perform, and remain
committed to supporting the dedication of these men and women through our volunteer grants programs.

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

Ms Dunn
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
22 August 2017

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government is committed to supporting those residents affected by the park closure and has funded
$145 000 to support agencies to assist residents to find alternate accommodation and a further $75 000 has been
funded to ensure residents have access to health and well-being supports.
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The Government has commissioned UnitingCare Harrison and Eastern Access Community Health (EACH) to
assess the housing and support needs of all residents and support them to relocate.
An integrated community support hub has been established on site at the Park to support those affected and I would
encourage all people living at the Park to make contact with the onsite support agencies.
I further understand the residents’ local representative Shaun Leane has met with a delegation of residents to
discuss their concerns. In addition to matters regarding housing support, I understand the residents also seek
changes to the Residential Tenancies Act 1997, which is under review by the Minister for Consumer Affairs. I
encourage residents to also participate in the processes set up as part of the review to feed in their views to
government if they have not done so already.

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

Ms Patten
Minister for Sport
22 August 2017

ANSWER:
I refer to your constituency question matter regarding sporting organisations in the Northern Metropolitan Region,
including Brunswick Zebras Soccer Club, raised in the Legislative Assembly on 22 August 2017.
I am pleased to advise that the following announced grants and programs have been designed to develop and
upgrade new and existing facilities while also seeking to increase active sport and recreation participation amongst
females, males and children of all ages and abilities:
– Community Sports Infrastructure Fund — $120 million
– Country Football and Netball Program — $8 million
– Better Indoor Stadiums Fund — $22 million
– Inner City Netball Program — $9.6 million
I can confirm that the Brunswick Zebras Soccer Club received an investment from the Andrews Labor Government
of $100 000 through the Community Sports Infrastructure Fund for the refurbishment of change rooms and
upgrades to the pavilion at Balfe Park, to increase female participation.
Balfe Park is now match-ready, with the project being completed and officially launched on Wednesday 29 March
2017 by the Member for Brunswick, Ms Jane Garrett MP.
I am similarly pleased to advise that Moreland City Council has been successful in receiving funding for the
following projects to support female participation:
– Raeburn Reserve Pavilion Upgrade — $100 000
– Gillon Oval Change Room Refurbishment — $100 000
– Campbell Reserve Pavilion Redevelopment — $500 000
Finally, I am happy announce that Moreland City Council received $1 454 520 from the Victorian Government’s
Inner City Netball Program for:
– Redevelopment of 2 courts at Martin Reserve — $31 609
– Design of courts at Cole, Fawkner, Charles, Martin and Morris Reserves — $55 575
– 8 new courts with lights at Charles Mutton Reserve — $787 366
– 2 new courts with lights at Cole Reserve — $286 322
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– 2 new courts with lights at JP Fawkner Reserve — $278 848
– Planning of 4 new courts with lights at Sewell Reserve — $14 800
I encourage all sporting organisations in the Northern Metropolitan Region to continue to work with Local
Government on applications for funding opportunities with the Andrews Labor Government.
Thank you for raising this matter with me and I trust this information has been of assistance to you.

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

Ms Springle
Minister for Education
22 August 2017

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to making Victoria the Education State. The last three State Budgets
delivered the largest ever investment in Victorian school infrastructure, allocating more than $2.5 billion to build,
upgrade and maintain schools across the state. This funding means that 56 new school projects are now in the
pipeline, which will come online in the next few years.
I would like to acknowledge the ongoing advocacy of the Hon Martin Pakula MP, Member for Keysborough in
bringing this matter to the attention of the Government to ensure that all families in his electorate have access to a
great school in their community. The Member for Keysborough has been tireless in his advocacy for this important
project.
It appears you may not have kept up to date with local progress on this matter. The Member for Keysborough
announced in July that a 2-hectare site at 10 Homeleigh Road, Keysborough, has been purchased by the
Department of Education and Training for the new Keysborough South P-6 Primary School. An opening date will
be confirmed when construction funding is provided, which will be considered in future state budgets.
Each year, the Department reviews the need for new schools using demographic modelling of population change,
enrolment growth and the capacity of existing schools, and uses this information to plan when and where schools
need to be delivered to meet growing demand. This annual state-wide planning process will continue to review the
need for primary and secondary provision to service the Keysborough community.
I am pleased to note other significant investments in local schools by the Andrews Labor Government, delivering
on out election commitments to the local community.
$3.5 million was allocated to Chandler Park Primary School across the 2015-16 and 2016-17 State Budgets to build
a Learning Community building, with flexible learning spaces for group and collaborative learning, a new library,
administration areas and a studio for innovative cross-curriculum art and science projects.
$11.5 million was allocated to Keysborough College in the 2015-16 and 2016-17 State Budget to upgrade and
modernise its facilities. This funding will be used to refurbish the college administration block and repurpose the
science area, toilets, creative arts space, visual arts block canteen and other blocks.

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

Ms Wooldridge
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
23 August 2017

ANSWER:
The Government is investigating options and developing a robust business case to address traffic congestion in the
area. Preliminary investigations and recommendations are schedule to be completed by mid-2018.
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Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Dunn
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
23 August 2017

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government is committed to supporting those residents affected by the park closure and has funded
support agencies to assist residents to find alternate accommodation to ensure residents have access to health and
well-being supports.
The Government has commissioned UnitingCare Harrison and Eastern Access Community Health (EACH) to
assess the housing and support needs of all residents and support them to relocate. I would encourage the residents
to make contact with the onsite support services to determine if they are eligible for the Private Rental Assistance
Program and Tenancy Support programs.
An integrated community support hub has been established on site at the Park to support those affected.

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

Mr Ondarchie
Minister for Local Government
23 August 2017

ANSWER:
As outlined in the preamble to the Local Government Act 1989, it is the role of a council to provide governance
and leadership for the local community through advocacy, decision making and action.
Councils should always make decisions in consultation with, and in the best interest of, their communities.
Such matters are ultimately a matter for council and accountability is to the communities they serve. In exercising
such authority, an appropriate level of rigour and transparency should underpin decision making processes in order
to ensure the community has confidence in such decisions.

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

Mr Gepp
Minister for Families and Children
23 August 2017

ANSWER:
I would like to thank the member for Northern Victoria Region for his interest in early childhood education.
Access to high quality early years services is crucial to giving every child the best start in life. The Andrews Labor
Government’s Children’s Facilities Capital Program aims to develop modern and flexible infrastructure across the
state to ensure that every child has access to quality early childhood services.
The Andrews Labor Government is providing $157 134 to upgrade the Mallee Minors Childcare Centre in Ouyen.
This project is currently in the final stages of procurement, with construction forecast to start in September 2017,
and practical completion anticipated for November 2017. The facility is scheduled to be operational by the end of
2017.
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Extending and refurbishing the centre will accommodate a range of current and planned services, including 3 and
4-year-old kindergarten, long day care, occasional care and supported playgroup.
I look forward to watching this fabulous facility being upgraded for the benefit of the Murrayville, Underbool, Sea
Lake and Ouyen communities.

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

Ms Wooldridge
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
6 September 2017

ANSWER:
Following the announcement of the four corridor options on 7 August 2017, North East Link Authority (NELA)
has held a series of information sessions with potentially impacted communities, attended by more than
2000 people to date. Throughout this stage of community engagement activities NELA has responded to hundreds
of enquiries received via email, phone and social media.
It is important to note that an ongoing theme from feedback received is that there is a strong desire from the
community to have certainty regarding the preferred corridor for North East Link. With this in mind; NELA has
undertaken a robust community engagement program to ensure the necessary work can be undertaken to make a
recommendation to government on a preferred corridor by the end of 2017.

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

Mr Gepp
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
6 September 2017

ANSWER:
By legislating these ambitious renewable energy targets, Victoria is demonstrating real leadership, providing
industry with the certainty and confidence to invest in renewable energy projects. These targets will be supported
by a competitive reverse auction scheme, which will enable renewable energy developers to bid for long term
contracts.
Under our Government’s Victorian Renewable Energy Target, we will soon open an auction for up to
650 megawatts of renewable energy capacity that will provide enough electricity to power 389 000 households —
or enough energy to power Geelong, Ballarat, Bendigo and the Latrobe Valley combined. This is expected to bring
forward up to $1.3 billion of investment, create 1250 construction jobs over two years and 90 ongoing jobs.
The VRET will also cut the average cost of power for Victorians by around $30 a year for households, $2500 a
year for medium businesses and $140 000 a year for large companies.
This is vital to diversifying the state’s energy supply, with Victoria as the hub of the National Electricity Market.
The mix of new renewables combined with emerging technologies and innovative business models, will provide a
strong platform to meet the future needs of our fast-growing State. This will also deliver a low carbon future.
The Bannerton Solar Park near Robinvale in the Sunraysia district is expected to provide 100 MW of solar powered
electricity, while the Numurkah Solar Farm near Shepparton is expected to generate 38 MW. This will bring
forward an additional investment of $198 million and generate around 325 jobs in regional Victoria during
construction.
Around 35 megawatts of the generation capacity from the new solar projects will be linked to the entire electricity
load of Melbourne’s tram network under the government’s Solar Trams TAKE2 pledge, leading to emissions
reductions of approximately 80 000 tonnes each year.
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Northern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Lovell
Minister for Sport
6 September 2017

ANSWER:
I refer to your constituency question matter regarding potential funding towards the Shepparton Sports Stadium
redevelopment, raised in the Legislative Assembly on 6 September 2017.
Providing high quality sport and recreation facilities in Victoria is a key aim of the Victorian Government. I
thoroughly enjoyed my visit to the region and look forward to seeing the positive outcomes achieved through the
range of projects currently underway.
In 2016, I launched the State Government’s $22 million Better Indoor Stadiums Fund, that facilitates the
development of new, or expansion of existing, indoor multi-sport stadiums. This funding is in addition to our
$120 million Community Sports Infrastructure Fund to develop new, or upgrade existing, community sport and
recreation facilities including sports grounds, change rooms and outdoor courts across the state.
I am aware of Greater Shepparton’s proposal to redevelop the Shepparton Sports Stadium. I also, note the many
benefits this project would provide the region.
I encourage the City of Greater Shepparton to liaise directly with staff from my department to further develop this
project with a view to seeking funding of up to $3 million from a future round of the Government’s Better Indoor
Stadiums Fund.
Until this time, I am pleased to say we continue making other key sport and recreation investments across the City
of Greater Shepparton including;
– $100 000 for the Greater Shepparton Regional BMX Track Upgrade
– $100 000 for the Deakin Reserve — Female Facilities project
– $100 000 for the Kialla Park Recreation Reserve Multi Purpose Oval Lighting project
– $80 000 for the Mooroopna Main Oval Lighting Upgrade.

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

Mr Melhem
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
6 September 2017

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government’s western roads package includes eight fast tracked critical road upgrades in the west,
and maintenance of more than 350 kilometres of road stretching from Werribee to Footscray, ensuring the
community benefits from new high quality roads while the existing network is maintained to a high standard for
years to come.
This is part of the Victorian Government’s plan to cater for the rapid population growth in Melbourne’s outer
suburbs. It will ensure our city is a great place to live and work by improving safety, cutting travel times and
increasing access to employment, community spaces and freight hubs.
A Request for Proposal was issued on 10 March 2017 to three consortia shortlisted to participate in the tender
process for the Western Roads. Tenders were received in early August and are currently being evaluated.
Commencing in 2018, construction of the upgrades will be staggered, with all works expected to be completed and
open to traffic by late 2021.
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Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Dunn
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
6 September 2017

ANSWER:
The Government has commissioned UnitingCare Harrison and Eastern Access Community Health (EACH) to
assess the housing and support needs of each resident and to support them to relocate.
An integrated community support hub has been established on site at the Wantirna Park Caravan Park to support
those affected. I would encourage all people living at the Park to make contact with the onsite agencies to access
appropriate support and for those people experiencing financial hardship to seek assistance.

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

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
6 September 2017

ANSWER:
I have previously responded to both Mr Neil Burgess MP, the Member for Hastings, and to Mr Tim Richardson
MP, the Member for Mordialloc on this matter.
I understand that Mr Johnson wishes to build to the boundary of his property, but has been advised by the
electricity distribution business for his area, United Energy, that, for safety reasons, a minimum clearance needs to
be maintained between the proposed structure and the existing pole and wires. Mr Johnson has argued that United
Energy should pay for the relocation of this pole due to safety concerns arising from the lean of the pole.
I asked Energy Safe Victoria (ESV) to investigate this matter. ESV has noted that if the lean of the pole in question
was non-compliant with regulation or posed a safety concern, it would be the responsibility of the electricity
distribution business to straighten the pole at no cost to the customer.
ESV has further advised that in this instance it does not consider the lean of the pole in question poses a safety
concern or is in breach of the relevant regulations, the Electricity Safety (Installation) Regulations. Moreover, this
does not affect or alter the requirements for regulatory minimum clearances to be maintained between the proposed
building and pole. Straightening of the pole would not remove the need for the pole to relocated. The cost of any
relocation therefore rests with the property owner/developer.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Health
6 September 2017

ANSWER:
I understand there are residents who are concerned about their health because they live in the vicinity of the
Ravenhall non-hazardous waste landfill. The term non-hazardous waste landfill refers to municipal landfills that
accept household waste and non-hazardous waste from industry, including the construction industries. Household
waste may include putrescible food and garden waste.
In 2016, the Environment Protection Authority and the Department of Health and Human Services jointly
commissioned a review of the available scientific evidence about potential health effects associated with living in
proximity to non-hazardous waste landfills. I would like to reassure Mr Finn of the review’s findings, that studies
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have not shown that living near a non-hazardous waste landfill is associated with adverse health effects. The
findings also confirmed an earlier review of the evidence.
The Department of Health and Human Services will continue to support the work of the Environment Protection
Authority in protecting public health from the potential impacts of waste and pollution.
I understand that the Works Approval that was issued by the Environment Protection Authority on 24 March 2017
for the proposed extension to the Ravenhall landfill is currently a matter under consideration by the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal.

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

Ms Bath
Minister for Sport
7 September 2017

ANSWER:
On Friday 10 March, I joined the Premier to make a landmark announcement for the people of the Latrobe Valley,
which is set to become one of regional Australia’s top sporting hubs, with a major investment in its sporting
infrastructure, thanks to an unprecedented $85 million investment by the Andrews Labor Government.
This package delivers the very best community sporting infrastructure for Gippsland’s many sporting clubs and
athletes, with over 500 jobs to be created along the way.
The community sporting package includes:
$46 million for a new Gippsland Regional Aquatic and Leisure Centre
$17 million to redevelop the Traralgon Sports Stadium
$4 million to upgrade Morwell Recreation Reserve
$1.7 million to upgrade the Latrobe City Sports and Entertainment Stadium in Morwell
$3 million to upgrade the Ted Summerton Reserve in Moe
$1.4 million for the Sale and Traralgon Tennis Centres
$5 million for 9 local reserves to be upgraded
There has been strong progress on delivering the sports and community package. Already there has been the
purchase of the Latrobe City Sports and Entertainment Stadium in Morwell as an important first step in
transforming the facility into a regional centre of excellence for soccer. Planning has also been completed for the
upgrade to the Traralgon Tennis Centre and the redevelopment of the Sale Tennis Centre. Construction is currently
expected to commence prior to the end of the year.
Due to the complex nature of delivering significant infrastructure projects simultaneously, the full infrastructure
commitment to the Latrobe Valley is expected to be delivered over a four year period. Latrobe City Council has
commenced planning for the Gippsland Regional Aquatic and Leisure Centre. Importantly, community
consultation will be a major part in developing this project and the Council is developing a comprehensive
community engagement strategy with the intent that formal community consultation will proceed in early 2018.
The allocated budget of $46 million made available as part of the Andrews Labor Government announcement will
build a state of the art centre and create regional sporting, recreation and events opportunities for the Latrobe Valley
that previously were only dreamed about. There is a strong commitment to engage the Latrobe Valley community
and various stakeholders in the planning and delivery of all aspects of the funding package.
The Valley’s visitor economy will also get a welcome boost, with the sporting heroes from Collingwood Football
and Netball Clubs, Melbourne Victory, Melbourne Stars, Melbourne United and Swimming Australia set to
become regular visitors.
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To support this, the Labor Government investment includes $6.9 million over 5 years to deliver an extensive
program of major events and community sporting activities across the Valley. This includes bringing elite sports
with regular pre-season games, coaching clinics and community carnivals.
The NBL Blitz was held in Traralgon from 7-9 September 2017 with all eight NBL teams participating. In addition
to the tournament games, over the course of the three day event 800 students from across the Latrobe Valley
participated in school clinics with their heroes from the NBL, in excess of 100 coaches from across Victoria
participated in a coaching clinic, whilst wheelchair basketball and local Aboriginal youth displayed their skills as
part of a comprehensive community outreach program.
Further, on 11 August 2017 Member for Eastern Victoria Ms Harriet Shing MP announced that on 15 December
2017 the Melbourne Stars will play the Hobart Hurricanes in Traralgon in a men’s T20 Big Bash pre-season game.
This event is expected to draw a huge crowd and will also incorporate significant community programs for
communities in the Latrobe Valley.
The major clubs will also partner with local community organisations to support the critically important work they
do in tackling disadvantage, boosting health outcomes and dealing with issues such as family violence, drug abuse
and youth disengagement.

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

Mr Purcell
Minister for Public Transport
7 September 2017

ANSWER:
Passengers can connect to Hamilton, Coleraine and Casterton via V/Line services through either Warrnambool,
Geelong or Ballarat on weekday mornings. Passengers are serviced by a Ballarat connection, departing Southern
Cross Station at 8:16am, and an afternoon connection through Warrnambool, departing Southern Cross Station at
1:05pm.
There is also a direct coach each weekday from Geelong, and there are services on Fridays that connect through
Warrnambool and Geelong.
Passengers can also connect to Hamilton via Ballarat on weekends: there are two services on Saturday and Sunday,
arriving 1:15pm and 10:10pm.
Specific timetable information is available on V/Line’s website <www.vline.com.au>.
I have requested that V/Line continue to monitor demand for connecting services in consultation with Transport for
Victoria and investigate what can be done to improve connections between trains and coaches.

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

Mr Elasmar
Minister for Tourism and Major Events
7 September 2017

ANSWER:
As Minister for Tourism and Major Events, I recognise the importance of tourism to the State’s economy, including
areas such as the Northern Metropolitan Region. The visitor economy contributes over $23 billion to Victoria’s
economy each year and generates employment for around 210 000 people.
I was pleased to hear that Melbourne has once again been named the world’s most liveable city by the Economist
Intelligence Unit. Our diverse and vibrant tourism and major event offerings are some of many aspects which
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makes our city great, and growing the economic benefits and job outcomes of the sector is a priority for the
government.
I launched the Victorian Visitor Economy Strategy in July 2016. It provides clear direction for growing visitor
spend to $36.5 billion and employment to 320 700 jobs by 2024-25. As recognised in the Strategy, investment is
needed to deliver better visitor experiences. Improved facilities and new developments, including accommodation
offerings, help attract more visitors and get them staying longer.
The Northern Metropolitan region has many iconic and important tourism and event destinations, including
Flemington Racecourse, Docklands and the MCG. The region is also home to parklands and natural attractions,
which provide opportunities for drawing visitors out of the central business district to explore more the great
tourism experiences our city has to offer. There are also opportunities for international students and visiting friends
and relatives segment of the tourism industry associated with institutions such as LaTrobe University.
The Northern Metropolitan Region is also well placed to benefit from tourism investment. The expansion of the
Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Centre, allocated $205 million in the 2015-16 State Budget, is currently
underway and will result in a boost to the Victorian economy, driven by the attraction of additional interstate and
international visitors each year. The 2017-18 State Budget also invests $271.55 million to complete the third stage
of the Melbourne Park redevelopment, helping to secure more events to the area.
Investment such as these will ensure that the visitor economy in the Northern Metropolitan region will continue to
grow.

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

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
7 September 2017

ANSWER:
VicRoads advises me that the contractor appointed is required to follow due process to obtain permits and
approvals from the relevant municipality to obtain clay material.
There are several alternatives to source fill material from locations other than those requiring planning permits. A
project of this scale considers alternatives such as these within the project budget.
I expect VicRoads to deliver this important project for the south west, within budget and by mid-2019 as originally
planned.

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

Ms Patten
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
7 September 2017

ANSWER:
I can advise that Parks Victoria works closely with all tenants within Yarra Bend Park, and is happy to discuss the
requirements of these two clubs. Over the last two years, Parks Victoria has provided both clubs with Access
Agreements to undertake wicket table improvement works and there has been open dialogue between the
organisations to facilitate these annual works.
Parks Victoria have advised me that they have made contact with the Thornbury Turf Strokers and Richmond
Cricket clubs to discuss the change room facilities. I am confident that Parks Victoria is amenable to making some
improvements to the existing facility and is working to achieve an agreed outcome.
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Western Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Finn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
7 September 2017

ANSWER:
The West Gate Tunnel Project will provide a vital alternative to the West Gate Bridge, redistributing traffic and
reducing pressure across the freeway network. The project will provide a safer road, designed to reduce crashes, as
well as greater flexibility that will deliver massive reductions in traffic numbers. This includes 28 000 vehicles
removed from the West Gate Bridge and 22 000 removed from the Bolte Bridge every day.
For motorists from the west, this means quicker and safer travel every day, new journey choices and better access
to the city. For motorists across Melbourne, it means more reliable trips on the freeway network.
The Victorian Government is also delivering major network upgrades through the M80 Ring Road Upgrade and
CityLink Tulla Widening projects, which will provide seamless, safer and quicker journeys to and from the west.

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

Ms Wooldridge
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
8 September 2017

ANSWER:
North East Link Authority (NELA) is currently considering four proposed corridors to ‘ complete the missing link
in Melbourne’s road network. It is expected that the potential change in daily weekday traffic on Fitzsimons Lane
(at the Yarra River) would reduce by up to 11 000 vehicles per day (depending on the corridor that is ultimately
selected) following the implementation of North East Link.
Notwithstanding this, these four corridors were identified by assessing existing and future predicted traffic
conditions and transport movements, investigating existing road corridors, identifying potential surface road
corridors and constraints to these corridors (such as topography, sensitive environmental areas and community
assets, and considering tunnels to avoid these sensitive areas or mitigate substantive surface impacts).

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

Ms Shing
Minister for Sport
8 September 2017

ANSWER:
The NBL Blitz was held in Traralgon from 7-9 September 2017 with all eight NBL teams participating. This is one
of the only events in the country, in any sporting code, that brings together every top-level team from across
Australia to participate in the same pre-season tournament. It’s a perfect example of how securing major sporting
events can bring the nation’s attention to the Latrobe Valley region.
Drawn by the NBL Blitz event, participants travelled to the Latrobe Valley region to watch the games and take part
in the associated community activities. This brings a tremendous boost to the local visitor economy and it’s an
opportunity to show off the active recreation, art galleries and beautiful landscapes that the region has to offer.
This initiative is about more than bringing top-level sporting matches to the region. Our Government is working
with the sporting teams to ensure the players, coaches and officials are sharing their expertise with the community.
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In addition to the eight tournament games that comprised the NBL Blitz, more than a thousand local people
participated in community events over three days. 800 students from across the Latrobe Valley participated in
school clinics with their heroes from the NBL, in excess of 100 coaches from across Victoria participated in a
coaching clinic, and wheelchair basketball and local Aboriginal youth were able to display their skills in front of
packed-out crowds. Local people experienced the pride of hosting the teams and seeing them out and about, as
players and staff stayed in towns across all three councils in the Latrobe Valley.
We have another big event to look forward to in December 2017, when the Melbourne Stars play the Hobart
Hurricanes in Traralgon in a men’s T20 Big Bash pre-season game. The event is expected to draw a huge crowd
and will incorporate more of the significant community programs that are a hallmark of the Latrobe Valley Sports
and Community Initiative.
Events such as these will attract interstate visitation from competing teams, as well as visitors from Melbourne
keen to see their team in action before the season proper begins. We’re taking every opportunity to promote the
Latrobe Valley as a tourism destination to new markets, including supporters of all participating teams, generating
economic benefits over the longer term. We’re encouraging local kids to take part in active recreation and build
pride in the region, and helping the local economy to thrive.
My department is working with the Latrobe Valley Authority to attract more events of this nature to the Latrobe
Valley, and working with teams and event organisers to deliver economic, sporting and community development
outcomes for the region.

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

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
8 September 2017

ANSWER:
The closure of the Olinda Golf Course has presented a tremendous opportunity to create a magnificent public space
to suit the needs of all the community. Parks Victoria undertook three rounds of community consultation following
the closure of the golf course.
Throughout this process the community identified a number of future uses for the site such as sporting facilities,
playground, picnic facilities, walking trails in natural areas and dog off lead zone. This consultation informed the
Olinda Golf Course Precinct Plan, which was released in May 2017.
Among the new uses identified in consultation with the community, the Olinda Golf Course Precinct Plan also
highlights the opportunity to generate significant public value by extending the National Rhododendron Garden,
realigning its boundary and reconfiguring the carpark and visitor entry.
The height and style of the fence erected along the new boundary ensures the security and integrity of the National
Rhododendron Garden is preserved for future generations. There will be a specially selected planting along the
fence line to help it blend into the natural environment.
Parks Victoria is now entering into the detailed design phase of the Olinda Golf Course Precinct Plan project. As
part of this process, several investigations are being undertaken including an environmental risk assessment, land
survey, traffic management and cultural heritage assessment. In conjunction with this there will be further
community consultation on some aspects of the plan.
As a commitment to this consultation, Parks Victoria is hosting the Olinda Community Open Day on November 18
when the wider community will be able to view and discuss aspects of the precinct plan with members of the
project team.
Parks Victoria is looking forward to continuing the conversation With the community about this exceptional
project.
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Southern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Pennicuik
Minister for Tourism and Major Events
8 September 2017

ANSWER:
The Government is committed to supporting the Victorian Major Events Calendar, which is the envy of the rest of
Australia. The Formula One Australian Grand Prix showcases Melbourne on the world stage, raising its profile,
encouraging domestic and international tourism and business investment, as well as delivering economic and
branding benefits to Victoria.
I am unable to provide a copy of the requested report which is a commercial in confidence document. Its release
could detrimentally impact Victoria’s competitive position in acquiring and retaining major national and
international events.

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

Ms Fitzherbert
Minister for Education
8 September 2017

ANSWER:
South Melbourne Park Primary School will be situated in Albert Park and will provide new educational facilities in
a unique learning setting. It will cater for 550 students and help to alleviate enrolment pressures across the inner
city.
Planning and design has been completed in close consultation with Parks Victoria to ensure that new facilities not
only benefit students, but also the wider community. The Department of Education and Training and Parks Victoria
are currently working through minor changes required to Albert Road Drive South, to facilitate a safe student
drop-off zone for the school. Any changes will not result in net loss of parkland.
The Liberal Party have no credibility when it comes to new schools.
We are delivering 56 new schools across the State. Our new schools include South Melbourne Primary School,
South Melbourne Park Primary School and Prahran High School. This is in stark contrast to the Liberal Party who
closed more than 15 inner city schools and slashed school infrastructure funding.
Labor has now invested more than $87 million in school infrastructure across the Albert Park electorate over our
first three budgets. This compares to the mere $11.2 million across the Albert Park electorate under the former
Coalition Government’s first budgets.
This new school is currently running ahead of schedule and will open Term 1, 2019 as promised.

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

Mr Mulino
Minister for Families and Children
8 September 2017

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is a proud supporter of men’s sheds and recognises the important role they play
in strengthening local communities and in increasing men’s social connectedness while they work on projects that
benefit the broader community.
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On 12 September 2017 I announced $879 000 of funding had been approved to support the construction of 13 new
men’s sheds and the refurbishment of 10 existing sheds across Victoria. Through the 2017-18 men’s shed program
grants of up to $60 000 were available for a new shed building and $30 000 for shed refurbishments.
Of this year’s successful grant recipients, seven sheds are located in the member’s Eastern Victoria Region.
A total of $156 864 will be provided to construct three new sheds:
– $60 000 for the Mooroolbark Men’s Shed
– $60 000 for the Golden Paradise Beach Men’s Shed, and
– $36 864 for the Willum Warrain Men’s Shed.
A total of $60 667 will be provided to refurbish four sheds:
– $16 667 for the Venus Bay and Tarwin Lower & District Men’s Shed
– $30 000 for the Orbost Men’s Shed
– $6500 for the Drouin Men’s Shed, and
– $7500 for the High Country Men’s Shed
These grants will enable better, safer and more accessible men’s sheds in Victoria. I thank the member for his
ongoing interest and support for Men’s sheds as valuable community facilities where men can increase their social
networks, learn and apply new skills, and make a difference to their community.

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

Mr Gepp
Minister for Industry and Employment
8 September 2017

ANSWER:
I am pleased to advise that just over $50 million has now been allocated to Jobs Victoria employment services that
are supporting jobseekers into work across the state. Since commencement of the program in September 2016,
almost 6000 jobseekers who have been struggling to find work have registered with Jobs Victoria services. The
support provided is tailored to the particular needs of the jobseekers, and may include assistance to identify suitable
jobs, training to gain the skills needed by employers, assistance to apply for jobs, connection to local employers as
well as personal support and encouragement. Over 2000 clients have now gained employment with the support of
Jobs Victoria partners.
Five dedicated Jobs Victoria services are operating in the northern region of Victoria, in addition to a number of
state-wide services. This includes the services offered through partners such as Mildura City Council and CVGT in
Bendigo. Over 1150 jobseekers from northern Victoria have registered with Jobs Victoria partners to
mid-September 2017, and almost 400 have obtained employment to date.

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

Mr Leane
Minister for Education
8 September 2017

ANSWER:
I thank the Member for Eastern Metropolitan Region for his continued advocacy on behalf of people in
Melbourne’s Eastern suburbs, particularly on matters relating to education.
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As part of its commitment to making Victoria the education state, $5.7 million has been allocated to The Basin
Primary School to modernise and upgrade classrooms and the administration building, and construct a full size
gym, including a competition grade netball court. In addition, a further $1.5 million has been allocated for the
construction of a new building on the school grounds to provide modern new facilities for The Basin Community
House.
Minister Merlino was delighted to be able to turn the first sod on this important school upgrade.
I am pleased to advise that tenders are currently being sought for The Basin Community House project.
Construction is anticipated to be completed in August 2018 allowing occupancy for the start of the term in
September 2018.

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

Mr Morris
Premier
19 September 2017

ANSWER:
The project is being delivered by the Labor Government with a commitment of $25 million to help transform this
significant yet largely vacant part of Ballarat’s historic CBD into a vibrant area.
The revitalisation of the Ballarat Station Precinct has now received development approval and a permit by Heritage
Victoria, which will see key heritage features of the Goods Shed preserved.
The overall project is worth more than $50 million and includes an upgrade to the historic Goods Shed, a new
convention and events centre, a Quest Apartment Hotel, shops, restaurants and a new public plaza.
Existing railway tracks from the east of the Goods Shed will be retained and incorporated into the development and
a heritage interpretation program illustrating the history and operation of the Goods Yard and Goods Shed will be
installed at the site.
The Government’s investment will also provide around 140 jobs for the area and deliver fundamentally important
amenity upgrades for commuters in recognition of the station’s importance as a transport hub.
The 2017–18 Victorian Budget will also deliver a third-storey on the multi-deck car park to meet future commuter
needs. In addition, $5 million has also been allocated for the delivery of a dedicated bus interchange in the station
precinct.

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

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Public Transport
19 September 2017

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government is getting on with delivering more than $3 billion investment in Victoria’s regional
public transport network.
This includes over $1.5 billion for new V/Locity rail cars, upgrading country level crossings, delivering nearly
600 extra regional train services, upgrading bus shelters, bicycle facilities and station car parks across regional
Victoria.
The Victorian Government has also delivered over $600 million for V/Line maintenance and operations. This
record investment has got our regional trains back on track after years of cuts and neglect from the former state
government.
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The Victorian Government has secured $1.42 billion owed to Victorians under the Commonwealth Government’s
Asset Recycling Scheme and is contributing an additional $150 million to fund the Regional Rail Revival
package — a once in a generation investment that will deliver improvements for every regional passenger line in
Victoria.
This includes $110 million Waurn Ponds Duplication project (stage 1) including upgrading Waurn Ponds Station
and reserving land for the Armstrong Creek transit corridor. The Regional Rail Revival package also includes
$114 million for the Warrnambool Line Upgrade, which will deliver track and signalling to enable more services
and new VLocity trains to run all the way to Warrnambool.
Early planning for the South Geelong to Waurn Ponds rail duplication is underway. The Victorian Government has
recently announced the important next steps for the planning project will be to consult with key stakeholders and
the local community, as well as undertake geotechnical and environmental investigations to complete a business
case.

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

Ms Wooldridge
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
20 September 2017

ANSWER:
The strategic transport modelling for Option A shows that approximately 80% of daily traffic travelling south on
North East Link turns left towards Ringwood at the proposed interchange with the Eastern Freeway.
Traffic turning right towards the city is redistributed trips: that is, some people from the northern and north-eastern
suburbs who would normally have used arterial roads like St Georg Road and Upper Heidelberg Road would
choose to use North East Link.

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

Mr Gepp
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
20 September 2017

ANSWER:
Following the expressions of interest called for in February 2017, the Premier and I announced the $25 million
Energy Storage Initiative on 14 March 2017. Proposals were requested in May 2017 for up to two projects of
commercially-ready battery storage. The projects will have a minimum 20 megawatts capacity each, and will be
located in western Victoria. The objectives of this initiative include improving the reliability of the network, driving
the development of clean technologies, and boosting the local economy. The call for proposals closed on 13 June
2017 and the assessment process is underway. I expect to announce the results in the near future.
The potential locations for these projects includes the north-west transmission loop, which is partly located in
northern Victoria. There is significant interest in new generation in this area, particularly in the Red Cliffs and
Kerang regions. The Energy Storage Initiative offers an exciting opportunity to provide the first demonstration of
the benefits offered by large-scale battery technology, including the potential benefits for new and existing
renewable energy generators, as well as helping to ensure the reliability of the network.
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Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Morris
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
20 September 2017

ANSWER:
– 8 km of the Glenelg highway is to be reconstructed and strengthened at 6 locations between Skipton and
Glenthompson, at an estimated cost of $4.34 million in 2017¬2018, with works commencing later this year.
– As well as the reconstruction treatments, 23 km of resurfacing works at 17 locations are also programmed for
2017-2018.
– Other programmed maintenance activities include pavement patching, edge and shoulder repairs.
– These works will make the road pavement more resilient to damage, in particular during the wetter parts of the
year, and provide an improved journey experience for road users.

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

Ms Dunn
Minister for Public Transport
20 September 2017

ANSWER:
I thank the Member for Eastern Metropolitan for her interest in the Andrews Labor Government’s project to
remove the dangerous Blackburn Road Level Crossing and construct a new walking and cycling path between
Blackburn and Nunawading stations.
During construction of the new shared path, which was part of the Blackburn Road Level Crossing Removal
Project, it was established that existing property fences along Laughlin Avenue would not be affected by the works.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority (LXRA) conducted a review of the existing fences and. found that they
were generally considered suitable to screen the new path. However, assistance to landowners was provided to
mitigate any associated privacy issues, typically in the form of vouchers to purchase timber screening and/or
additional trees to plant along the fence line.
In relation to the specific privacy concerns raised by your constituent, LXRA has agreed to provide a contribution
to a new replacement boundary fence.

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

Mr Davis
Minister for Public Transport
20 September 2017

ANSWER:
VicTrack has approval from the Victorian Government Land Monitor to negotiate exclusively with the adjacent
land owner, who is now going through a statutory planning process with the City of Stonnington to seek approval
for the proposed development.
The value of the land and air rights above the rail corridor are subject to the standard Victorian Government
valuation processes and are commercial in confidence.
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Northern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Lovell
Minister for Education
20 September 2017

ANSWER:
I thank the Member for Northern Victoria for her constituency question, although I must confess it is slightly
embarrassing for her given the former Liberal Government’s neglect of this school, which as she implicitly
acknowledges stands in contrast to Labor’s proud investment at the college.
Indeed, apparently, straight-faced, the Member for Northern Victoria speaks of the school’s ‘glaring needs’,
without mentioning that the former Liberal Government did not invest a single dollar to address these glaring needs
when last in Government.
Nevertheless, the Labor Government has stepped in where the Liberal Government has failed, and invested
$3.4 million towards Mansfield Secondary College to build a new Science, Technology, Engineering and
Mathematics (STEM) centre. This facility will consist of science laboratories and technology spaces equipped to
cater for all years, including VET students.
In relation to funding for additional facilities identified in the school’s master plan, I can assure you that the
infrastructure needs of all schools, including Mansfield Secondary College, will continue to receive fair and
equitable consideration through the State Budget process. The Andrews Government will use all available data,
including condition assessments and pre-existing project plans, when allocating resources and determining
priorities for the school capital works program.
I encourage the Member for Northern Victoria and the Member for Eildon to attain greater relevance and influence
within the Liberal Party to help spread their apparent commitment to school funding to their disinterested and
hostile Liberal colleagues.
In closing, my advice to the constituents of Eildon and Northern Victoria is that only Labor has a track record of
investing in Mansfield Secondary College, whilst the Liberal Party has none.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
20 September 2017

ANSWER:
Melbourne needs the West Gate Tunnel Project to address some of our biggest transport challenges, deliver a vital
alternative to the West Gate Bridge and boost liveability in the west. Negotiations are continuing with Transurban,
through a process that will deliver the best outcome for Victorians.
Transparency and public review are vital for getting infrastructure projects right. This is why we have committed to
rigorous assessment through a business case, released December 2015, and an Environment Effects Statement,
released May 2017 and open to scrutiny through over five weeks of public hearings that wrapped up on
19 September 2017.
For motorists, we have committed to a new roadway and new links that will provide more journey choices, travel
time savings of up to 20 minutes, a more reliable trip on the West Gate Freeway, and congestion slashed by taking
28 000 vehicles off the West Gate Bridge and 22 000 off the Bolte Bridge every day.
Our consultation with community members has been ongoing for over two years, which has been critical for
getting the project’s scope and design right. In direct response to community feedback, the project will provide
almost 9 hectares of new open space, over 14 kilometres of new and upgraded walking and cycling paths and over
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9 kilometres of Victoria’s best noise walls which will mean quieter homes, backyards and parks along the West
Gate Freeway. In addition, the project will enable 24/7 truck bans that will remove over 9000 trucks from local
roads. A further 5000 trucks will be prevented from rat runs to avoid the West Gate Freeway with truck bans on
Blackshaws Road and Hudsons Road.

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

Ms Shing
Minister for Industry and Employment
21 September 2017

ANSWER:
The Government is working to get the Latrobe Valley back on track; getting on with attracting new investment and
generating jobs.
The former Minister approved 17 Projects under the Latrobe Valley Economic Facilitation Fund that have
generated 322 Jobs and leveraged $23.7 million of investment. Forty jobs are located in Warragul, 73 jobs in
Trafalgar, 142 jobs are located in Morwell, 27 in Traralgon, 25 jobs in Sale and 15 jobs in Maffra. A further
13 Projects are in an advanced pipeline and are expected to generate a further 478 jobs and leverage $138.7 million
of investment.
The Latrobe Valley Infrastructure Pipeline includes 19 Projects and over $800 million of investment in the Latrobe
Valley over the next 4 years. It includes $435 million towards the upgrading of the Gippsland rail line and
$95 million towards the Avon Bridge rail crossing in Stratford, $110 million towards the creation of Timber
Plantations, $46 million towards the Gippsland Aquatic Centre in Traralgon, $30 million towards the Latrobe
Creative Arts Precinct in Traralgon, $17 million towards the Hi-Tech Centre in Morwell, $17 million towards the
Gippsland Region Indoor Sports and Entertainment Complex, $13 million towards the West Gippsland Arts Centre
in Warragul, $11 million towards the Port of Sale Cultural Hub and $10 million towards the Gippsland Technical
School in Morwell.
The Latrobe Valley Supply Chain Transition program is helping businesses impacted by the closure of Hazelwood
Power Station and Mine and more recently the closure of Carter Holt Harvey. To date over 40 businesses have
been assisted, with more than 20 businesses completing a Business Transition Plan and now moving into the
execution of these Plans.
To assist local Latrobe Valley businesses in winning some of the Infrastructure Works a number of Tender Writing
Workshops are also being conducted with the collaborative support of the Latrobe Valley Authority, Regional
Development Victoria and the Industry Capability Network.

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

Mr Leane
Minister for Health
21 September 2017

ANSWER:
This flu season has hit us hard. But our health services have been working together to ensure Victorians continue to
have access to the care they need — when they need it.
I convened a Ministerial Roundtable on flu to discuss key strategies that our health services could roll out for the
rest of the season — but most importantly, in future surge times, to provide continuity of care to Victorians. This
includes making arrangements for the use of private hospital beds and a $115 million boost in funding for our
public health services.
We also last year introduced pharmacist-administered vaccination, to make flu and whooping cough immunisation
more easily accessible to Victorians. Already, more than 270 community pharmacies statewide offer these services,
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and I encourage all Victorians to get a flu shot either from their local pharmacy, GP, or other immunisation service
providers.
But we can’t do it alone. The flu epidemic is a national problem — and we need a national response. That’s why
we are calling on the Federal Government to put in their fair share and expand access to the flu vaccine. All
vulnerable Australians — particularly children aged between 6 months and 5 years, and health workers who are in
constant contact with vulnerable patients — must be given free access to the flu vaccine to help prevent future
outbreaks.
The availability and uptake of immunisation should be a focus of communications now and preparations for winter
2018 — this includes uptake of immunisation by healthcare workers and in all groups of the population, in
particular older people and children. The Victorian Government will lift the health workforce immunisation rate
from 75% to 90% to be reached in five years. To achieve this, immunisation for staff will be available throughout
the flu season — not just the beginning — to improve the uptake rate.

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

Ms Fitzherbert
Minister for Public Transport
21 September 2017

ANSWER:
A new substation is required near Sandringham station in order to reliably run newer trains and enable an increase
in services in the future. The substation is proposed to begin operation by December 2018.
On 27 and 28 July 2017 PTV and Metro Trains Melbourne (MTM) ran community information sessions at
Sandringham Library about the design and placement of the substation, providing important feedback and ideas to
inform the final design of the building. PTV will provide updates to residents about project milestones, including
the final design and the project schedule, early in 2018.
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WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Tuesday, 17 October 2017
Treasury Corporation of Victoria
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Treasurer
Ms Crozier
22 March 2017

REPLY:
The manner and costs associated with the attendance of board members is a matter for the TCV Board. TCV has an
established policy that provides for the payment of a component of travel expenses for directors. The
reimbursement of travel expenses is a matter solely for the TCV Board.
I note that Ms Kelly has undertaken to personally meet the costs of her flights to and from board meetings.

Boroondara police stations
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Mr O’Donohue
8 August 2017

REPLY:
There is no intention to alter the current servicing arrangements across the Boroondara Police Service Area. The
Boroondara Police Service Area is serviced by three police stations: the Boroondara Police Complex, Camberwell
Police Station and Ashburton Police Station.
To best address any piece of correspondence, it is important that the response befits the correspondent’s needs. In
this case, the correspondent referred to an incident at Ivy Grange in Kew, which is located between the Boroondara
Police Complex and the Camberwell Police Station. As these two police stations would be the most relevant points
of contact for the correspondent, these were referred to in the correspondence.
Contact details for the Station Commander in charge of the Camberwell Police Station were provided to the
correspondent, and a copy of the correspondence was referred to the Office of the Chief Commissioner of Police
for consideration, as the correspondent had raised an operational matter.
With regard to the Member’s comments on Ashburton Police Station, I can advise that this station continues to
provide a counter-service to the community on Tuesdays and Thursdays between 9.00am and 5.00pm. This
operating model was adopted in line with Victoria Police’s 2015 internal review, which found that face-to-face
contact with the public equated to approximately 20 minutes per day.

Veterans in Construction
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Premier
Mr Leane
9 August 2017

REPLY:
Thank you for your question in relation to Veterans in Construction. I recently met with Dan Cairnes from Veterans
in Construction and commend him for the incredible work he is doing. I look forward to the Government working
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further with Veterans in Construction and with other Ex-Service Organisations to further support Victoria’s
veterans.
In November 2016 I announced a target of 250 veterans to be employed across the Victorian Public Sector. This
initiated the Public Sector Veterans Employment Strategy.
Major General David McLachlan (Rtd), former President of the RSL Victorian Branch has been appointed as the
Veterans Employment Advocate to help veterans find a new career in Victoria’s public sector. Major General
McLachlan will use his extensive expertise and sector knowledge to ensure the state’s Employment Strategy is
implemented with veterans’ needs at front of mind.
Tailored resources and tools are being developed to help ex-service personnel translate their Australian Defence
Force experience to the public sector. Materials will also be available to help employers understand the valuable
skills and capabilities veterans have to offer.
The Government is tracking the number of veterans who apply for positions in the public sector. This will assist us
to understand how many veterans are applying for positions in the public sector and to monitor their progress and
address any barriers they may experience in securing employment.

Cardinia transport infrastructure
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

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

REPLY:
The Monash Freeway Upgrade is underway to reduce congestion and get drivers home sooner and safer. The
upgrade will improve safety and travel time reliability by adding more lanes, widening ramps and putting in place a
smart freeway management system.
Upon completion in 2018, we can expect more reliable trips for more than 200 000 daily motorists and room for an
extra 2000 vehicles per hour during peak times.
During construction of the Monash Freeway Upgrade, safety is always at the forefront of our mind as we
endeavour to minimise disruptions and keep traffic moving as these important upgrade works take place. During
the busiest periods on the Monash Freeway, being morning inbound and afternoon outbound, we are keeping all
lanes available to road users during these peak periods.
The Andrews Labor Government is also committed to increasing participation in healthy forms of transport, such
as cycling and walking. Not only will greater participation improve Victorian’s health but it will take cars off the
road.
The Government has set up Active Transport Victoria (ATV), a unit dedicated to promoting the benefits of cycling
and walking and leading multiagency programs to improve safety and infrastructure. One of these programs is the
Safer Cyclists and Pedestrians Fund, an unprecedented $100 million Government allocation to cyclist and
pedestrian infrastructure improvements.
VicRoads, together with local councils, has developed fund proposals for cyclists and pedestrian infrastructure
improvement projects across metropolitan and regional Victoria proposing a range of treatments. They include
separated bicycle ways, bicycle intersection prioritisation, new shared user paths and the creation of Strategic
Cycling Corridors, which turn disconnected bike routes into continuous, safer and more navigable routes.
Teams from VicRoads and local councils will be talking to communities across the state over the coming year for
their feedback on the proposals before submitting them to Government for approval. Our goal is a future where
more people leave their cars at home and use their bicycles or feet instead. The result will be a safer, fitter, more
environmentally friendly Victoria.
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Mordialloc bypass
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Ms Springle
22 August 2017

REPLY:
The Mordialloc Bypass project has been determined by the Planning Minister to be subject to an Environment
Effects Statement (EES).
This decision will allow interested individuals and groups to raise issues they think should be considered in the
EES process and ensure the delivery of this project takes account of the important environmental significance of the
area.
Further to this, VicRoads will also soon be referring the project to the Federal Department of Environment and
Energy to make a determination on matters covered under the Environment Biodiversity and Conservation Act.

West Gate tunnel project
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Mr Ramsay
22 August 2017

REPLY:
We’re building the West Gate Tunnel Project to slash congestion and provide a vital alternative to the West Gate
Bridge.
More and more people use the West Gate every day, it can barely keep up with demand. A single incident can
bring Melbourne to a standstill, with traffic backed up for miles and nowhere to go.
Drivers coming from the west desperately need an alternative.
In addition to extra lanes on the West Gate Freeway and a tunnel to take trucks and cars off residential streets, it
also includes world class urban design, new open space and a city bypass that will take traffic off Spencer and King
Streets.
The development of this project has been thorough and involved the community and councils at every step of the
way, and the design has changed based on that feedback.
More than a dozen experts, most with decades of experience, worked on the traffic modelling and economics that
underpins this project.
All aspects of the project are currently being assessed through a comprehensive, transparent and independent
inquiry and we stand by that process to ensure the best outcome for Victorians.

Bridge Street–Williamstown Road, Port Melbourne
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Ms Fitzherbert
22 August 2017

REPLY:
VicRoads advises me that it has recently undertaken a crash analysis at the above location, which indicates that in
the five-year period ending 31 December 2016, there have been no crashes reported at this site. Furthermore,
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VicRoads conducted site inspections of traffic and pedestrian movements during peak periods and observed that
there is no major traffic delay or unusual pedestrian demand at this location.
As you may appreciate, VicRoads receives many requests each year for road improvements (such as traffic lights)
throughout Victoria. All requests are prioritised based on the extent to which such a treatment would improve
safety and/or congestion. VicRoads considers factors such as the need to cater for pedestrians, the historical safety
record of the site, and the impact that treating the intersection would have on the performance of the surrounding
road network. Based on such considerations, VicRoads currently has no plans to introduce traffic lights at this
intersection.

Australian marriage law postal survey
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Equality
Ms Shing
23 August 2017

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government acknowledges that the Federal Government’s decision to conduct a national
marriage equality postal survey is having a significant and damaging impact on the wellbeing of LGBTI Victorians
across the state.
LGBTI people in regional Victoria are among the worst impacted by the prolonged national debate on marriage
equality. This is one of the reasons the Andrews Labor Government’s LGBTI Rural and Regional Roadshow has
visited 23 towns across Victoria over the last year to identify needs, offer support and create connections to these
communities. This is also why we announced an additional $500 000 of funding in August to support the growing
demand for vital mental health and well-being services for LGBTI communities across Victoria during this difficult
time.
This funding will provide additional individual and peer group counselling services and access to updated mental
health resources. The Victorian Aids Council will lead the delivery of additional counselling services to vulnerable
LGBTI cohorts, including isolated people in regional and rural communities. An additional 1000 hours of LGBTI
specific crisis counselling services will be delivered in areas of need, including outer suburban and regional areas
through local community health centres. Drummond Street Services will lead the coordination of mental health
resources and deliver a suite of activities and events across Victoria that will provide much needed support and link
LGBTI Victorians to supportive allies and mental health services. The Youth Affairs Council of Victoria will
provide direct funding to Healthy Equal Youth Project (HEY) program partners, especially in regional areas, to
increase peer support activities for young LGBTI people.
In Victoria, equality is not negotiable. The Andrews Labor Government is committed to ensuring that LGBTI
Victorians have the support they need during the Federal Government’s wasteful and damaging postal survey.

South Yarra Primary School
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Mr Davis
23 August 2017

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to making Victoria the Education State and that means ensuring all
Victorian families have access to a great school no matter where they live. The last three State Budgets delivered
the largest ever investment in Victorian school infrastructure, allocating more than $2.5 billion to build, upgrade
and maintain schools across the state. This funding means that 56 new school projects are now in the pipeline,
which come online in the next few years.
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The Government is conscious that enrolment growth pressures are being felt in a number of communities,
including in the inner city. The Government’s Inner City Schools Package will see significant investment in this
area including:
– $44 million to construct the new South Melbourne Primary School scheduled to open in Term 1, 2018
– $31 million to construct the new South Melbourne Park Primary School scheduled to open in Term 1, 2019
– $43 million to construct the new Richmond High School scheduled to open in Term 1, 2018
– $42 million for the new Prahran High School scheduled to open in Term 1, 2019
– $5 million to deliver additional classroom spaces at Albert Park College
– $1 million to masterplan the future Docklands Primary School
– Identification of sites for a primary school and secondary school at Fishermans Bend
– Identification of a site for a new primary school at North Melbourne
These investments will assist to accommodate the growing demand for education places in the inner city.
Labor is investing more to build our government schools in three years, than the Liberals did in four years. Our
record funding boost of $2.5 billion in school infrastructure is repairing the damage done by four years of chronic
under-investment, where funding fell under the Baillieu and Napthine Governments to a mere $200 million a year.
I am advised in response to the enrolment growth at South Yarra Primary School in 2017 the Department provided
a new, triple storey relocatable building to increase capacity at the school. The Department is working closely with
South Yarra Primary School to confirm enrolments for 2018, which can be accommodated within the existing
facilities at the school, while maintaining availability of the library, multi-purpose rooms (where the school
currently offers music and after-school care) and art. Based on the current enrolment projection South Yarra
Primary School will also be able to maintain its current standalone languages room.
It is important to be aware that the Department’s Entitlement Schedule does not provide for specialist languages
rooms. Should enrolments continue to grow, South Yarra Primary School will manage the provision of language
classes across existing classrooms.
In addition, the Victorian School Building Authority is continuing to engage with the City of Melbourne to
ascertain whether it may be possible to consider an expanded use of Fawkner Park to accommodate additional
space for South Yarra Primary School in the future.
South Melbourne Primary School will open in 2018 and South Melbourne Park Primary School will open in 2019.
These two new schools will accommodate local enrolments and local enrolment boundaries will be progressively
updated as these new schools open.
The Department will continue to work directly with the South Yarra Primary School Principal to address
accommodation needs in 2018 and beyond.

Thompsons Road duplication
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Mrs Peulich
23 August 2017

REPLY:
For your response to Jason of Seaford, and any others concerned about the congestion on Thompsons Road, I am
pleased to confirm that the Government is committed to completing the duplication of Thompsons Road between
EastLink in Carrum Downs and Berwick-Cranbourne Road in Clyde North. This commitment by the Andrews

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
5328

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 17 October 2017

Government is clearly demonstrated in recent Budget commitments where a total of some $175 million has been
allocated for this important road duplication project.
Beyond this, a further $65.9 million has also been provided from the Government’s Level Crossing Removal
Program so that the rail level crossing at Lyndhurst will also be removed as a part of the project. The total
commitment of the Government to this section of Thompsons Road is therefore in excess of $240 million.
The plans for the upgrading of Thompsons Road are now well advanced with works already commenced on the
first stage of the project, which will duplicate Thompsons Road between the South Gippsland Highway to the west
of Evans Road, including the rail overpass of the Cranbourne rail line. Tenders have also closed for the duplication
of the remaining sections Of Thompsons Road and a contract for the constructions of these works should be
awarded shortly. All of these works will result in a minimum of two lanes in each direction on Thompsons Road. It
is expected that all of these duplication works will be completed by mid 2019.
With regard to Jason’s concerns about the existing roundabouts along Thompsons Road, I am happy to inform you
that the roundabouts with single lane approaches at Westernport Highway, Evans Road and McCormicks Road will
all be upgraded to large signalised intersections which will significantly reduce the congestion currently being
experienced at these sites.

Ageing strategy
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
Ms Patten
6 September 2017

REPLY:
The Victorian Government is committed to enhancing the participation of seniors in the local community, and
particularly their health and wellbeing. Investment to date includes:
– $1.2 million for Age Friendly initiatives to promote the inclusion of older people; support services, business and
community leaders to better plan for the needs of seniors; and enhance the quality of life for people as they age
– more than $600 000 for 108 cultural and linguistically diverse seniors group and clubs to create or expand social
participation opportunities for socially isolated seniors
– $700 000 over three years for the Victorian Active Ageing Partnership, which aims to increase participation in
physical activity for older Victorians, especially those who are disadvantaged, isolated or inactive
– $2.1 million over three years for Active and Healthy Ageing Advisers that support healthy ageing initiatives and
enhance partnerships to improve organisational and workforce capabilities.
In addition, in response to the Commissioner for Senior Victorians’ report ‘Ageing is everyone’s business: a report
into social isolation and loneliness’:
– $760 000 has been invested in the Strengthening Seniors Inclusion and Participation in Local Communities’
project. This project aims to build the capacity of local community-based organisations to reach out and better
respond to the needs and interests of older people at risk of social isolation and loneliness
– the Senior Victorians Flagship Project has been established to develop appropriate pre-accredited programs that
address the evolving training needs of Seniors Victorians in their immediate communities, for example, digital
literacy classes.
$1 million is also invested annually in free transport and free or low cost activities for seniors during the Victorian
Seniors Festival held in October. The Festival is an opportunity for the community to celebrate and honour our
Victorian seniors and promote the significant and positive contribution that seniors make to the Victorian
community.
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Eastern Freeway
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Ms Dunn
6 September 2017

REPLY:
VicRoads advises me that it will continue to ensure that all road infrastructure projects are future-proofed so that
potential mass transit options between the Manningham area and central Melbourne are not precluded in the longer
term.
Transport for Victoria is currently undertaking a study into potential options for future improvements to Doncaster
Area Rapid Transit (DART) bus services between Manningham and central Melbourne. The outcomes are
expected to improve journey time, reliability and user experience, making the DART service a highly appealing
mode of transport.

Energy supply
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
Mr Ramsay
6 September 2017

REPLY:
Victoria’s power stations are privately owned. The closure of Hazelwood was a commercial decision made by the
station’s private operators, Engie and Mitsui and Co.
The claim that 3565 wind turbines will be built to meet the Victorian Renewable Energy Targets (VRET), is
inaccurate. If 80 per cent of all new renewable energy introduced under the VRET was produced by wind farms,
this would require at most between 700 and 1100 turbines. However, the VRET targets will support a number of
renewable energy technologies, including large-scale solar.

Bayside bay trail
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Mrs Peulich
6 September 2017

REPLY:
The council is the proponent and is resolving how to manage on-road and off-road parking, a shared path and
roadside vegetation.
VicRoads has indicated its in-principle support for proposals that maintain the capacity and safety of Beach Road
for all road users while implementing a Bay Trail extension. Further, VicRoads recommended that the community
has an opportunity to be consulted on the plan and the council has undertaken community consultation.
The council requires VicRoads’ approval through a consent process of the Road Management Act 2004, before it
decides to implement the extension of the Bay Trail.
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Belmont High School
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Ms Fitzherbert
6 September 2017

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
I’m pleased you and the Member for South Barwon were able to enjoy your reunion at Belmont High School, a
great local state school.
As part of your fairly circumlocutory reminiscences about your time at Belmont High, you neglected to remember
how poorly served and represented the school was by the previous Liberal Government and current Member for
South Barwon — not one dollar went towards capital upgrades at the school under the Liberal Government.
Fortunately for the school and school community of Belmont High, these days it is far more ably represented
through the tireless efforts of the Member for Geelong, Christine Couzens, and the Andrews Labor Government.
And this has reaped significant benefits for the school. In the 2016-17 State Budget, Belmont High School received
$5.24 million to upgrade and modernise its facilities, with refurbishment of the existing library included in the
scope of works. Construction will start later this year.
In the meantime, the school has been provided with a temporary building, so that it can continue its library services
for staff and students.
So, when you next attend a high school reunion at Belmont High, I hope you enjoy the fantastic new facilities,
including the library, courtesy of the Andrews Labor Government. That’s definitely something worth
remembering.

Kingston City Council
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Special Minister of State
Mr Davis
7 September 2017

REPLY:
I thank the Honourable Member for raising this issue.
The Local Government Investigations and Compliance Inspectorate investigates matters relating to council
operations and possible breaches of the Local Government Act 1989 and is operationally independent of the
Executive Government.
On this basis, it is a matter for the Inspectorate to determine whether it is appropriate to initiate an investigation in
relation to these matters.
However, my Department has referred these issues to both the Chief Municipal Inspector and the Independent
Broad-Based Anti-Corruption Commission for their consideration.
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Cyclist safety
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Ms Hartland
7 September 2017

REPLY:
I would like to thank Ms Colleen Hartland MLC for her question on cyclist safety.
The government recently established Active Transport Victoria, a new unit within Transport for Victoria. Since its
formation the unit has been working across Transport for Victoria and its agencies to ensure that pedestrians and
cyclists are considered front and centre.
Active Transport Victoria has been working to update and finalise the new Victorian Cycling Strategy to guide
investments over the next decade, and this is expected to be released soon. The Strategy provides an important
opportunity to set a new and exciting direction for cycling in Victoria and to encourage interested, but concerned,
cyclists onto the network. This will mean that investments are focused on delivering safe and low stress cycling.
A combination of high-quality infrastructure will be considered such as separated and protected cycleways, shared
streets optimised for cycling with low vehicle volumes and speeds, and dedicated off-road paths. In some locations,
installing bike lanes may also be considered.
We will also strongly support a collaborative approach with local governments to join up cycling routes on local
streets, arterial roads, highways, rail corridors and green spaces. We will work closely with local governments to
plan, identify and deliver improvements to strategic cycling corridors, as government recognises that the strategic
cycling corridors are the ‘arterials’ of the bicycle network, which join up important destinations especially for
cycling to schools, trains stations and activity centres.

Bayles Regional Primary School
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Mr Mulino
7 September 2017

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
Thank you for your continuing advocacy on behalf of the people of Eastern Victoria, particularly on matters
relating to education.
To ensure a high-quality education in a safe school environment for every child, the Andrews Labor Government is
rolling out the largest ever removal of asbestos from schools. This includes an investment of $155 million in the
Victorian School Asbestos Removal Program.
The Permanent Modular School Buildings Program is an integral part of this investment. This innovative program
is demolishing 100 school buildings and replacing them with brand new modular facilities.
Architecturally-designed permanent modular buildings reduce planning and building times, and mean less
disruption to students, staff and teaching programs.
Minister Merlino was delighted to visit Bayles Regional Primary School to announce that the school is receiving
$400 000 for a brand new multipurpose room building. I have asked the Victorian School Building Authority to
work closely with the school to achieve the best possible outcome for this exciting project.
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Environment Protection Authority Victoria pilot program
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
Mr Eideh
8 September 2017

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is investing $162.5 million over five years to reform the Environment Protection
Authority (EPA).
The reforms will provide Victorians with a strong and modern environmental regulator that is fit for purpose and
capable of delivering the services we need.
The $4.8 million Officers for the Protection of the Local Environment (OPLE) pilot program will embed ten
OPLEs in local councils for a period of 15 months commencing in September this year. All OPLEs will commence
work between 25 September and 9 October.
The successful councils in the Member for Western Metropolitan’s electorate have been allocated two OPLEs.
Brimbank and Hobsons Bay councils will be sharing a full-time OPLE who is due to being work on 28 September
and the OPLE allocated to Wyndham City Council will start on 9 October.
As the Member for Western Metropolitan has identified the OPLEs will work closely with council and EPA
Victoria to respond to reports from the local community and businesses on smaller-scale and lower risk waste and
pollution issues.
The new OPLEs will complement the role of existing EPA based environment protection officers meaning more
officers on the ground, more support and expert advice, and more investigations into compliance.
Duties of the OPLEs will also include responding to complaints, providing information and education activities to
support prevention of pollution, and proactive inspections of premises to support compliance.
EPA based environment protection officers will continue to take the lead and respond to high risk pollution and
waste issues such as the stockpiling of recyclable material, while also delivering quicker responses to local
pollution issues.

Waurn Ponds train stabling depot
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Mr Ramsay
8 September 2017

REPLY:
The first stage of work has identified a suitable site. Works included geo-technical, cultural and environmental field
investigations to assist the planning and design process.
Presently, timeframes for the next stage of work are being finalised as part of the planning process. Local residents
will be kept informed of the timelines.
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Australian Formula One Grand Prix
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Tourism and Major Events
Ms Pennicuik
8 September 2017

REPLY:
The Government is committed to supporting the Victorian Major Events Calendar, which is the envy of the rest of
Australia. The Formula One Australian Grand Prix showcases Melbourne on the world stage, raising its profile,
encouraging domestic and international tourism and business investment, as well as delivering economic and
branding benefits to Victoria.
The 2017 Formula One Australian Grand Prix attracted around 296 000 attendees, and the Formula One season is
broadcast to more than 150 countries around the world each year.
Government has a contract in place to host the Formula One Australian Grand Prix until 2023.
Comprehensive analysis was also undertaken as part of Government’s decision to extend the hosting of the event to
2023.

Youth control orders
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Mental Health
Ms Crozier
8 September 2017

REPLY:
The Department of Health and Human Services does not maintain waiting lists for drug and alcohol treatment
services.
Wait times for individual clients can vary by location, service type and clinical need.
Youth justice clients have designated pathways and prioritised access to treatment services.

Latrobe Valley employment
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Industry and Employment
Ms Bath
19 September 2017

REPLY:
The Labor Government is proud to have implemented an Australian-first Worker Transfer Scheme because we
know that this will maintain the Latrobe Valley’s highly-skilled workforce and contribute to the region’s proud
power generation industry.
The new positions created at Loy Yang were publicly advertised and have been brought in-house as a result of an
ongoing process improvement program undertaken by AGL. The Worker Transfer Scheme was not related to the
creation of the positions.
The two workers from Loy Yang can access direct help and support from the Worker Transition Service through
provided via the Latrobe Valley Authority. These services include:
– career counselling including career and employment market advice;
– job search support, employment placements and support in the new job;
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– skills development and training;
– community and peer support; and
– ensuring people are provided with financial advice or small business advice to start a new business.
If the workers require extra support and are deemed to be at risk of long term unemployment, they may be able to
access additional personalised employment placement assistance through Jobs Victoria. Over $2.4 million in
funding has been allocated to the Gippsland region to support over 250 jobseekers into sustainable employment.
The Worker Transfer Scheme is one part of a $266 million transition package supporting economic growth,
creating new jobs and fulfilling a promise we made to get behind the Gippsland and Latrobe Valley communities.

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

Minister for Public Transport
Mr Davis
19 September 2017

REPLY:
Globally, the industry is changing and every jurisdiction in Australia is moving towards regulating ridesharing.
The Government has acknowledged the impact these global changes is having on the existing industry and is
providing over half a billion dollars in financial assistance with over 4000 payments having been made. The Liberal
Shadow Minister for Public Transport, David Hodgett MP, announced the Liberal party opposed these 4000
payments describing them as “a slush fund to buy the votes of license holders”.
The Liberal Opposition supports ridesharing but voted to oppose the provision of financial assistance to the existing
industry in the Government’s legislation. This is consistent with the long-held position of the Liberal party to not
assist taxi and hire car licences holders. Under reforms bought in by the former Liberal Government, licence values
were cut in half and not a single cent of financial assistance was provided.
The Government’s transitional financial assistance payments are being made in accordance with Government
auditing standards and based on the legal entity that owns the licences.

Bolte Bridge safety barriers
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Ms Fitzherbert
20 September 2017

REPLY:
I am advised that the VicRoads Bridge Public Safety Barrier Policy (Policy) was developed to ensure that safety
reviews on bridges were based on research findings and data analysis.
To ensure decisions are based on quality data, VicRoads has established an information sharing arrangement with
the Coroner’s Court Prevention Unit to enable access to the most current and accurate data available.
Following previous safety reviews on the Bolte Bridge, the evidence available led to alternative treatments to
Safety Barriers being implemented.
However, my office, VicRoads and Transurban are currently assessing the broader network to identify what
improvements can be made, including installing barriers on the Bolte Bridge.
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Truck curfews
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Ms Fitzherbert
21 September 2017

REPLY:
VicRoads has engaged the community, via an online survey in March 2017, and also consulted with stakeholders
including the cities of Kingston, Bayside and Port Phillip, Victoria Police, Victorian Truck Association, Victorian
Ports Corporation, and Spirit of Tasmania operators about truck use along the Beach Road corridor and the curfew
arrangements.
In the lead up to the trial, VicRoads will deploy signage to inform the community and passing motorists of the trial.
In addition, VicRoads will broadcast this change via social media posts such as Facebook, and a specific webpage
has been created which will be updated regularly with information related to the trial extension. VicRoads will
continue to work with stakeholders during the trial.
VicRoads and Victoria Police handle curfew compliance. VicRoads currently undertakes patrols of these roads
during curfew hours based on concerns and heavy vehicle intelligence reporting. The frequency and timing of any
additional patrols during the trial curfew extension will be prioritised based in the context of improving compliance
across the whole network.

Lyme disease
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Ms Crozier
21 September 2017

REPLY:
I am saddened to hear of the difficult time Madison has been through with her recent illness.
The Department of Health and Human Services recognises that Lyme disease can be acquired through the bite of
ticks infected with the Borrelia burgdorferi bacterial species. Ticks carrying this organism are found overseas, and
Australians may contract it while travelling overseas, as appears to be the case for Madison. The causative bacteria
is not known to be generally endemic in Australia.
All levels of Australian government acknowledge that the issue of Lyme disease and Lyme-like illness is a serious
one. The Clinical Advisory Committee on Lyme Disease in Australia, which was established by the
Commonwealth Chief Medical Officer, has released a number of progress reports which are available at:
http://health.gov.au/lyme-disease. These recognise that there are many Australians who suffer from chronic
debilitating symptoms they associate with a tick bite.
In 2015, the Senate Community Affairs References Committee was asked by the Commonwealth Senate to
conduct an inquiry into this issue. The final report, The growing evidence of an emerging tick-borne disease that
causes a Lyme-like illness for many Australian patients, was produced in November 2016 and is available at
http://aph.gov.au/Parliamentary_Business/Committees/Senate/Community_Affairs/Lymelikeillness45/
Final_Report.
Following the Senate inquiry, the Commonwealth developed a guideline on the diagnosis and treatment of overseas
acquired Lyme disease, which is available at
http://www.health.gov.au/internet/main/publishing.nsf/Content/ohp-Iyme-disease.htm/$File/Aust-guidelinediagnosis-overseas-acquired-Lyme-disease.pdf.
The Andrews Labor Government supports the information provided in this national guideline, which is based on
the most current research evidence available from both Australia and overseas, and encourages general
practitioners to access the guidelines when managing patients with suspected Lyme disease. In addition, the Royal
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Australian College of General Practitioners provides a range of information and educational activities for general
practitioners. I am advised this has included case studies that address Lyme disease and information for general
practitioners, as well as information on the Commonwealth Lyme disease guidelines that was reported in the Royal
Australian College of General Practitioners In Practice newsletter in July 2016.
The Commonwealth Chief Medical Officer continues to update the community on the progress of research and
other activities relating to Lyme Disease. The most recent progress report was published in July 2016 and is
available at: http://www.health.gov.au/lyme-disease#statement-cmo.

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

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Mr Ramsay
21 September 2017

REPLY:
After an accident that involves any loss of life or serious injury, VicRoads does undertake a thorough investigation
to identify any road safety improvements that may be required.
In this particular case, VicRoads has already started this investigation and is working closely with Victoria Police to
understand the circumstances of this accident. Once VicRoads has completed its investigation and if it identifies
that road safety improvements are required, VicRoads will make detailed recommendations to Government.
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Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Wednesday, 18 October 2017
Northern Victoria Region police numbers
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Ms Lovell
9 May 2017

REPLY:
The allocation of police personnel to particular police stations is an operational matter for Victoria Police.
However, please be assured that the Government is committed to ensuring Victoria Police has the resources and
powers it needs to reduce harm in the community and keep Victorians safe.
Central to the Community Safety Statement is boosting of police numbers right across the state. In total, the
Government is funding 3135 additional frontline police, including 415 specialist family violence officers, over the
next five years to support police respond to crime in our communities.
With regards to the concerns you have raised about the staffing arrangements at Tatura Police Station, members
transferring, resigning and taking personal leave cannot always be pre-planned.
Victoria Police has also indicated that with the management of family violence as a divisional and organisational
priority, a member of the Tatura Police Station requested assignment to the Divisional Family Violence Unit. That
particular members’ request was supported by the Tatura Station Commander, with the assignment commencing on
20 February 2017. Victoria Police has indicated that there was no direct impact on service delivery to the Tatura
community in allowing this single secondment.
I understand that since February 2017, three new police officers have commenced at the Tatura Police Station.
While the appointment of new members at the Tatura Police Station was undertaken, the police station had been
supplemented by staff from Murchison, Mooroopna and Shepparton on a regular basis to ensure service delivery
was maintained.
Leave rosters are completed on a cluster basis across all stations within the Greater Shepparton Police Service Area
(PSA), enabling better coverage and service delivery for the region. I understand that Victoria Police
representatives explained this to those in attendance at the community safety forums you referred to.
In relation to police numbers in Shepparton, the figures you have provided appear to have been taken at the Police
Service Area (PSA) Level. However, since 2014 Victoria Police has shifted some resources that were previously at
the PSA level to the Divisional level in order to give greater flexibility and more resources where they are required
in the Division. Over the same time the divisional numbers have increased from 376 to 389.
I regularly travel across Victoria meeting with local police and communities to discuss the issues they think are
most important in their areas. I visited Shepparton on 9 June 2017 with the Member for Shepparton and had the
pleasure of meeting with local police and local community members to discuss their perceptions of safety in
Shepparton.
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Northern Victoria Region police numbers
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Mr O’Sullivan
9 May 2017

REPLY:
I regularly travel across Victoria meeting with local police and communities to discuss crime in their areas. I visited
Shepparton on 9 June 2017 and also made trips to Bendigo on 4 May and Mildura on 17 March 2017 where I
listened to the concerns of the local communities and spoke to the police officers working there.
The Government is committed to ensuring Victoria Police has the resources and powers it needs to reduce harm in
the community and keep Victorians safe.
Central to the Community Safety Statement is boosting of police numbers right across the state. In total, the
Government is funding 3135 additional frontline police, including 415 specialist family violence officers, over the
next five years to support police respond to crime in our communities.
It is the biggest boost to frontline police in Victoria’s history, and it is crucial to dealing with the growing demand
on police services, particularly the challenges of repeat youth offenders, increasing aggravated burglaries,
high-volume crime such as car theft, and family violence.
To achieve this more efficiently, Victoria Police, in conjunction with experts in modelling and resource allocation,
and in consultation with the Police Association of Victoria, has developed an innovative Staff Allocation Model
(SAM). The SAM uses factors such as baseline staffing requirements, recorded crime, calls for police assistance,
distances police need to travel, and the amount of time it takes to respond to different types of crime to determine a
State-wide frontline resourcing benchmark.
The SAM also has capacity to forecast frontline resourcing needs based on factors including population growth and
crime rate.
The Government will ensure Victoria Police has the power and resources it needs to reduce harm in the community
and keep Victorians safe. Victoria Police are having an impact. Overall the most recent release of crime statistics
shows us that the crime rate has decreased by 2% and offences has decreased by 0.6%. This is the first time in
6 years that we have seen any decrease in crime rate. I thank Victoria Police for their hard work in tackling crime in
our state.

Whittlesea police station
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Ms Lovell
23 August 2017

REPLY:
Since becoming Police Minister in 2016, my number one priority has been to deliver extra resources to Victoria
Police and to reduce the harm in the community caused by crime.
As the member has noted, the government made a landmark commitment to fund an additional 3135 frontline
police over the next five years as part of the Community Safety Statement, including an additional 45 police for the
Whittlesea PSA. These extra police will greatly strengthen local police responses in the Whittlesea area and
highlights the government’s commitment to providing Victoria Police with the power and resources it needs to
reduce harm in the community and keep Victorians safe.
Regarding your specific comments on the Whittlesea Police Station I can confirm that I have been in close dialogue
with Police Command and the Police Association on the matter. The Member for Yan Yean has been a strong
advocate for the officers at the Whittlesea Police Station, and the community that they serve.
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The opening of the Mernda police station in the coming months, which will have 45 new officers to support the
Whittlesea Police Service Area, will allow Whittlesea Police to focus more of their time on the Whittlesea
community.
I can confirm that there is no change being made to the Whittlesea Police Station operating hours. I also understand
that Police Command has begun an immediate process to recruit to some of the vacancies, and that this has been
communicated to local officers and to the Police Association.
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appropriate ministers.

Thursday, 19 October 2017
Family violence
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Attorney-General
Mr O’Donohue
8 September 2017

REPLY:
A swift response by the justice system to breaches of family violence intervention orders and other family violence
related criminal offences is vital, both for ensuring the safety of victims and for holding perpetrators to account.
The Magistrates’ Court of Victoria, in collaboration with Victoria Police and Victoria Legal Aid, is progressing a
staged implementation of a fast track listing process for family violence related criminal proceedings to courts
around Victoria. The fast track listing process includes proceedings for breaches of family violence intervention
orders.
The fast track process involves identifying, prioritising and setting accelerated timeframes for the hearing of
criminal offences arising out of family violence. This initiative recognises that the rate of recidivism for crimes
against intimate partners is much higher than violent crimes against strangers, and ensures a timely response by
bringing family violence offences to court sooner and reducing the overall time to finalisation.
The fast track process for family violence offences commenced at Dandenong Magistrates’ Court in 2014, and is
now in operation at the Magistrates’ Courts in Ballarat, Ringwood, Broadmeadows, Shepparton, Heidelberg,
Melbourne, Frankston, Moorabbin, Bendigo, Geelong, La Trobe Valley, Sunshine and Werribee, and at the
Neighbourhood Justice Division of the Court.
The Royal Commission into Family Violence heard submissions about the potential of the fast track process to
reduce delays and the duration of legal proceedings, increase early guilty pleas, increase the participation of
victims, impose swift consequences, and limit the opportunity for perpetrators to re-offend.
The Royal Commission did not make any specific recommendation to amend the penalties for breaches of family
violence intervention orders or any other family violence offences. However, following the Royal Commission,
and in line with its recommendations, the Government is investigating a number of strategies for holding
perpetrators to account.
These include asking the Sentencing Advisory Council to consider swift and certain sentencing, reviewing the
operation of the persistent contravention offence, and noting the recommendation that the Director of Public
Prosecutions consider identifying a suitable case in which to seek a guideline judgment from the Court of Appeal
on sentencing for family violence offences.

Small business multicultural programs
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
Mr Elasmar
19 September 2017

REPLY:
Victoria has a lot to gain by supporting entrepreneurial migrants to build businesses. We understand the importance
of improving economic access and participation for Victoria’s culturally and linguistically diverse (CALD)
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communities — such as those in the Northern Metropolitan region — through entrepreneurship and business
development support.
In 2016, I established LaunchVic an independent company working with entrepreneurs, industry, business and the
community to strengthen Victoria’s entrepreneurial and startup ecosystem. In August 2017, LaunchVic unveiled its
third round of grant recipients, supporting organisations that deliver programs to improve access and participation
in the Victorian startup ecosystem for first generation migrants and refugees.
The funding round supports organisations to deliver a range of services and programs that encourage migrants and
refugees in Victoria to develop their ideas and embed their startup skills. Grant recipients included amongst others,
Free to Feed a not-for-profit social enterprise based in Thornbury in the Northern Metro region. Free to Feed
supports refugees and new migrants in a range of innovative food based enterprises.
Additionally, in 2017 the Government has already delivered 38 small business workshops in Northern Metropolitan
suburbs, four of which were specifically tailored to the CALD community. In October and November 2017, there
are 14 workshops scheduled in the region, some of which are tailored to women in the CALD community. These
workshops cover a variety of entrepreneurial topics, from setting up a business to understanding where extra
support is available.
The Government also offers other support programs including small business mentoring. To date, 45 mentoring
clinics have been held in the Northern Metropolitan region in 2017, with another 13 scheduled for the year. To
ensure we are able to reach all potential business owners the Small Business Bus has been stationed 17 times in the
region this year, and I can say the Bus will be making the Northern Metropolitan rounds a further three times in
October and November.

Ballarat bus services
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Mr Morris
20 September 2017

REPLY:
Unlike the former Liberal National Government that slashed bus routes across Victoria without consultation, in
developing the new Ballarat Bus Network that was delivered in January 2017 Public Transport Victoria (PTV)
undertook an extensive community consultation process. This included speaking with over 260 people at seven
community forums and providing two presentations to Ballarat Senior Citizens’ Group.
In preparation for the consultation process, approximately 9000 emails were sent to registered Myki users within
the region, inviting community members to participate. Additionally, the community consultation sessions and
proposed network changes were also promoted via Local news outlets on television and radio stations,
advertisements in the Ballarat Courier and on the PTV website.
The Labor Government has also committed $5 million to the design and delivery of a new bus interchange at
Ballarat Station that will be delivered in 2018. This will see buses stopping within the station precinct.
The Ballarat bus network has been updated to include more direct bus routes that connect to shops and the train
station.
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South Morang railway line services
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Ms Patten
21 September 2017

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is making significant investments to support growth across the Victorian rail
network, including the South Morang catchment.
The $600 million Mernda Rail Extension will build eight kilometres of new, duplicated track and three
state-of-the-art stations at Mernda, Hawkstowe and near Marymede Catholic College. The stations are expected to
be used by around 8000 passengers every day when they open.
We are also funding the Hurstbridge Line Upgrade project, which includes track duplication between Heidelberg
and Rosanna to increase service capacity on the Hurstbridge and South Morang lines. By removing a significant
bottleneck on the Hurstbridge line, services can be optimised, with flow-on benefits for the South Morang line.
The 2017-18 State Budget provides a further $5 million in development funding for Stage Two of the Hurstbridge
Line Upgrade project, which will determine the requirements for further capacity upgrades on the Hurstbridge and
South Morang lines.
While there are no current plans to run express services on the South Morang line, the timetables associated with
the Hurstbridge Stage 1 and Mernda extension projects will seek to provide additional services on the line.
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Friday, 20 October 2017
Hume Valley School
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Mr Ondarchie
9 August 2017

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to making Victoria the Education State, providing better
educational and life outcomes for all Victorian children and young people.
I am pleased to confirm that the school’s budget has been fully adjusted and significantly increased throughout
2017.
Ms Diane Bassett, Principal of Hume Valley School, is receiving ongoing support from the Department of
Education and Training, to assist with school enrolment and application processes.

Noise pollution
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Mr O’Donohue
22 August 2017

REPLY:
I can confirm that I have since responded to the correspondence from the individual in which the member has
raised this matter on behalf.
All road users have a responsibility to abide by the road rules, which includes ensuring that vehicles comply with
noise limits.
The Environment Protection Authority (EPA), Victoria Police and local authorities work together to reduce vehicle
noise. It is an offence to own or use a vehicle that exceeds noise limits in the vehicle emissions regulations. When
the EPA or Victoria Police detect a vehicle emitting excessive exhaust noise, they can issue a notice to the owner of
the vehicle requiring them to present the vehicle for testing. Testing by the EPA can then determine whether a
vehicle is compliant with the prescribed exhaust and noise limits. Persistent noise problems can be reported to the
EPA on 1300 372 842, or online at www.epa.vic.gov.au.
Additionally, Victoria’s strong anti-hooning laws have provisions to reduce the damage caused by reckless and
antisocial behaviour, including deliberately causing a vehicle to skid, smoke or make excessive noise. ‘Hoon’
driving offences are governed by Part 6A of the Road Safety Act 1986. Police may impound any vehicle
responsible for a ‘boon’ offence, for up to 30-days. This period can be extended for repeat offenders.
Members of the public can assist police in the detection of drivers who do not comply with the regulations by
reporting offenders on the 1800 333 000 Crime Stoppers Hotline, or online at www.crimestoppersvic.com.au.
Gathering this information enables police to target repeat offenders and act to prevent this behaviour.
Police enforcement of the road rules continues to focus on detecting irresponsible and unsafe driver behaviour.
I trust this information is of assistance.
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Mobile phone locator fees
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Ms Patten
23 August 2017

REPLY:
I thank the member for her question on this important issue. This type of location based technology is of great
importance in assisting Victoria Police in a variety of investigative cases.
The authorisation for Victoria Police to access telecommunications data is granted under the Commonwealth
Telecommunications (Inception and Access) Act 1979. In particular, sections 178 and 178A which pertain to
enforcement of criminal law and locating missing persons respectively.
All data service costs charged by the Telecommunications companies are paid by Victoria Police. I am informed
that the fees range from $5 to $3800 depending on the service and the time taken to retrieve the requested data. All
data requests are audited annually by the Commonwealth Ombudsman and the Commonwealth Attorney-General’s
Department.
Access to reasonably priced telecommunications services is important to everyone, and I intend to raise this matter
with the Commonwealth Government.
I can assure you that the Government will ensure that Victoria Police has the power and resources it needs to
reduce harm in the community and keep Victorians safe.

Family violence action plan
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Attorney-General
Ms Springle
7 September 2017

REPLY:
The 2016 Royal Commission into Family Violence (RCFV) made specific recommendations regarding the
experiences of family violence victim survivors and their interaction with the Victorian infringements system.
Recommendations 112 and 113 address these key issues.
Recommendation 112 provides: DJR investigate whether the Road Safety Act 1986 (Vic) should be amended so
that if a perpetrator of family violence incurs traffic fines while driving a car registered in the name of the victim,
the victim is able to have the fines revoked by declaring:
– they were not the driver of the vehicle at the time of the offending
– they are a victim of family violence — as evidenced by a statutory declaration, a copy of a family violence
safety notice or family violence intervention order, or a support letter from a family violence worker, general
practitioner or other appropriate professional
– they are unable to identify the person in control of the vehicle at the time due to concern about their safety.
Recommendation 113 provides: The Victorian Government amend the Infringements Act 2006 (Vic) to provide
that the experience of family violence may be a special circumstance entitling a person to have a traffic
infringement withdrawn or revoked.
The Victorian Government has already implemented recommendation 113, which came into effect on 1 July 2017.
However, applying for a fine to be withdrawn or revoked under the existing scheme would still require the family
violence victim to admit to the offending behaviour, regardless of whether they actually committed it.
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In order to respond to the issues dealt with by recommendations 112 and 113, the Government has introduced the
Fines Reform Amendment Bill 2017, which will establish a new scheme to assist victim survivors of family
violence who come into contact with the infringements system. The Bill sets out a new, customised and standalone
scheme for victims of family violence, which will be managed as part of the infringements system.
The new scheme will enable eligible applicants to have relevant fines withdrawn without naming the perpetrator. It
will also be available to victims who incur fines as a result of their own offending which was substantially
contributed to by their experience of family violence. The scheme will be administered by trained, specialist staff
within Fines Victoria.
Consistent with the existing enforcement review scheme, serious road safety offences including drink-driving,
drug-driving and excessive speed infringements will be excluded from the scheme. The scheme will be subject to a
statutory review two years after its commencement.
The scheme proposed in the Bill is intended to recognise that while victims sometimes become liable for
infringement offences because of their own offending, which can be dealt with under special circumstances, they
can also become liable for infringement offences they did not commit because they are too scared to nominate or
reject a nomination from a perpetrator.
The reforms proposed in this new scheme will help support victims of family violence who come into contact with
the infringements system, whilst maintaining the system’s integrity.

Penalty rates
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Industrial Relations
Mr Gepp
7 September 2017

REPLY:
The Victorian Government maintains our opposition to any reductions in penalty rates as outlined in our
submission to the Fair Work Commission (FWC) on 11 March 2016. On 18 July 2017, the Victorian Government
made a submission to the Senate Education and Employment References Committee — Inquiry into Penalty Rates.
This submission outlined the Government’s position as expressed in a number of industrial relations reviews and
inquiries about the importance of penalty rates as part of the Fair Work safety net.
The submission also referred to a commissioned report on the impact of reductions in penalty rates on Victorian
workers, conducted by Professor David Peetz of Griffith University. That research confirmed that the penalty rates
decision will cause significant hardship for low paid workers in the retail, hospitality and accommodation sectors
across Victoria. Many of these workers are women and young people, who due to their family and study
commitments have limited alternatives to award-based weekend work or are unable to find other work options.
The Victorian Government has emphasised these impacts in its submission to the Fair Work Commission’s Annual
Wage Review 2016-17 and that the cuts to penalty rates for already low paid workers is a factor that should be
taken into account when reviewing award wages — particularly when the affected sectors are significantly award
reliant compared to other industries.
As we also emphasised in our original submission regarding penalty rates to the Fair Work Commission in March
2016, reductions in penalty rates will also affect small businesses in regional Victoria. There will be less
discretionary income and therefore likely to be less spending in the cafes, restaurants, shops and hotels outside of
metropolitan Melbourne.
Because of all our concerns about the impacts of the Fair Work Commission’s penalty rates decision, the Victorian
Government established a Parliamentary Penalty Rates and Fair Pay Select Committee, to inquire into and report
on the economic and social impact and cost of the cuts to penalty rates to thousands of Victorian workers. The
Committee will also investigate legislation and policy options to mitigate the impact of these reductions on
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Victorian workers. The Inquiry reporting date has been extended to 30 June 2018 by resolution of the Legislative
Assembly on 20 June 2017.
The Victorian Government will continue to advocate on behalf of all of the low-paid Victorian workers, families
and communities affected by the Commission’s Decision.

Vocational education and training
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Training and Skills
Mr Gepp
21 September 2017

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
I whole-heartedly agree with the Member’s comments regarding the need to understand and address the unique
skills and training needs of each region of Victoria. On 28 September 2017, I visited Mildura and joined the
Victorian Skills Commissioner (VSC) in launching his Regional Skills Demand Profile-Mallee Region. This event
was attended by industry and training stakeholders, including the members of the Regional Skills Taskforce that
provided input to the report. I then took the opportunity to visit the Sunraysia Institute of TAFE and its Dulka
Yuppata Indigenous Training Centre.
This trip was an opportunity to understand first-hand how the training needs of employers and learners in Mildura
and wider the Mallee area are being addressed. By preparing learners for the opportunities in their area, we not only
meet the workforce needs of employers, we are also better able to achieve employment outcomes for regional
residents, regardless of their background or individual challenges. This in turn bolsters regional economies and
communities and reinforces their sustainability. The Profile itself provides a valuable evidence base to reflect the
current and future skilling needs of the region, underlines the need to ensure skills training is aligned to industry
demands, and allows the Victorian government to shape and fund relevant training programs in response to this
demand.
As the Government continues its program of work to rebuild the Victorian training and TAFE system, we are
mindful of the need to ensure the unique training and skills requirements of each region of Victoria are understood
and supported. The Victorian Skills Commissioner will be leading further regional taskforces elsewhere in the State
to achieve this.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Council.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
Headings reflect the portfolio of the minister answering the question.

Tuesday, 17 October 2017
Health
11 217.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
In December 2016, it was publically reported that 943 patients waiting for plastic and reconstructive
surgery were not on the waiting list —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

were all 943 patients offered an appointment within three months;
are all these patients now recorded on the waiting list;
has the subsequent independent audit of all Victorian Health Services been completed; and
did the audit find any evidence of data manipulation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
– The independent audit has been completed and the report is available on the www.health.vic.gov.au web-site.

Health
11 221.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
In relation to the Victorian Agency for Health Information —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

what is the total full time equivalent (FTE) allocation at the Victorian Agency for Health
Information;
how many FTE at the Victorian Agency for Health Information are new positions;
how many FTE are existing positions transferred from other parts of Department of Health and
Human Services and other Departments;
do these numbers include contractors and consultants;
how many contractors and consultants does Victorian Agency for Health Information employ; and
what is the establishment and operational cost, including governance, of the Victorian Agency for
Health Information in 2016-17 and 2017-18.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government is determined that the devastating consequences of chronic underfunding and
poor management of the health system, revealed in the investigation prompted by avoidable stillbirths or deaths of
babies at Djerriwarrh Health Services in 2013 and 2014, should not be repeated.
To this end, in 2016/2017 the Victorian Government provided $17 million to strengthen oversight of quality and
safety. The 2017-18 Victorian Budget allocated a further $215 million to implement the recommendations of the
report Targeting Zero: supporting the Victorian hospital system to eliminate avoidable harm and strengthen quality
of care, including the establishment, operationalisation, and governance of Safer Care Victoria and the Victorian
Agency for Health Information. Better Care Victoria is part of Safer Care Victorian.
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As at May 2017, these organisations were staffed by approximately 100 full time equivalent (FTE) staff. This
includes ongoing and time limited positions. A majority of these positions have been transferred from other parts of
the Department of Health and Human Services and other Departments.

Families and children
11 359.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the number of
children receiving an intensive support service: In the 2017-18 Budget Papers, the number of children
receiving intensive support services remained at 1400 since 2014-15, a small decrease on the 2013-14
outcome, and as Victoria’s population has grown at record pace in recent years, there is an upward trend
in the number of reports of child abuse and neglect: Could the Minister advise why the Government is
investing in fewer and fewer intensive support services for vulnerable children in real terms every year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Intensive support services are only one of a number of programs funded to support vulnerable children and young
people and form a small part of the Government’s overall response.
Since coming to office this Government has invested in a major expansion in programs to deliver support to
vulnerable children and young people and their families. The budget for the Child Protection and Family Services
output has increased from $866 million in 2014-15 to an expected $1364.2 million in 2017-18.
This Government has put in place a major reform policy through the Roadmap for Reform, and has funded this
policy through a range of investments including, but not limited to:
– $31.3 million over four years to improve financial support for carers by increasing care allowances
– $35.9 million to improve safety in residential care by funding a night time stand-up staff member and
development of Overnight Safety Plans
– $21.3 million over four years extend the Springboard program to support young people in residential care to
transition to independent living
– $39.4 million over four years announced in the 2015-16 Budget to meet the need for additional out-of-home care
placements.
– $62 million over four years for Targeted Care Packages announced in 2015.
– $59.6 million in the 2017-18 Budget to deliver an 1982 home-based care placements and funding for 100
additional Targeted Care Packages to divert children and young people from residential care.
– $71.1 million in the 2017-18 budget to employ an additional 450 child protection workers to support a continued
capacity to respond to child protection reports.
– $29.2 million in the 2017-18 budget to expand capacity in the family services program to provide support to
over 1200 additional families experiencing challenges while also expanding the range of supports available to
offer more families more intensive assistance (up to 200 hours).
– $19 million to expand Cradle to Kinder to statewide coverage, and Aboriginal Cradle to Kinder to 10 locations.
In 2015-16, the government also invested an additional $48.1 million (over four years and ongoing) to boost
capacity in Child FIRST and Integrated Family Services.
In 2016-17, the government provided $5.65 million (12 month funding) to increase responses in family services,
particularly for those experiencing family violence.
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In 2016-17, the government provided $22.87 million to trial 26 pilot projects across Victoria to provide therapeutic
support to women and children who are victim/survivors of family violence. A further $100 million over four years
was provided in the 2017-18 budget for counselling and therapeutic supports for victims of family violence. This
will fund 11 000 additional cases of assistance including 3500 children.

Emergency services
11 459.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — For the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister
for Emergency Services): Will the Minister guarantee that the State Emergency Service Nillumbik Unit
will continue to carry out car rescues following proposed Governmental changes to local firefighting
arrangements.

ANSWER:
The Government’s proposed changes to the Victorian fire services will not change the role of VICSES Units in
respect to road crash rescue. The State Emergency Service Nillumbik Unit will continue to carry out road crash
rescues now and into the future.

Roads and road safety
11 474.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): 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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 474 reinstated by order of President on 21 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
19 September 2017, page 4999.]

Premier
11 476.

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 476 reinstated by order of President on 6 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
23 August 201X, page 4433.]

Treasurer
11 477.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): How many full time
equivalent ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies)
were working within the Treasurer’s office, as of 1 July 2017.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 477 reinstated by order of President on 21 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
19 September 2017, page 5000.]

Industry and employment
11 479.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Industry and
Employment): 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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.

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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 480 reinstated by order of President on 19 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 September 2017, page 4697.]

Major projects
11 482.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Major Projects):
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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 482 reinstated by order of President on 21 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
19 September 2017, page 5000.]

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.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 492 reinstated by order of President on 19 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
8 September 2017, page 4717.]

Attorney-General
11 493.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Attorney-General): 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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.

Roads and road safety
11 496.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): 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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 496 reinstated by order of President on 21 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
19 September 2017, page 5003.]

Premier
11 498.

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 498 reinstated by order of President on 6 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
23 August 2017, page 4434.]

Treasurer
11 499.

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

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
5354

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 17 October 2017

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 499 reinstated by order of President on 21 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
19 September 2017, page 5004.]

Industry and employment
11 501.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Industry and
Employment): 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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.

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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 502 reinstated by order of President on 19 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 September 2017, page 4699.]

Industrial relations
11 503.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Industrial
Relations): 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.
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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.

Major projects
11 504.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Major Projects):
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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 504 reinstated by order of President on 21 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
19 September 2017, page 5004.]

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:
I am advised that:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 515 reinstated by order of President on 19 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
8 September 2017, page 4718.]

Attorney-General
11 516.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Attorney-General): 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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
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Roads and road safety
11 519.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): 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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 519 reinstated by order of President on 21 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
19 September 2017, page 5007.]

Premier
11 521.

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 521 reinstated by order of President on 6 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
23 August 2017, page 4435.]

Treasurer
11 522.

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 522 reinstated by order of President on 21 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
19 September 2017, page 5008.]

Industry and employment
11 524.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Industry and
Employment): 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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 17 October 2017

COUNCIL

5357

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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 525 reinstated by order of President on 19 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 September 2017, page 4701.]

Industrial relations
11 526.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Industrial
Relations): 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
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.

Major projects
11 527.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Major Projects):
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.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 527 reinstated by order of President on 21 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
19 September 2017, page 5009.]

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:
I am advised that:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 537 reinstated by order of President on 19 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
8 September 2017, page 4718.]

Attorney-General
11 538.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Attorney-General): 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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.

Roads and road safety
11 541.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): 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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 541 reinstated by order of President on 21 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
19 September 2017, page 5012.]

Premier
11 543.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Premier): How many female
ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies) were working
within the Premier’s office, as of 1 July 2016.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 543 reinstated by order of President on 6 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
23 August 2017, page 4435.]

Treasurer
11 544.

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 544 reinstated by order of President on 21 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
19 September 2017, page 5012.]

Industry and employment
11 546.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Industry and
Employment): 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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.

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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 547 reinstated by order of President on 19 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 September 2017, page 4703.]

Industrial relations
11 548.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Industrial
Relations): 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 interest of all
Victorians.

Major projects
11 549.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Major Projects):
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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 549 reinstated by order of President on 21 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
19 September 2017, page 5013.]

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:
I am advised that:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 559 reinstated by order of President on 19 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
8 September 2017, page 4719.]
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Attorney-General
11 560.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Attorney-General): 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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.

Roads and road safety
11 563.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): 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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 563 reinstated by order of President on 21 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
19 September 2017, page 5015.]

Premier
11 565.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Premier): How many new
employees commenced work within the Premier’s office (including those working on secondment from
departments or agencies) between 1 July 2015 and 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 565 reinstated by order of President on 6 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
23 August 2017, page 4436.]

Treasurer
11 566.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): How many new
employees commenced work within the Treasurer’s office (including those working on secondment
from departments or agencies) between 1 July 2015 and 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 566 reinstated by order of President on 21 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
19 September 2017, page 5016.]
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Industry and employment
11 568.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Industry and
Employment): 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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.

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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 569 reinstated by order of President on 19 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 September 2017, page 4705.]

Industrial relations
11 570.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Industrial
Relations): 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
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
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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 interest of all
Victorians.

Major projects
11 571.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Major Projects):
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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 571 reinstated by order of President on 21 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
19 September 2017, page 5017.]

Water
11 572.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Water): 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.
In my capacity as Victoria’s first female Minister for Police, I 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
11 581.

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:
I am advised that:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 581 reinstated by order of President on 19 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
8 September 2017, page 4719.]

Attorney-General
11 582.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Attorney-General): 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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.

Finance
11 584.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): In
relation to the Greener Government Buildings program, how much was spent on this program by
Government in 2016-17.

ANSWER:
Money spent on the Greener Government Buildings program by the Government in 2016-17 was enough to fund
one project.
This project not only brings environmental benefits, but it strengthens the State’s finances by producing savings on
energy bills.

Finance
11 585.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): In
relation to the Greener Government Buildings program, how many different projects were funded under
this program in 2016-17.

ANSWER:
In relation to the Greener Government Buildings program, one project was funded in 2016-17.
This project not only brings environmental benefits, but it strengthens the State’s finances by producing savings on
energy bills.
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Finance
11 586.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): In
relation to the Greener Government Buildings program, how many different suppliers were engaged by
the Government under Greener Government Buildings projects in 2016-17.

ANSWER:
In relation to the Greener Government Buildings program, two suppliers were engaged in 2016-17.
This project not only brings environmental benefits, but it strengthens the State’s finances by producing savings on
energy bills.

Finance
11 587.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): In
relation to the Greener Government Buildings program, how much does the Government plan to spend
on the Greener Government Buildings program in 2017-18, and on how many different projects.

ANSWER:
The Government intends to spend enough money on the Greener Government Buildings program in 2017-18 to
fund nine projects.
This project not only brings environmental benefits, but it strengthens the State’s finances by producing savings on
energy bills.

Finance
11 588.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): In
relation to the Greener Government Buildings program, what is the estimated saving for the
Government, in the dollar terms to the nearest thousand, on electricity and gas bills in 2017-18
specifically as a result of the projects completed under the Greener Government Buildings program in
2016-17.

ANSWER:
In relation to the Greener Government Buildings program, the Government estimates to save $510 928 specifically
as a result of projects completed in 2016-17.
This project not only brings environmental benefits, but it strengthens the State’s finances by producing savings on
energy bills.

Finance
11 589.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): In
relation to Greener Government Buildings program, what is the estimated saving for Government, in the
dollar terms to the nearest thousand, on electricity and gas bills in 2017-18 specifically as a result of the
projects completed under the Greener Government Buildings program in 2017-18.

ANSWER:
In relation to the Greener Government Buildings program, the Government estimates to save $973 475 on
electricity and gas bills in 2017-18 specifically as a result of projects completed in 2017-18.
This project not only brings environmental benefits, but it strengthens the State’s finances by producing savings on
energy bills.
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Finance
11 590.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): In
relation to the Government’s decision to increase stamp duty on new cars, how is this decision
consistent with the road safety outcomes pursued by the Transport Accident Commission (TAC), given
the TAC has stated that driving a new car is one of the most significant factors in reducing road death
and serious injury, and this policy will make new cars substantially less affordable for Victorians.

ANSWER:
Stamp duty is an issue that falls under the portfolio responsibility of the Treasurer.

Resources
11 598.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Resources): In relation to
the Woodvale Evaporative Ponds, including the risks to public safety and correspondence between the
Bendigo and District Environment Council Inc. and the Minister: Did the Minister authorise
correspondence sent from his office by Mr Stensholt on 21 April 2017 to the Bendigo and District
Environmental Council Inc. regarding the Woodvale Evaporative Ponds.

ANSWER:
Responses are prepared for signature by a Minister or a Minister’s Chief of Staff, on appropriate letterhead
allowing Ministers to communicate directly with Members of Parliament, key stakeholders and the public.

Resources
11 599.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Resources): In relation to
the Woodvale Evaporative Ponds: How was risk to public safety measured at the Woodvale
Evaporative Ponds site.

ANSWER:
Earth Resources Regulation, in consultation with the community, regulates Victoria’s earth resources industry to
ensure the public is protected from any risks associated with mining activity.
The risks at the Woodvale Evaporative Ponds site were determined as part of the risk-based work plan assessment
provided by the operator and reviewed by Earth Resources Regulation.
Earth Resources Regulation also obtained environmental monitoring data for the site during the assessment,
reviewed independent technical reports and consulted with the Environment Protection Authority.

Resources
11 600.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Resources): In relation to
the Government commissioned study (‘Water Tank and Soil Sampling Report–Woodvale’ by Senversa
completed June 2015) which found that there were elevated levels of arsenic in soil and domestic water
tanks close to the Woodvale site: Was this taken into account when measuring risk to public safety.

ANSWER:
Earth Resources Regulation’s assessment of the risk based work plan for the Woodvale Evaporative Ponds site
included review of the Senversa July 2015 report.
The report concluded that there were no tank water samples which reported arsenic concentrations above the
potable water guideline of 0.01 mg/L.
The report also concluded that arsenic concentrations in soil were not considered to be a risk to human health.
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As part of the recent work plan variation approved by Earth Resources Regulation, the licence holder, GBM Gold,
is required to engage an EPA appointed environmental auditor by 10 November 2017 to conduct a risk audit at
Woodvale in accordance with section 53V of the Environment Protection Act 1970.
Following completion of the section 53V audit and rehabilitation of the site, the licensee will also be required to
undertake a section 53X audit to verify that rehabilitation plan outcomes have been achieved.

Families and children
11 602.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the responsibility for
Youth Justice moving from the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) to the Department
of Justice and Regulation (DJR) on 3 April 2017 —
(1)
(2)

how many staff who worked in Youth Justice under DHHS will not, or have not been offered a
role under the DJR; and
how many new staff have been employed by the DJR to work in the Youth Justice area.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In 2016 the Andrews Labor Government funded an additional 41 new youth justice worker positions across the
system, and undertaken new recruitment processes to have a pipeline of applicants. This will improve the safety of
staff and young offenders at Youth Justice precincts.
In response to the Armytage/Ogloff reviews, I announced $50 million to address its most pressing
recommendations, including greater workforce capability by providing better training and a targeted recruitment
campaign including an additional 21 Safety and Emergency Response Team (SERT) staff. Recruitment is
underway to strengthen the youth justice workforce, including additional frontline unit staff to bolster coverage of
day to day operations.
All staff who worked in Youth Justice under DHHS were offered a role under DJR.
As at 9 September 2017, 46 new staff have been employed by DJR to work in Youth Justice.

Families and children
11 606.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the responsibility for
Youth Justice moving from the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) to the Department
of Justice and Regulation (DJR) on 3 April 2017, as at 15 August 2017, what is the total cost for
changes for new Youth Justice uniforms under Corrections Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As at 15 August 2017, there have been no costs for new Youth Justice uniforms under the Department of Justice
and Regulation.

Families and children
11 615.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Youth Justice
Diversion programs, as at 31 July 2017 —
(a)
(b)

how many are currently involved in the Youth Diversion program; and
how many are on waiting list to access a Youth Diversion program.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In the first six months of operating, the Children’s Court Youth Diversion service has responded to over 700 young
people.
At the same date, there were no young people on a waiting list to access diversion through the Children’s Court
Youth Diversion service.

Families and children
11 616.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Youth Justice case
management, as at 31 July 2017 —
(1)
(2)
(3)

how many youths have been assigned a case manager;
how many youths were on the wait list to be assigned a case manager; and
how many youths in the Youth Justice system did not have an active case manager.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
All young people are assigned a case manager on admission to the youth justice system. This means that as at
31 July 2017, all young people under youth justice supervision would have been assigned a case manager.

Families and children
11 618.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to child protection cases,
as at 31 July 2017, how many children who came into the care of the Department of Health and Human
Services (DHHS) —
(1)
(2)
(3)

have had parents who use or who have used methamphetamines;
have had parents who have been diagnosed with mental illness; and
have had parents who have or have had a criminal history.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Department of Health and Human Services reporting systems are not currently structured in a way to report on
which substances are used by parents of children in the care of the Department.
Many children who come into contact with DHHS do so due to parental issues such as substance abuse, mental
illness and criminal offending.
This is why the $168m Roadmap for Reform focuses on transforming the child protection and family services
sector from early intervention and prevention. This includes a focus on improving family capability.
The Andrews. Labor Government invested $48 million in Child First and Integrated Family Services in 2015-16 to
enable earlier and more effective assistance for parents. A further $5.65 million in 2016-17 and $29.2 million in the
2017-18 budget was provided to expand case management and support for 2000 vulnerable families.
The Government has also invested $17 million over four years in additional drug treatment services for parents
seeking support to help them to resolve issues that have led to a child being removed from their care. This initiative
will provide stronger access to treatment services for up to 3800 parents each year.
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Families and children
11 619.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to child protection cases,
as at 31 July 2017, how many children under care have been reported to be using methamphetamines.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Department of Health and Human Services reporting systems are not currently structured in a way to report an
answer to the Question on Notice.
The $180 million Ice Action Plan included funding for youth-specific drug treatment tailored to the needs of
younger people, including youth specific phone and web-based services.
In 2016 the Andrews Labor Government invested $1.9 million to expand youth alcohol and other drug treatment
across the state, with youth alcohol and drug providers funded to increase the provision of early intervention and
support to vulnerable young people, such as those entering and leaving out of home care, as well as individuals
engaged in the child protection system.

Families and children
11 620.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the Sexually Abusive
Behaviours Treatment services being offered by the Department of Health and Human Services
(DHHS), as at 31 July 2017 —
(1)
(2)
(3)

how many children under 10 years old have accessed the service;
how many females between the age of 11 to 15-year-old have accessed the service; and
how many males between the age of 11 to 15 years old have accessed the service.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer to the answer to QON 11621.

Families and children
11 621.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Of those who have accessed
Sexually Abusive Behaviours Treatment (SABT) services being offered by the Department of Health
and Human Services (DHHS), as at 31 July 2017 —
(a)
(b)

how many children have come from the metropolitan divisions; and
how many children have come from the rural divisions.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Sexually Abusive Behaviour Treatment Services seek to address problem sexual behaviours or sexually abusive
behaviours in children and young people, and help families and carers understand and support the child or young
person to change their behaviour.
These services work with the child or young person, their family, carers, school and community services to
determine developmentally appropriate responses, such as individual and family counselling and group work.
Services for children, young people and their families are provided for up to two years, either in a voluntary
capacity or subject to an order. An increasing number of young people are achieving positive outcomes through the
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service. Children from across the state in metropolitan and rural areas access this support and can be referred from
either child protection services, Victoria Police, schools and hospitals.
In the 12 month period to 30 June 2017 1269 children and young people accessed SABTS services.
In December 2016 the Andrews Labor Government announced $7.51 million for Sexually Abusive Behaviour
Treatment Services to 12 agencies delivering this service including a boost of $2.45 million to expand the program
to 15 to 17-year-olds. This funding will also help provide more support for children and young people under
15 years of age.
This funding directly responds to recommendations from the Royal Commission into Family Violence that call for
Sexually Abusive Behaviours Treatment Services to be expanded for young people up to and including 17 years of
age.

Families and children
11 622.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the Sexually Abusive
Behaviours Treatment (SABT) services being offered by the Department of Health and Human Services
(DHHS), how many cases have been referred by —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

child protection services;
the Police force;
schools; and
hospitals.

ANSWER:
I am informed that: I refer to the answer to QON 11621.

Families and children
11 623.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the Sexually Abusive
Behaviours Treatment (SABT) services being offered by the Department of Health and Human Services
(DHHS), how are community organisations selected for funding for this program.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
State-wide funding for Sexually Abusive Behaviours Treatment (SABT) services was introduced with the
commencement of the Children Youth and Families Act 2005. At that time, organisations were selected on the
basis of their clinical and counselling expertise.

Families and children
11 624.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the Sexually Abusive
Behaviours Treatment (SABT) services being offered by the Department of Health and Human Services
(DHHS), how many of those clients have —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

a background of family violence;
parents who use or who have used methamphetamines;
mental illnesses; and
physical disabilities.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In relation to the Sexually Abusive Behaviours Treatment (SABT) services being offered by the Department of
Health and Human Services (DHHS), this information is contained in individual client records. A manual review of
every client record would be required to provide this information.

Families and children
11 625.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the $168 million
Roadmap for Reform policy, as at 31 July 2017 —
(1)
(2)

how much has been spent; and
which initiatives in the Report have started.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The $168 million Roadmap for Reform, launched in April 2016, sets out to transform our child protection and
family services system from a crisis response to early intervention and prevention.
The Roadmap aims to deliver a system focused on:
– Strengthening communities to better prevent neglect and abuse
– Delivering early support to children and families at risk
– Keeping more families together through crisis
– Securing a better future for children who cannot live at home.
The Roadmap is creating services that are co-ordinated and work together to meet the needs of vulnerable families
and children, forming an important step in the government’s long term response to the Royal Commission into
Family Violence.
All initiatives in the Roadmap have commenced.
As the funding was for two years it is not expected to be fully expended as at 31 July 2017.

Families and children
11 626.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the South Trial
initiative launched in 2016, as at 31 July 2017 —
(1)
(2)
(3)

how many children and young people have benefitted from the Trial;
which community service organisations have been involved; and
how many carers have been recruited.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The South Initiative project which includes design and delivery of innovative service models for children and
young people in, or at risk of entering, out-of-home care. They aim to divert children from entering care, improve
experiences for those requiring care and develop more supported pathways out of care.
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Models include the Intensive Support Service aimed at young people in residential care who have complex trauma
and mental health issues, Better Futures-to help vulnerable young people make a successful transition to adulthood
and Treatment Foster Care Oregon.
Anglicare Victoria, Children Australia (Ozchild), Victorian Aboriginal Child Care Agency, Gippsland East and
Gippsland Aboriginal Cooperative, MOIRA, Quantum, Mind and Monash Health currently have a direct role in the
delivery of the models being tested.

Families and children
11 627.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Of the 260 children who moved out
from residential care in 2016, as at 31 July 2017 —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

have any gone back to residential care;
how many have been reunited with their families;
how many are in foster care;
how many are in the Youth Justice system; and
have had some contact with the Youth Justice system.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data relating to the number of children and young people in residential care 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 funding for a further 100 Targeted Care
Packages.
As at 30 August 2017, 405 young people have moved from residential care into home-based care and are now with
foster carers, extended family or their parents.
In respect of contact with the youth justice system, this information is contained in individual client records. A
manual review of every client record would be required to provide this information.

Families and children
11 628.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Of the $180 000 funding for buddy
bags through the Alannah and Madeline Foundation, as at 31 July 2017, how many buddy bags have
been provided to children in care.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
$180 000 over three years has been allocated to support the Alannah and Madeline Buddy Bags program. This
program has provided basic and welcome essentials for children and young people in out-of-home care since 2007
without departmental funding. Since this funding commenced in October 2016, 340 Buddy Bags have been
distributed to Child Protection offices and 811 to Community Services Organisations.
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Families and children
11 630.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Of the $8 million funding provided
for vocational training for residential care workers, as at 31 July 2017 —
(a)
(b)
(c)

how many residential care workers have benefitted from the funding;
which training providers have been commissioned to do the training; and
how much has each training provider received.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
$8 million from Skills First was allocated to ensure all Victorian Residential Care workers achieve a mandatory
minimum qualification.
Training can be delivered by any training provider that meets Australian Qualification Skills Authority
requirements for the Certificate IV in Child, Youth and Family Intervention (Residential and Out of Home Care).
A consortium of five Victorian TAFEs, including Melbourne Polytechnic, SuniTAFE, Bendigo Kangan Institute,
Federation Training and The Gordon are supporting the training state-wide.

Families and children
11 631.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Of the $32.3 million funding to
develop a new intensive early years support service, as at 31 July 2017 —
(a)
(b)
(c)

how much has been spent;
which agencies or community service organisations have been involved; and
how many children have benefitted from the services.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian Government has invested $32.3 million to create a new intensive early childhood support service
tailored to the needs of families who need the most support in their child’s first years. This new service will expand
current support, incorporating the latest evidence and consolidating best practice from existing early intervention
programs such as Cradle to Kinder, right@home and Healthy Mothers, Healthy Babies.
Through the new service, maternal and child health nurses, social workers, and other professionals will help parents
to create a supportive home environment and develop confidence in their parenting skills, including through home
visits. This new service will be available across the state and will support early years services to work more closely
together.
As the funding was for two years it is not expected to be fully expended as at 31 July 2017.
The additional services involved as at 31 July 2017 are:
– Anglicare
– Australian Childhood foundation
– Ballarat Community Health
– Barwon Child, Youth & Family
– Bendigo Community Health Service
– CatholicCare Sandhurst
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– City of Casey
– Colac Area Health
– Dianella Health
– Early Childhood Management Services
– East Gippsland Shire Council
– Echuca Regional Health
– Gateway health
– Gippsland and East Gippsland Aboriginal Cooperative
– Gippsland Lakes Community Health
– Goolum Goolum Aboriginal Co-operative
– Grampians Community Health
– Gunditjmara Aboriginal Co-operative
– Hume City Council
– IPC Health
– Kildonan Uniting Care
– LaTrobe City Council
– Latrobe Community Health
– Lentara Uniting Care
– Mallee District Aboriginal Service
– McKillop Family Services
– Melbourne City Mission
– Melton City Council
– Mercy Health-O’Connell Family Centre
– Merri Health
– Moreland City Council
– Njernda Aboriginal Corporation
– Orbost Regional Health
– Queen Elizabeth Centre
– Ramahyuck District Aboriginal Corporation
– Save the Children
– Southern Family Life
– South West Healthcare
– Sunbury Health
– Sunraysia Community Health Services
– Take Two Berry Street
– Tweddle Child and Family Health Service
– Unitingcare
It is estimated that 1400 families per year will benefit from this service.
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Families and children
11 632.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: As at 31 July 2017, what is the
average call wait time for people seeking referrals for child protection.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The member’s question is unclear as to what information she is seeking.

Families and children
11 633.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: As at 31 July 2017, how many calls
has the Department of Health and Human Services received in relation to child protection.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The member’s question is unclear as to what information she is seeking.

Families and children
11 635.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Of the calls the Department of
Health and Human Services received, as at 31 July 2017, how many went unanswered.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The member’s question is unclear as to what information she is seeking.

Families and children
11 636.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the stress and trauma
training, as at 31 July 2017 —
(1)

how many early childhood professionals have been provided with the training and of those —
(a) what does the training consist of;
(b) how many hours of training was provided;
(c) which training providers undertook the training; and
(d) how were these training providers chosen.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As of 31 July 2017, 781 early childhood professionals have attended the half day Stress and Trauma in Young
Children Foundational Workshop. An additional 302 early childhood professionals attended this Foundational
Workshop in August 2017.
This three hour workshop consisting of presentations and activities examined the most recent research on the
impact of trauma on brain development, provided a framework for understanding the consequences of stress on
children’s cognitive, social and emotional development and explored the implications for practice in early
childhood settings.
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Early childhood professionals across Victoria who have attended the Foundational Workshop or similar training
will have the opportunity to attend an interactive Advanced Workshop throughout September to November 2017 to
explore the practical applications of trauma informed principles and approaches within early childhood settings and
the traumatic consequences of family violence for young children.
The Australian Childhood Foundation facilitated the Foundational Workshops and were chosen based on their
knowledge, expertise, delivery of similar workshops and ability to contextualise and modify content to the
Victorian early childhood context.

Families and children
11 643.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: As at 31 July 2017, how many
service providers have accessed the $1.6 million allocated funding for Aboriginal early years services
delivering kindergarten.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
All six Aboriginal early years services delivering kinder accessed the $1.6 million allocated.

Families and children
11 646.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the $1.4 million Dairy
Kindergarten Fee Subsidy, as at 31 July 2017 —
(1)
(2)
(3)

how many dairy farming families have received subsidy;
how much did each dairy farming family receive; and
in which local government areas are the recipients from

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
A total of 147 children received access to free or low cost kindergarten in 2016 through the Dairy Kindergarten Fee
Subsidy (KFS).
The Dairy KFS was $1386 per child for the calendar year which was equivalent to the standard KFS subsidy at that
time.
Children that accessed the Dairy KFS attended funded kindergarten programs in the following LGAs:
– Bass Coast Shire
– Baw Baw Shire

– Latrobe City
– Macedon Ranges Shire

– Campaspe Shire

– Mitchell Shire

– Cardinia Shire

– Moira Shire

– Colac-Otway Shire

– Moorabool Shire

– Corangamite Shire

– Mount Alexander Shire

– East Gippsland Shire

– Moyne Shire

– Glenelg Shire

– South Gippsland Shire

– Greater Bendigo City

– Southern Grampians Shire

– Greater Geelong City

– Towong Shire

– Greater Shepparton City

– Warrnambool City

– Indigo Shire

– Wellington Shire
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Families and children
11 649.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Of the 500 kindergarten places
across Victoria to give vulnerable children access to kinder —
(a)
(b)

how many places are in each local government area have been identified; and
in which local government areas are the kindergarten places located.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
All kindergartens in Victoria provide places to vulnerable children. I assume the member is referring to the
Pre-purchased Places initiative that has been established by the Andrews Labor Government to enable children
who enrol later in the kindergarten year to find a kindergarten place. This initiative received $2.3 million in the
Victorian Budget 2017–18.
In 2017, 468 Pre-purchased Places are available across Victoria for vulnerable children who enrol late, at no cost to
families or carers. Participation is voluntary-Pre-purchased Places were allocated to services through an expression
of interest process.
The below table sets out Pre-purchased Places available by local government area.
Local Government Area

No. of Pre-purchased Places

Ararat

2

Ballarat

21

Banyule

10

Bass Coast

9

Baw Baw

12

Brimbank

50

Casey

33

Central Goldfields

8

Darebin

8

East Gippsland

4

Frankston

2

Greater Bendigo

11

Greater Dandenong

46

Greater Geelong

24

Hobsons Bay

7

Hume

25

Latrobe

10

Maribyrnong

1

Maroondah

5

Melton

18

Mildura

8
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Local Government Area

No. of Pre-purchased Places

Moira

6

Monash

4

Moonee Valley

2

Moorabool

4

Moreland

11

Mornington Peninsula

14

Mount Alexander

3

Northern Grampians

2

South Gippsland

2

Stonnington

4

Warrnambool

14

Whitehorse

2

Whittlesea

9

Wodonga

24

Wyndham

21

Yarra

8

Yarra Ranges

24

Total

468
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Families and children
11 656.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to early childhood
education and the Let’s Count program, how many educators in funded kindergartens participated in the
program between August 2016 and 30 June 2017.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
231 educators in funded kindergartens participated in the program between August 2016 and 30 June 2017.

Families and children
11 657.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to early childhood
education and the Let’s Count program, how many funded kindergartens participated in the program
between August 2016 and 30 June 2017.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
173 funded kindergartens participated in the program between August 2016 and 30 June 2017.
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Families and children
11 658.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to early childhood
education and the Let’s Count program, can the Minister please list each local government area in
which the initial 76 kindergartens participating were located.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
In August 2016, 76 services confirmed that they would be participating in the Let’s Count Program prior to
delivery of the professional learning in the following LGAs:
Local Government Area
City of Brimbank

City of Moreland

Shire of Mornington Peninsula

City of Casey

City of Whittlesea

Shire of Murrindindi

City of Darebin

City of Wodonga

Shire of South Gippsland

City of Frankston

Rural City of Benalla

Shire of Towong

City of Greater Dandenong

Rural City of Wangaratta

Shire of Tungamah

City of Greater Shepparton

Shire of Alpine

Shire of Wangaratta

City of Hume

Shire of Bass Coast

Shire of Wellington

City of Knox

Shire of Baw Baw

Shire of Yarra Ranges

City of Latrobe

Shire of Cobram

City of Maribyrnong

Shire of Indigo

City of Mooney Valley

Shire of Moira

Families and children
11 659.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to early childhood
education and the Let’s Count program, how many additional kindergartens was the program rolled out
to between 1 January and 30 July 2017 and in which local government area were these kindergartens
located.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Between 1 January and 30 July 2017 a further 99 services participated in the Let’s Count program in the following
LGAs:
Local Government Area
Bass Coast Shire

City of Boroondara

City of Brimbank

City of Casey

City of Frankston

City of Greater Bendigo

City of Greater Dandenong

City of Hume

City of Latrobe

City of Moreland

City of Whittlesea

Greater City of Ballarat

Greater City of Shepparton

Rural City of Benalla

Rural City of Horsham

Rural City of Mildura

Rural City of Swan Hill

Rural City of Wangaratta
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Local Government Area
Shire of Buloke

Shire of Campaspe

Shire of Cardinia

Shire of Central Goldfields

Shire of East Gippsland

Shire of Gannawarra

Shire of Hindmarsh

Shire of Loddon

Shire of Mitchell

Shire of Moira

Shire of Moorabool

Shire of Mornington Peninsula

Shire of Northern Grampians

Shire of Southern Grampians

Shire of Strathbogie

Shire of Wellington

Shire of West Wimmera

Shire of Yarra Ranges

Families and children
11 660.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to child protection and
interstate child protection liaison officers, how many of those positions have been recruited since
August 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer the member to my answer for QON 11661.

Families and children
11 661.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to child protection and
interstate child protection liaison officers, how many of those positions are currently filled.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government has provided the biggest ever expansion of the child protection workforce in the
Victorian Budget 2017–18.
The 2016–17 budget provided funding for the creation of dedicated interstate child protection liaison officer
positions for the first time.
All four divisional and head office interstate child protection liaison officer positions have been filled.

Families and children
11 662.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to child protection and
interstate child protection liaison officers, where are those positions located.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
An interstate child protection liaison officer is located in each division ensuring coverage of the entire State.
Divisions are:
– North
– South
– West
– East
In addition, there is a coordinating interstate child protection liaison officer located at central office, 50 Lonsdale
Street, Melbourne.
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Families and children
11 663.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to child protection
workers, how many full time protection practitioners left the system between 1 January and 31 July
2017.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Health & Human Services Annual Report provides data relating to numbers of child protection
practitioners.
The 2017-18 budget provided funding for 450 new Child Protection Staff, this is the biggest ever expansion of the
Child Protection Workforce.
Our first three budgets have funded 610 new child protection workers. The previous coalition government only
recruited 192 over their four year term.
There has been 20% increase in child protection practitioners since the election of the Andrews Labor government.

Families and children
11 664.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to child protection
workers, how many part-time protection practitioners left the system between 1 January and 31 July
2017.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Health & Human Services Annual Report provides data relating to numbers of child protection
practitioners.
The 2017-18 budget provided funding for 450 new Child Protection Staff, this is the biggest ever expansion of the
Child Protection Workforce.
Our first three budgets have funded 610 new child protection workers. The previous coalition government only
recruited 192 over their four year term.
There has been 20% increase in child protection practitioners since the election of the Andrews Labor Government.

Families and children
11 666.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Of the $1 million allocated funding
provided to 37 organisations to deliver counselling and support services to women and children —
(a)
(b)

which organisations have been awarded with funding; and
in which local government areas are these organisations located.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A $1 million funding boost was provided in 2016-17 to support all 47 funded family violence women’s and
children’s counselling services as follows:
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Service Provider
Australian Childhood Foundation
Nexus Primary Health
EACH
Junction Support Services Inc
Doncaster Community Care and Counselling Centre Inc
Link Health and Community Limited
Relationships Australia (Victoria) Inc
Eastern Domestic Violence Service Inc
Whitehorse Community Health Service Limited
Eastern Health
Mitcham Community House Incorporated
Ranges Community Health
Womens Centre Albury/Wodonga Inc
Anglicare Eastern
Migrant Information Centre (Eastern Melbourne) Limited
inTouch Inc.
Gateway Health Limited
Women’s Health in The North Inc
Berry Street Victoria Incorporated
Centre for Non-Violence Inc.
Mallee Sexual Assault Unit Inc
Elizabeth Morgan House Aboriginal Women’s Services Inc.
Anglicare Victoria
Windermere Child and Family Services Inc
Monash Health
Family Life Limited
Latrobe Community Health Service
Connections UnitingCare
Good Shepherd Australia New Zealand
Inner South Community Health Service Limited
Gippsland Lakes Community Health
UnitingCare Gippsland
Bass Coast Health
West Gippsland Healthcare Group
WAYSS Limited
Springvale Indo-Chinese Mutual Assistance Association Inc
Women’s Health West Inc
Cohealth Limited
Barwon Centre Against Sexual Assault Inc
Court Network Inc
WRISC Family Violence Support Inc.
Grampians Community Health
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Service Provider
Ballarat Community Health
Colac Area Health
Emma House Domestic Violence Services Inc
Brophy Family & Youth Services Inc
South West Healthcare
These organisations provide services to all 79 LGAs across the state.

Multicultural affairs
11 675.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs): In
relation to the 2017-18 Budget, budget paper 3, page 5, family violence initiatives, line item ‘Building
the capacity to deliver family violence services for culturally diverse communities, can the Minister
please provide a detailed breakdown of what the yearly amount of $2.3 million over four years is
allocated to.

ANSWER:
1.

The Victorian Government has delivered record funding to put an end to family violence. The Victorian
Budget 2017–2018 allocated an unprecedented $1.9 billion to further implement all 227 recommendations of
the Royal Commission into Family Violence, which was on top of the $572 million invested as part of the
2016–18 Budget.
The $1.9 billion will support an extensive four-year package of family violence services and reform,
including:
–

2.

the establishment of 17 Support and Safety Hubs to act as visible, first-stop contact points for survivors
to access a broad range of services;
–
the creation of Victoria’s first primary prevention strategy and the establishment of Victoria’s first ever
Prevention Agency;
–
a significant increase in after-hours crisis support, counselling and therapy;
–
a major overhaul of our courts and justice system to be more responsive to the needs of victims of
domestic violence;
–
the strengthening of our family violence workforce, including an additional 450 extra child protection
workers;
–
improvements to frontline services, such as long-term housing, rental assistance and crisis
accommodation.
$2.3 million per annum over four years represents a significant investment that will deliver an accessible,
inclusive and non-discriminatory system where women and children from culturally and linguistically diverse
communities can have the same access to family violence services, such as:
–
–
–
–
–

financial counselling and mentoring to support those at risk of economic abuse;
leadership training and mentoring opportunities;
social network building to grow connectivity within their cultural communities and the broader
Victorian community;
language and communication assistance;
culturally sensitive counselling and support.
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Multicultural affairs
11 676.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs): In
relation to the 2017-18 Budget, budget paper 3, page 5, family violence initiatives, line item ‘Building
the capacity to deliver family violence services for culturally diverse communities-$2.3 million over
four years, can the Minister explain why is there no increase in funding over the forward estimates.

ANSWER:
1.

The Victorian Government has delivered record funding to put an end to family violence. The Victorian
Budget 2017–2018 allocated an unprecedented $1.9 billion to further implement all 227 recommendations of
the Royal Commission into Family Violence, which was on top of the $572 million invested as part of the
2016–18 Budget.
The $1.9 billion will support an extensive four-year package of family violence services and reform,
including:
–

2.

the establishment of 17 Support and Safety Hubs to act as visible, first-stop contact points for survivors
to access a broad range of services;
–
the creation of Victoria’s first primary prevention strategy and the establishment of Victoria’s first ever
Prevention Agency;
–
a significant increase in after-hours crisis support, counselling and therapy;
–
a major overhaul of our courts and justice system to be more responsive to the needs of victims of
domestic violence;
–
the strengthening of our family violence workforce, including an additional 450 extra child protection
workers;
–
improvements to frontline services, such as long-term housing, rental assistance and crisis
accommodation.
$2.3 million per annum over four years represents a significant investment that will deliver an accessible,
inclusive and non-discriminatory system where women and children from culturally and linguistically diverse
communities can have the same access to family violence services, such as:
–
–
–
–
–

financial counselling and mentoring to support those at risk of economic abuse;
leadership training and mentoring opportunities;
social network building to grow connectivity within their cultural communities and the broader
Victorian community;
language and communication assistance;
culturally sensitive counselling and support.

Multicultural affairs
11 677.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs): In
relation to the 2017-18 Budget, budget paper 3, page 5, family violence initiatives, line item ‘Building
the capacity to deliver family violence services for culturally diverse communities, how much of the
$2.3 million over four years in funding has been allocated to the InTouch Centre.

ANSWER:
Funding to InTouch Multicultural Centre Against Family Violence is provided through DPC and DHHS.
DPC funding supports InTouch as a specialist body and in relation to Royal Commission Recommendation 139.
The 2017-18 funding agreement between DPC and InTouch provides $650 000.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 17 October 2017

COUNCIL

5385

Multicultural affairs
11 678.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs): In
relation to the 2017-18 Budget, budget paper 3, page 5, family violence initiatives, line item ‘Building
the capacity to deliver family violence services for culturally diverse communities, can the Minister
advise how many programs will be delivered from the $2.3 million over four years in funding.

ANSWER:
1.

The Victorian Government has delivered record funding to put an end to family violence. The Victorian
Budget 2017–2018 allocated an unprecedented $1.9 billion to further implement all 227 recommendations of
the Royal Commission into Family Violence, which was on top of the $572 million invested as part of the
2016–18 Budget.
The $1.9 billion will support an extensive four-year package of family violence services and reform,
including:
–

2.

the establishment of 17 Support and Safety Hubs to act as visible, first-stop contact points for survivors
to access a broad range of services;
–
the creation of Victoria’s first primary prevention strategy and the establishment of Victoria’s first ever
Prevention Agency;
–
a significant increase in after-hours crisis support, counselling and therapy;
–
a major overhaul of our courts and justice system to be more responsive to the needs of victims of
domestic violence;
–
the strengthening of our family violence workforce, including an additional 450 extra child protection
workers;
–
improvements to frontline services, such as long-term housing, rental assistance and crisis
accommodation.
$2.3 million per annum over four years represents a significant investment that will deliver an accessible,
inclusive and non-discriminatory system where women and children from culturally and linguistically diverse
communities can have the same access to family violence services, such as:
–
–
–
–
–

financial counselling and mentoring to support those at risk of economic abuse;
leadership training and mentoring opportunities;
social network building to grow connectivity within their cultural communities and the broader
Victorian community;
language and communication assistance;
culturally sensitive counselling and support.

Multicultural affairs
11 679.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs): In
relation to the 2017-18 Budget, budget paper 3, page 5, family violence initiatives, line item ‘Building
the capacity to deliver family violence services for culturally diverse communities, can the Minister
please outline what programs for male victims of family violence will be funded from this $2.3 million
over four years funding allocation.

ANSWER:
1.

The Victorian Government has delivered record funding to put an end to family violence. The Victorian
Budget 2017–2018 allocated an unprecedented $1.9 billion to further implement all 227 recommendations of
the Royal Commission into Family Violence, which was on top of the $572 million invested as part of the
2016–18 Budget.
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The $1.9 billion will support an extensive four-year package of family violence services and reform,
including:
–

2.

the establishment of 17 Support and Safety Hubs to act as visible, first-stop contact points for survivors
to access a broad range of services;
–
the creation of Victoria’s first primary prevention strategy and the establishment of Victoria’s first ever
Prevention Agency;
–
a significant increase in after-hours crisis support, counselling and therapy;
–
a major overhaul of our courts and justice system to be more responsive to the needs of victims of
domestic violence;
–
the strengthening of our family violence workforce, including an additional 450 extra child protection
workers;
–
improvements to frontline services, such as long-term housing, rental assistance and crisis
accommodation.
$2.3 million per annum over four years represents a significant investment that will deliver an accessible,
inclusive and non-discriminatory system where women and children from culturally and linguistically diverse
communities can have the same access to family violence services, such as:
–
–
–
–
–

financial counselling and mentoring to support those at risk of economic abuse;
leadership training and mentoring opportunities;
social network building to grow connectivity within their cultural communities and the broader
Victorian community;
language and communication assistance;
culturally sensitive counselling and support.

Multicultural affairs
11 680.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs): In
relation to the 2017-18 Budget, budget paper 3, page 5, family violence initiatives, line item ‘Building
the capacity to deliver family violence services for culturally diverse communities, can the Minister
advise how many programs to assist women in relation to dowry issues will be delivered from the
$2.3 million over four years in funding.

ANSWER:
1.

The Victorian Government has delivered record funding to put an end to family violence. The Victorian
Budget 2017–2018 allocated an unprecedented $1.9 billion to further implement all 227 recommendations of
the Royal Commission into Family Violence, which was on top of the $572 million invested as part of the
2016–18 Budget.
The $1.9 billion will support an extensive four-year package of family violence services and reform,
including:
–
–
–
–
–

the establishment of 17 Support and Safety Hubs to act as visible, first-stop contact points for survivors
to access a broad range of services;
the creation of Victoria’s first primary prevention strategy and the establishment of Victoria’s first ever
Prevention Agency;
a significant increase in after-hours crisis support, counselling and therapy;
a major overhaul of our courts and justice system to be more responsive to the needs of victims of
domestic violence;
the strengthening of our family violence workforce, including an additional 450 extra child protection
workers;
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–

2.

improvements to frontline services, such as long-term housing, rental assistance and crisis
accommodation.
$2.3 million per annum over four years represents a significant investment that will deliver an accessible,
inclusive and non-discriminatory system where women and children from culturally and linguistically diverse
communities can have the same access to family violence services, such as:
–
–
–
–
–

financial counselling and mentoring to support those at risk of economic abuse;
leadership training and mentoring opportunities;
social network building to grow connectivity within their cultural communities and the broader
Victorian community;
language and communication assistance;
culturally sensitive counselling and support.

Multicultural affairs
11 681.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs): In
relation to the 2017-18 Budget, budget paper 3, page 5, family violence initiatives, line item ‘Building
the capacity to deliver family violence services for culturally diverse communities, can the Minister
please advise how many programs to tackle child marriage will be delivered from the $2.3 million over
four years in funding?

ANSWER:
1.

The Victorian Government has delivered record funding to put an end to family violence. The Victorian
Budget 2017–2018 allocated an unprecedented $1.9 billion to further implement all 227 recommendations of
the Royal Commission into Family Violence, which was on top of the $572 million invested as part of the
2016–18 Budget.
The $1.9 billion will support an extensive four-year package of family violence services and reform,
including:
–

2.

the establishment of 17 Support and Safety Hubs to act as visible, first-stop contact points for survivors
to access a broad range of services;
–
the creation of Victoria’s first primary prevention strategy and the establishment of Victoria’s first ever
Prevention Agency;
–
a significant increase in after-hours crisis support, counselling and therapy;
–
a major overhaul of our courts and justice system to be more responsive to the needs of victims of
domestic violence;
–
the strengthening of our family violence workforce, including an additional 450 extra child protection
workers;
–
improvements to frontline services, such as long-term housing, rental assistance and crisis
accommodation.
$2.3 million per annum over four years represents a significant investment that will deliver an accessible,
inclusive and non-discriminatory system where women and children from culturally and linguistically diverse
communities can have the same access to family violence services, such as:
–
–
–
–
–

financial counselling and mentoring to support those at risk of economic abuse;
leadership training and mentoring opportunities;
social network building to grow connectivity within their cultural communities and the broader
Victorian community;
language and communication assistance;
culturally sensitive counselling and support.
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Multicultural affairs
11 682.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs): In
relation to the 2017-18 Budget, budget paper 3, page 5, family violence, line item ‘Building the capacity
to deliver family violence services for culturally diverse communities’ —
(a)
(b)

what is the process for review of services delivered from the $2.3 million over four years in
funding; and
how many times will a review be conducted over the forward estimates.

ANSWER:
The four-year package will incorporate an evaluation mechanism to assess the outcomes of the various funded
activities, that will make recommendations and, where appropriate, lead to appropriate adjustments.

Health
11 712.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to the 2017-18 Budget, budget paper 3, page 5, family violence initiatives, as the Minister
responsible for line item ‘Enhanced role for universal service providers’, how much of the $10.2 million
in 2017-18 will be provided to public hospitals.

ANSWER:
I am informed that: All of it.

Health
11 713.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to the 2017-18 Budget, budget paper 3, page 5, family violence initiatives, as the Minister
responsible for line item ‘Enhanced role for universal service providers’, how much of the $13.9 million
in 2018-19 will be provided to public hospitals.

ANSWER:
I am informed that: All of it.

Health
11 714.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to the 2017-18 Budget, budget paper 3, page 5, family violence initiatives, as the Minister
responsible for line item ‘Enhanced role for universal service providers’, how much of the $7.8 million
in 2019-20 will be provided to public hospitals.

ANSWER:
I am informed that: All of it.

Health
11 715.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to the 2017-18 Budget, budget paper 3, page 5, family violence initiatives, as the Minister
responsible for line item ‘Enhanced role for universal service providers’, how much of the $4.6 million
in 2020-21 will be provided to public hospitals.

ANSWER:
I am informed that: All of it.
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Health
11 716.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to the 2017-18 Budget, budget paper 3, page 5, family violence initiatives, as the Minister
responsible for line item ‘Enhanced role for universal service providers’ and the statement “This
program will prepare all public hospitals to respond to people who have experienced family violence”,
how many public hospitals are budgeted for.

ANSWER:
I am informed that: All public hospital will be beneficiaries of the program.

Health
11 717.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to the 2017-18 Budget, budget paper 3, page 5, family violence initiatives, as the Minister
responsible for line item ‘Enhanced role for universal service providers’ and the statement “This
program will prepare all public hospitals to respond to people who have experienced family violence”,
can the Minister please detail how many and in which areas, public hospitals will participate in —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

2017-18;
2018-19;
2019-20; and
2020-21.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
All 88 Victorian public health services.

Premier
11 721.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Premier): Can the Minister please
advise what was the calendar date you received the Ministerial travel report from the Minister for Small
Business, Innovation and Trade for the Minister’s travel to Indonesia in March 2017.

ANSWER:
Ministerial travel reports can be found on the relevant department’s websites.

Premier
11 722.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Premier): Can the Minister please
advise what was the calendar date you received the Ministerial travel report from the Minister for Small
Business, Innovation and Trade for the Minister’s travel to China in May 2017.

ANSWER:
Ministerial travel reports can be found on the relevant department’s websites.
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Premier
11 723.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Premier): Can the Minister please
advise what penalties apply for failing to publish travel reports within the timelines determined by the
Guidelines for Ministerial Overseas Travel.

ANSWER:
Ministerial travel reports can be found on the relevant department’s websites.

Premier
11 724.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Premier): Can the Minister please
advise during the term of the Andrews Government, have any Ministers been investigated for breaching
the Guidelines for Ministerial Overseas Travel.

ANSWER:
Ministerial travel reports can be found on the relevant department’s websites.

Roads and road safety
11 726.

MS DUNN — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety): Has
the Government provided any approvals, clearances or licenses for oBike to operate its floating bike
share scheme in Melbourne, if so, did this include —
(1)
(2)

any requirement for repair, maintenance and retrieval of bicycles; and
any stipulations on use of street space for bicycle parking.

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government is closely following the development of the share bike industry in Victoria.
The Victorian Government has not provided any approvals, clearances or licenses for oBike. Under current
legislation, there is no requirement for them to apply for approval to operate. This is primarily a local government
issue. The Victorian Government is supporting local government through the development of Share Bike Parking
Guidelines by VicRoads which, like other similar guidelines, will provide councils with the ability to designate
particular areas as being suitable for share bike parking.
A Share Bike Advisory Group that is being established to ensure there is a forum for local governments and share
bike operators to discuss the implications of share bike operations.

Corrections
11 727.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: As at 31 August 2017, how many
prisoners currently in the Victorian prison system have unpaid fines.

ANSWER:
I am advised that Corrections Victoria does not hold this information.

Corrections
11 728.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: As at 31 August 2017, what is the total
value of the unpaid fines of Victorian prisoners.

ANSWER:
I am advised that Corrections Victoria does not hold this information.
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Corrections
11 729.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: Under the decision of the Andrews
Government to allow prisoner fines to be wiped, as at 31 August 2017, how many prisoners in the
Victorian prison system may be exempt from paying their fines.

ANSWER:
I am advised that this information is not able to be extracted from available databases for the date requested.

Corrections
11 730.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Corrections: As at 31 August 2017, how many
prisoners are held in the —
(1)
(2)

male prison system; and
female prison system.

ANSWER:
I am advised that on 31 August 2017 there were 6623 male prisoners and 502 female prisoners in the prison
system.

Roads and road safety
11 734.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): Has VicRoads undertaken any work to enhance traffic flow and improve safety measures along
St Helena Road, Eltham North, especially where it intersects with Glen Katherine Drive or Karingal
Drive.

ANSWER:
VicRoads advises me that it manages the arterial road section of St Helena Road between Karingal Drive and
Diamond Creek Road and is monitoring this section for the need for any traffic flow or safety improvements.
I understand that the section of St Helena Road between Glen Katherine Drive and Karingal Drive is a local road
managed by the Banyule City Council. VicRoads advises me that it has forwarded your question to the council for
consideration.

Roads and road safety
11 735.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): Has VicRoads given any consideration to upgrading Diamond Creek Road between the
Greensborough Bypass and Yan Yean Road.

ANSWER:
Diamond Creek Road between the Greensborough Bypass and Yan Yean Road is a four lane two-way road with a
central median. This section of Diamond Creek Road was duplicated in the 1990s.
Intersection upgrades have been completed at the intersection of Diamond Creek Road / Yan Yean Road /
Aqueduct Road in 2007 and at the Diamond Creek Road / Civic Drive / Green Hill Road roundabout in 2012 for
the purpose of improving capacity and safety. Further intersection upgrades are planned for the intersection of
Diamond Creek Road / Yan Yean Road / Aqueduct Road as part of the Yan Yean Road duplication project, which
is expected to be completed by mid-2019.
In 2008, works were undertaken from Oldstead Road to Sunrise Drive, which provided for improved safety and
capacity improvements at the intersection with Plenty River Drive.
VicRoads will continue to monitor the operation and safety of Diamond Creek Road at this location.
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Roads and road safety
11 737.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): Has VicRoads given any consideration to installing pedestrian or intersection signals at Main
Road, Eltham, near Falkiner Street.

ANSWER:
VicRoads advises me that it investigated this site in mid-2017. Since this time, VicRoads has been in discussions
with the Nillumbik Council about ways to improve the operation of the network in this area.
VicRoads has recently taken over the management of nearby BoltOn Street from local councils. The improvements
to Bolton Street are to enhance traffic flow, safety and accessibility. The works are expected to be completed in
early 2018 and VicRoads anticipates that this upgrade will help alleviate conditions along Falkiner Street. I
understand the council is also investigating traffic calming measures in Falkiner Street to further discourage
through traffic.

Roads and road safety
11 738.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): Has VicRoads given any consideration to intersection improvements at Research Park on Main
Road, Eltham.

ANSWER:
VicRoads advises, me that it has investigated safety along Main Road, near Research Park in Eltham. This included
a review of crash history at the entrance to Research Park as well as the nearby intersection of Main Road and
Reynolds Road, which indicated no history of casualty crashes in the last five years. However, VicRoads will
continue to monitor the operation of this intersection for any safety improvements.

Roads and road safety
11 739.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): Has VicRoads given any consideration to installing intersection signals at the Pryor Street and
Main Road intersection in Eltham.

ANSWER:
VicRoads has investigated safety issues along Main Road between Para Road (Montmorency) to
Luck Street (Eltham), including the intersection at Pryor Street. A review of the crash history at this intersection
indicates no injury crashes have been recorded at this location in the last five years.
VicRoads will continue to work with stakeholders, including the Nillumbik Shire Council, to help identify
pedestrian safety and transport priority needs across the metropolitan north west region.

Roads and road safety
11 740.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): Has VicRoads given any consideration regarding safety improvements along Fitzsimons Lane
from Main Road, Eltham to Rosehill Road and further to the Yarra River.

ANSWER:
VicRoads advises me that it is investigating options to address traffic congestion along Fitzsimons
Lane between Main Road in Eltham and Foote Street in Templestowe. The preliminary investigations and
recommendations are scheduled to be completed by mid 2018.
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Training and skills
11 741.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills: How many students enrolled at
the Greensborough TAFE during Semester 2, 2017.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Four years after it closed because of funding cuts by the previous Liberal Government the Greensborough campus
of Melbourne Polytechnic was successfully reopened, returning skills and training to the people of Greensborough
and north-east Melbourne.
The Andrews Labor Government is proud of its $10 million investment to reopen the Greensborough campus
which will focus on three main areas including health and community services, business and entrepreneurship and
Science, Technology, Engineering and Mathematics (STEM).
Melbourne Polytechnic’s Greensborough campus is becoming a vibrant, multipurpose community and education precinct.
Labor is making sure that the people of Greensborough and surrounding suburbs get the skills they need for the
jobs they want.
The co-location of partners such as the Melbourne Innovation Centre and the Banyule-Nillumbik Tech School on
the site will create significant opportunities and benefits for the community and Melbourne Polytechnic, attracting
potential students to the site and offering a variety of opportunities for cross-pollination and industry experience for
students already enrolled at Greensborough.
TAFE Institutes are not required to report commercially sensitive training activity by campus.

Roads and road safety
11 743.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety):
Has the Victorian Government undertaken any analysis of cross-portfolio benefits which cycling
accrues in Victoria, such as health benefits as an offset to bike path delivery cost.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government supports initiatives to improve cycling. The Australian Transport Assessment and
Planning guidelines provide a comprehensive framework for the evaluation of transport projects, including cycling.
These guidelines include health benefits of active transport. The Victorian Government considers these and broader
economic, social and environmental factors in the course of prioritising investments and preparing business cases
for bicycle infrastructure.

Families and children
11 751.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Of the maternal and child health
nurses the Department of Health and Human Services has employed, as at 31 June 2017, how many are
aged —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

30 to 35;
36 to 40;
41 to 45;
46 to 50;
51 to 55; and
56 to 60.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Health and Human Services does not employ maternal and child health nurses.
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Wednesday, 18 October 2017
Police
11 439.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): How
many members left the Victorian police force in the following periods —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2015;
2016; and
1 January 2017 to 30 June 2017.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has made the biggest investment in frontline police in Victoria’s history, funding
3135 additional police, on top of attrition.
The Office of the Chief Commissioner of Police has advised that in the years 2015 and 2016, 366 and 364 police
members respectively left Victoria Police.
During the period 1 January 2017 to 30 June 2017, 168 police members had left the Victorian police force.
I note that over four years, not one additional front line police officer was funded by those opposite, nor were any
police personnel funded.
Thanks to the Government’s commitment to give police the resources they need, and the sophisticated new Staff
Allocation Model, which is strongly supported by The Police Association, we will no longer see the boom and bust
cycle of police investment that has been detrimental to out police force in the past.
Currently, the separation rate is 2.63%, compared to 3.01% under the previous government. Recruitment for
attrition occurs at 3%, to ensure there are adequate police numbers across the state.

Small business
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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports as per past practise.
[Question 11 484 reinstated by order of President on 19 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 September 2017, page 4697.]
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Thursday, 19 October 2017
Special Minister of State
11 694.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to the Support and Safety Hubs:
Statewide Concept (July 2017), how many consultations were undertaken prior to and during the
development of the concept.

ANSWER:
A range of formal mechanisms were used to develop the Support and Safety Hubs: Statewide Concept including:
– seven regional forums attended by over 700 community members and workers from across the service system;
– nine small group discussions with people who have experienced the service system, including victim survivors
and families engaged with child and family services;
– four expert design workshops with practitioners and leading thinkers from across the social, community and
justice service systems; and
– multiple workshops and consultations with the Family Violence Steering Committee, Social Services Taskforce,
Aboriginal Co-Design forum, Diverse Communities and intersectionality working group and the Victims
Survivors Advisory Council.
In addition, informal consultation with service providers, peak bodies and government departments and
representatives continued throughout the development of the Support and Safety Hubs: Statewide Concept prior to
its release on 5 July 2017.

Special Minister of State
11 695.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to the Support and Safety Hubs:
Statewide Concept (July 2017) and the consultation process —
(1)
(2)
(3)

how was the consultation process undertaken;
which organisations participated in the consultation process; and
how long did the consultation process take.

ANSWER:
(1)

A range of formal mechanisms were used to develop the Support and Safety Hubs: Statewide Concept
including:
–
–
–

seven regional forums attended by over 700 community members and workers from across the service
system;
nine small group discussions with people who have experienced the service system, including victim
survivors and families engaged with child and family services;
four expert design workshops with practitioners and leading thinkers from across the social, community
and justice service systems; and
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–

multiple workshops and consultations with the Family Violence Steering Committee, Social Services
Taskforce, Aboriginal Co-Design forum, Diverse Communities’ and Intersectionality working group
and the Victims Survivors Advisory Council.
In addition, informal consultation with service providers, peak bodies and government departments and
representatives continued throughout the development of the Concept prior to its release on 5 July 2017.

(2)

More than 90 organisations from across the community, justice and health sectors participated in the
consultation process.

(3)

The consultation process to develop the Support and Safety Hubs: Statewide Concept took place from
October 2016 until its release on 5 July 2017.

Special Minister of State
11 696.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to the Support and Safety Hubs —
(1)
(2)
(3)

are there any plans to roll out more Multi-Disciplinary Centres (currently located in Geelong,
Mildura, Seaford, Dandenong, Bendigo and Morwell);
are Multi-Disciplinary Centres being superseded by the Support and Safety Hubs; and
will the existing Multi-Disciplinary Centres continue in their current form.

ANSWER:
(1)

Work is in progress to establish a further Multi-Disciplinary Centre in Wyndham.

(2)

No.

(3)

The Support and Safety Hubs and Multi-Disciplinary Centres will need to work together in areas where both
are established to ensure an effective and coordinated response for victims of sexual assault and family
violence. This work may result in new protocols or other arrangements to support the role of Hubs and
Multi-Disciplinary Centres.

Special Minister of State
11 697.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to the 2017-18 Budget, budget
paper 3, page 5, family violence initiatives, as the Minister responsible for line item ‘Delivering on the
Royal Commission into Family Violence recommendations on funding reform’ —
(1)
(2)

what new funding approaches have been designed; and
have any new funding approaches been piloted, if so which ones.

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government’s aim is to ensure that funding approaches enable services to achieve outcomes for the
unique needs of the people they support.
The Government is currently working with the community sector to develop new funding approaches. These
funding models will prioritise achieving outcomes for those experiencing family violence and support more
flexible, integrated services.
Following this collaborative process, we will identify and work with suitable organisations to test new funding
approaches, providing a tested model for broader reform across the sector.
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Special Minister of State
11 698.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to the 2017-18 Budget, budget
paper 3, page 5, family violence initiatives, as the Minister responsible for line item ‘Delivering on the
Royal Commission into Family Violence recommendations on funding reform’, can the Minister please
outline how ‘research capacity will be expanded’.

ANSWER:
Research capacity for family violence and related services is paramount to ensuring we understand how well
services are delivering on the Family Violence Outcomes Framework and to build an evidence base to inform best
practice.
Capacity will be expanded through a range of improvements to evidence and evaluation guidelines and standards
across government, improved training and support for those conducting evaluations and appropriately sharing
expertise and evaluation results across government. These improvements will be supported by partnerships
between government and academia, drawing on the skills and knowledge of social research experts.

Special Minister of State
11 699.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to the 2017-18 Budget, budget
paper 3, page 5, family violence initiatives, as the Minister responsible for line item ‘Delivering on the
Royal Commission into Family Violence recommendations on funding reform’, can the Minister please
outline what ‘tools to better capture data’ have been developed.

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government is committed to ensuring that family violence services work together to respond to the
needs of people and families. This includes providing a system that supports effective and evidence based efforts.
In order to achieve this, the tools that will allow us to better capture data and evidence include:
– a demand modelling tool, which will provide a robust picture of current and future demand for family violence
and related social and justice services needed by people experiencing family violence; and
– the cost measurement tool that was used to develop the estimates of the cost of family violence in Victoria.
These tools and additional data collection and recording systems will support an improved understanding of family
violence and its impact on our community.

Special Minister of State
11 704.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to the new Centre for Workforce
Excellence and as the Minister responsible for ‘Family violence industry planning’, can the Minister
please outline the ‘range of measures’ developed to support Aboriginal workforces responding to family
violence.

ANSWER:
The measures designed to build the Aboriginal workforce to respond to demand for Aboriginal family violence and
family services workers are:
– Building the Aboriginal Workforce-upskilling and building the Aboriginal workforce through methods of
credentialing which map work experience against traditional education outcomes;
– Aboriginal Organisation Workforce Planning and Development-supporting Aboriginal service providers to
undertake workforce planning and development to meet the demands of current reforms by establishing six
Aboriginal workforce development roles in key Aboriginal services providers;
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– Supporting Aboriginal Workforce Health and Wellbeing-improved access to appropriate cultural supports and
specialised training to reduce the impacts of vicarious trauma and support worker health and wellbeing;
– Aboriginal Future Workforce Grants Program-a grants program to support and provide training opportunities for
the Aboriginal workforce (e.g. workforce traineeships and cadetships); and
– Aboriginal Human Services Workforce Research and Evaluation-a research and evaluation initiative to provide
essential data and information to close the significant gaps in Aboriginal workforce data.
In line with Government’s commitment to self-determination, the design and implementation of initiatives will be
sector-led.

Special Minister of State
11 705.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to the new Centre for Workforce
Excellence and as the Minister responsible for ‘Family violence industry planning’, how much of the
$29.2 million in 2017-18 has been allocated to support Aboriginal workforces responding to family
violence.

ANSWER:
$4.671 million has been allocated in 2017-18 to support Aboriginal workforces responding to family violence. In
line with Government’s commitment to self-determination, the design and implementation of initiatives will be
sector-led.

Special Minister of State
11 706.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to the new Centre for Workforce
Excellence and as the Minister responsible for ‘Family violence industry planning’, how much of the
$22.8 million in 2018-19 has been allocated to support Aboriginal workforces responding to family
violence.

ANSWER:
$3.216 million has been allocated in 2018-19 to support Aboriginal workforces responding to family violence. In
line with Government’s commitment to self-determination, the design and implementation of initiatives will be
sector-led.

Special Minister of State
11 707.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to the new Centre for Workforce
Excellence and as the Minister responsible for ‘Family violence industry planning’, how much of the
$22.6 million in 2019-20 has been allocated to support Aboriginal workforces responding to family
violence.

ANSWER:
$3.283 million has been allocated in 2019-20 to support Aboriginal workforces responding to family violence. In
line with Government’s commitment to self-determination, the design and implementation of initiatives will be
sector-led.

Special Minister of State
11 708.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to the new Centre for Workforce
Excellence and as the Minister responsible for ‘Family violence industry planning’, how much of the
$20.9 million in 2020-21 has been allocated to support Aboriginal workforces respond to family
violence.
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ANSWER:
$3.352 million has been allocated in 2020-21 to support Aboriginal workforces responding to family violence. In
line with Government’s commitment to self-determination, the design and implementation of initiatives will be
sector-led.

Special Minister of State
11 709.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to the new Centre for Workforce
Excellence and as the Minister responsible for ‘Family violence industry planning’, as at 30 July 2017,
how many service providers have been engaged to provide training.

ANSWER:
The Centre for Workforce Excellence was established on 3 July 2017. It has not yet engaged’ any service providers
to provide training.

Special Minister of State
11 710.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to the new Centre for Workforce
Excellence and as the Minister responsible for ‘Family violence industry planning’, how many service
providers have been budgeted for to provide training.

ANSWER:
The Centre for Workforce Excellence was established on 3 July 2017. In accordance with the Family Violence
Royal Commission recommendations, a Family Violence Industry Plan will be released later this year and will
outline the implementation approach for industry planning funding.
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Friday, 20 October 2017
Water
11 483.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Water): 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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 483 reinstated by order of President on 21 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
19 September 2017, page 5001.]

Water
11 506.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Water): 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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 506 reinstated by order of President on 21 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
19 September 2017, page 5005.]

Water
11 528.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Water): 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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 528 reinstated by order of President on 21 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
19 September 2017, page 5009.]
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Water
11 550.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Water): 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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.
[Question 11 550 reinstated by order of President on 21 September 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
19 September 2017, page 5014.]

Water
11 572.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Water): 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:
Details on staffing arrangements are outlined in departmental annual reports, as per past practice.

Special Minister of State
11 591.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State: Has the Government referred a draft
version of its Five Year Plan to Infrastructure Victoria (IV), if so, on what date was this draft Five Year
Plan referred to IV, if not, in which month do you expect to refer a draft Five Year Plan to IV.

ANSWER:
Under the Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015, the Government has the option to request formal advice from
Infrastructure Victoria (IV) on a draft Five Year Plan. The draft Five Year Plan was referred to IV for advice on
27 September 2017.

Special Minister of State
11 592.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to advice provided by
Infrastructure Victoria (IV) in relation to the Government’s draft Five Year Plan, will all advice
provided by IV be made available to the public.

ANSWER:
Under the Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015, the Government has the option to request formal advice from
Infrastructure Victoria (IV) on a draft Five Year Plan. The draft Five Year Plan was referred to IV for advice on
27 September 2017. The Government will consider advice received from IV in accordance with the provisions of
the Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015.

Special Minister of State
11 594.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State: Will the Victorian Government’s Five
Year Plan be tabled in the Parliament in 2017 as required by the Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015.
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ANSWER:
The Five Year Plan and Response to Infrastructure Victoria’s (IV) 30-year Infrastructure Strategy was tabled in
Parliament on 18 October 2017 as required under the Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015.

Special Minister of State
11 595.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State: Infrastructure Victoria’s 2015-16
Annual Report indicates that the agency’s main operational activity is the commissioning of
consultants’ reports, which account for almost 60 per cent of non-wage expenditure, is it the
Government’s expectation that Infrastructure Victoria’s principle activity will remain as a clearing
house for third party consultants’ reports.

ANSWER:
The object of Infrastructure Victoria (IV) is set out in Section 7 of the Infrastructure. Victoria Act 2015 (the Act)
as: “…to provide independent and expert advice about Victoria’s current and future infrastructure needs and
priorities to support improved social, economic and environmental outcomes for the State.”
IV’s functions are also set out in the Act as:
– preparing and publishing a 30-year infrastructure strategy for Victoria, to be refreshed every three to five years
– providing written advice to government on specific infrastructure matters
– publishing original research on infrastructure-related issues
– providing support as requested during the development of sectoral infrastructure strategies by public service
bodies or public entities.
In order to deliver ‘expert advice about Victoria’s current and future infrastructure needs and priorities’ which is
independent of government, IV must first produce this advice.
IV’s 2015-16 Annual Report outlines consultancies that were commissioned in support of these functions and
details can be found of page 28 of the report.
IV has also published 25 IV authored reports and 41 consultant reports (excluding corporate documents and fact
sheets), including many of the reports referenced in your question, which are freely available to the entire Victorian
community at www.infrastructurevictoria.com.au/document-library.

Police
11 731.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): How
many female prisoners were held in police cells at 7.00 am on 31 August 2017.

ANSWER:
At 7.00am on 31 August 2017 there were 12 female prisoners held in police cells.

Police
11 732.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): How
many male prisoners were held in police cells at 7.00 am on 31 August 2017.

ANSWER:
At 7.00am on 31 August 2017 there were 235 male prisoners held in police cells.
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